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Mayor 

TOM HANSEN 
Vice Mayor 

LAURIE GUILLEN 
Councilmember 

DARYL HOFMEYER 
Councilmernber 

PEGGY LEMONS 
City Manager’s Office Councilmember 
(562) 220-2225 

August 22, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99—22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Updated Public Scoping, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

The City of Paramount thanks you for the opportunity to comment during the rescoping period 
for the proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor project. As you are aware, City staff 
submitted comments during the 2017 scoping period. At this time we would like to reiterate and 
clarify previous remarks, and notably we would like to state in writing a change in the preferred 
location for the light rail transit (LRT) station planned for the intersection of Paramount 
Boulevard and Rosecrans Avenue. 

The proposed alignment extends through Paramount within two former railroad right-of-ways 
(ROWs), and two stations (Paramount Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue and Green Line Transfer 
Station) are planned. As a result, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro) proposed construction and subsequent operation will require a thorough environmental 
review to ensure the LRT project will not adversely impact the City’s residents (including a 
substantial number of students), businesses, and property owners. Our specific concerns that 
need to be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (draft ElR) are outlined in the 
remainder of this letter. 

1. Project Description 

During a number of meetings with agency staff and the general public, representatives from 
Metro have provided maps indicating the location and extent of the proposed alignment. These 
maps were going to be revised to better illustrate the potential land use acquisitions that would 
be required to accommodate the new LRT alignment (more detail regarding acquisitions is in a 
separate section below). Similar detailed maps must be provided in the draft EIR. The project 
description must also include a discussion of the ridership and patronage of the proposed LRT 
line. This information must clearly indicate the average and peak ridership and frequency of 
trains per hourly interval and will be critical for a complete understanding of train frequency and 
operating hours. 
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Any future station and/or parking facilities that may be located at Paramount Boulevard and 
Rosecrans Avenue must be located on the northwest corner of Paramount Boulevard and 
Rosecrans Avenue. As Metro has provided public assurances that the project can be 
constructed and maintained without acquisition of residentially developed land to the southeast 
of the Paramount/Rosecrans corner, consider these properties to be “off limits” to land 
acquisitidn. 

The congestion at this intersection is compounded during the weekday periods when students 
go to and from school at the adjacent Paramount High School. Because of the traffic, the LRT 
alignment must be grade separated to limit the vehicular congestion at this intersection (more 
detail regarding grade separation below). Any refinement to the engineering plans must also 
identify the parking area so that the potential impacts may be understood. The project 
description and the plans must clearly identify any staging areas that will be required during the 
construction phase of the proposed LRT project. 

2. Grade Separation 

The above section addressed grade separation at the intersection of Paramount and 
Rosecrans, and Metro has expressly committed to an aerial station located above the rail right- 
of—way. Additionally, the City of Paramount is very concerned about traffic and safety impacts 
that would result from potential at-grade rail crossings at Downey Avenue, Somerset Boulevard, 
and Lakewood Boulevard. Given the angled (northwest/southeast) configuration of the rail 
corridor through the Pacific Electric streetcar alignment, and in consideration of the existing 
roadway, sidewalk, and transit patterns, station areas need to accommodate all forms of transit 
and not interfere with the existing heavy traffic flow. in the course of the last year, the 
Paramount community has learned more about the proposed LFT project, and we hear on a 
weekly and often daily basis about concerns for the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists, 
especially schoolchildren and those dependent on mass transit. We understand there are 
general engineering formulas and policies that trigger grade separation in LRT projects, but we 
ask Metro to look at the locations of these crossing as unique situations that defy formula. We 
must point out that Paramount High School maintains a total enrollment of 4,794 students, and 
we request that safe, pedestrian access between Paramount High School West and Paramount 
High School be maintained. Thousands of students walk and bicycle to and from the two 
campuses, which are within close proximity to the proposed Paramount/Rosecrans station. We 
are speaking for their safety, and we support grade separation in a manner that connects the 
community and that does not further divide the community as cargo trains and freeways have in 
the past. Continuing the established commitment by Metro to design and construct an aerial 
platform for the Paramount/Rosecrans station, we request aerial crossings over Downey 
Avenue, Somerset Boulevard, and Lakewood Boulevard. If Metro chooses to not construct 
aerial crossings at these intersections, significant traffic signal coordination and pedestrian 
gates will be required. 

3. Acquisition along Union Pacific Corridor 

To date, City staff, elected officials, and Paramount community in general have received varying 
and seemingly unrealistic information from Metro about the specific extent of private land area 
that will require acquisition to accommodate the LRT right-of—way (to be shared with Union 
Pacific). Property owners and residents of the properties on the west side of Arthur Avenue and 
the east side of Facade Avenue have expressed the anxiety and stress of living under the 
uncertain conditions in which property acquisition has not been adequately defined by Metro. As 
an example, at the August 7, 2018 Paramount City Council meeting, in which no LRT or related 
item was on the agenda, three residents arrived unannounced and spoke about their worry, lack 
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of sleep, concerns about possible relocation, sadness, loss of their home, noise, vibration, and 
congestion in relation to the impending project along the Union Pacific corridor. The number of 
property acquisitions must be minimized, and Metro must begin a more in-depth dialog with 
residents providing complete information as soon as possible. Metro must make all efforts to 
minimize disruptions to the lives of our residents. If Metro demonstrates acquisition to be 
absolutely necessary, compensation for land acquisition and relocation costs must be complete 
and adjust swiftly to account for changing market conditions. We need Metro’s assurances that 
they will do everything in the agency’s power to relocate (if necessary) residents to available 
housing in the City of Paramount. Finally, we must strongly state that the City would oppose 
any right-of-way acquisition of Paramount Park and Paramount High School. 

4. Land Use 

As indicated previously, the draft ElR must provide a thorough analysis of any potential property 
acquisition and/or displacement impacts. It is our understanding that the portion of the ROW 
located north of Rosecrans Avenue will require the "taking” of portions of the rear yard areas for 
a number of properties located adjacent to the alignment. The City is opposed to partial 
“taking”, as this would result in a severe devaluation of the subject properties and, in some 
cases would render the property uninhabitable. Therefore, we request that Metro purchase the 
entire property. The nature and extent of this potential acquisition must be clearly identified and 
mapped in the draft EIR. Other areas where acquisition must be identified include potential 
station parking areas and other facilities that will be required as part of the project’s 
implementation. The City requests that the draft EIR clearly delineate any potential land 
acquisition or access-related impacts associated with the construction of grade separation. 

Due to the rapid development of the project in comparison to other light rail systems in the 
region, the City furthermore requests Metro’s assistance in funding the completion of updates to 
existing specific plans (meeting land use element requirements of general plan guidelines) and 
the introduction of new specific plans in relation to the project. 

5. Traffic and Pedestrian Safety 

One of the more significant issues requiring evaluation in the draft EIR is related to traffic and 
pedestrian safety impacts. Traffic generation will increase around the proposed station that will 
be located near the Paramount Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue intersection. As stated previously, 
this intersection is among the busiest in the City. The traffic analysis included in the draft EIR 
must consider the potential impacts at this location in regard to the proposed station and any 
attendant parking facilities. The analysis must also detail how the proposed grade separation 
will maintain the current traffic flow in the area. The City of Paramount opposes any design 
within the West Santa Ana Branch right-of-way that does not incorporate the planned bikeway. 
Additionally, the City of Paramount requests project staff to be familiar with the Bellflower— 
Paramount Bike and Trail Master Plan and incorporate all relevant elements of the Plan. A 
complete wayfinding sign program must be included. 

An additional concern is related to the potential construction impacts of the new LRT facilities, 
the construction of the grade separation, and the new station. For example, how will access to 
the businesses located in the vicinity of Paramount Boulevard and Rosecrans Avenue be 
maintained during what will most likely be a lengthy construction period? During the construction 
period, these two major arterial roadways in the City will experience the greatest impact and 
these impacts must clearly be identified. 
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The draft EIR analysis must clearly indicate those areas where there is a potential for vehicular 
accidents along the alignment. The draft ElR must clearly indicate the safety features that will 
be used to limit the potential for train/automobile accidents. The City’s major concern is once 
again where the LRT alignment passes through the Paramount Boulevard and Rosecrans 
Avenue intersection. in addition, pedestrian safety is a substantial concern given the transit- 
dependent characteristic of the community. For example, as noted in a previous section of this 
letter, many hundreds of high school students and their parents use Paramount Boulevard, 
Somerset Boulevard, and Downey Avenue to travel to and from Paramount High School. We 
would like to emphasize again the necessity of aerial crossings at Downey Avenue and 
Lakewood Avenue. Finally, the draft EIR must indicate the mitigation that will be implemented to 
limit pedestrian access to the tracks as well as the various warning techniques that will be used 
to alert pedestrians regarding oncoming trains. 

6. Noise 

The draft ElR must include a thorough analysis of the proposed project’s noise impacts 
including short-term construction related noise and long-term operational-related noise. The 
construction activities will likely lead to excessive noise levels that must be identified in the draft 
ElR. This is especially important in those areas where the alignment is located in close proximity 
to housing units. The draft EIR must clearly indicate the duration of the construction activities 
along certain segments and how this construction noise may be effectively mitigated. The draft 
EIR must also include a detailed and thorough analysis of the existing ambient noise 
environment. The City anticipates that the noise measurements will be taken in those areas 
along the proposed ROW located near noise sensitive receptors. In this way, an accurate 
baseline will be established. 

The LRT’s operation may also lead to noise impacts that could affect not only homes but nearby 
schools and parks. The City specifically requests the draft EIR evaluate track noise (noise from 
the LRT wheels and the tracks), whistles and/or horns from the LRT, and warning signals near 
the LRT crossings. These sources could be especially disruptive in those areas wherever the 
alignment is located in close proximity to noise sensitive uses. The draft EIR must also indicate 
the anticipated hours of operation, including the timing of headways, so that the typical daily 
noise impact may be understood. The City of Paramount expects the project to include 
consistent solid walls and canopy trees to mitigate noise, especially in areas adjacent to 
residences, Paramount Park, and Paramount High School. 

Noise from the two rail stations will also be another source of potentially significant noise levels. 
While the station located over the |-105 Freeway is located within an area that has relatively 
high ambient noise levels from the freeway traffic, the cumulative operational noise from the 
Green Line stop and the proposed LRT line must be evaluated. The potential noise impacts 
from the new Paramount Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue station will have the potential to impact 
the nearby Paramount Park and Paramount High School. 

The City of Paramount respectfully requests that construction activities be limited to the work 
week with no construction on Sundays or federal holidays. This will help to mitigate potentially 
significant construction noise impacts in those areas located in close proximity to homes. 

7. Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

The draft ElR must clearly identify the potential air emissions associated with the project’s 
construction and subsequent operation. It is likely that the existing railroad track ballast contains 
hazardous materials associated with the historical railroad operations. The draft EIR must 
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indicate the nature and extent of any known contamination and the protocols that will be 
followed for safe removal so as to prevent toxic air contaminants (TACs) from being emitted into 
the surrounding area. Other construction related emissions must be identified along with 
pertinent mitigation. Of special concern is the diesel emissions associated with the use of heavy 
construction equipment. 

The City recognizes that the LRT, once it is operational, will benefit local and regional air quality 
by reducing automobile emissions. However, the electricity required to power the new LRT 
equipment will generate emissions at the power source (stationary source emissions). The 
potential impacts related to offsite power generation must be analyzed in the draft ElR. The 
analysis must consider both the criteria pollutants and the greenhouse gas emissions from 
power generating activities. As a stand-alone LRT system that will not need to integrate with 
older, existing train technology, Metro must provide the most technologically advanced system 
in order to minimize emissions. 

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

As indicated previously, the proposed alignment utilizes two former railroad ROWs. The draft 
EIR must clearly identify the potential TAC air emissions associated with the project’s 
construction and subsequent operation. It is likely that the existing railroad track ballast contains 
hazardous materials associated with the past railroad operations. The draft EIR must indicate 
the nature and extent of any known contaminations and the protocols that will be followed for 
safe removal of these contaminants. 

The draft EIR must also identify those materials that may be used as part of the equipment’s 
operations. For example, transformers in the catenary may include hazardous substances that 
will present a health risk should these materials be released into the environment. The nature 
and extent of these materials and any pertinent mitigation must be identified. 

9. Public Services 

The two public service areas that the City is concerned with include “emergency response” and 
“law enforcement.” The draft EIR must clearly indicate the public service agency responsible for 
law enforcement services. Will Metro provide safety personnel at the stations or will it be the 
responsibility of the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department? The draft EIR must include a 
detailed description of the security systems and/or personnel that will be provided at the two 
stations. As counter-examples, Green Line and Blue Line stations near the corridor are the site 
of several crimes and homeless encampments. They are not designed in a manner to create 
linkages with the community. To ensure the safety of our community and our riders, the design 
needs to ensure visibility, connectivity, the deterrence of crime. 

10. Rail Facilities 

The City opposes any rail maintenance yard within the City of Paramount, including but not 
limited to areas located (1) in an area near the Paramount Drive-in Theatre Complex and the 
Paramount Adult School and (2) at the area northwest of Garfield Avenue and Petterson Street. 
A more suitable location would be located near the terminus of the proposed LRT line. The 
maintenance yard in the City of Paramount would introduce additional impacts to an 
overburdened community, and the City of Paramount will not support locating a rail maintenance 
yard in the City. ~ 
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The station locations selected at the l-105 Freeway may present safety-related issues due to 
the limited pedestrian access. The City does not want to create a potential for pedestrians 
exiting or entering this station to use the rail alignment itself for access. In addition, the only 
vehicular access in proximity to this station is located on the north side of the l-105 Freeway, 
thus limiting access from Paramount itself. These constraints must be identified and resolved as 
part of the refinement process. Furthermore, the parking area for the Paramount/Rosecrans 
station should include charging stations for electrical powered cars, bicycle racks and lockers, 
and appropriate ridesharing pick-up and drop-off facilities. The City of Paramount also supports 
in concept a freeway cap project over the MOS Freeway to provide expanded access, 
connectivity, and recreational amenities. 

11. Aesthetics 

The greatest aesthetic impact will be related to the installation of the above-ground catenary 
supports and power lines that will provide power to the individual LRT vehicles. Mitigating these 
aesthetic impacts is especially critical in those areas where the alignment is located in close 
proximity to homes. 

The project will require the use of walls or other barriers to prevent intrusion onto the tracks and 
to mitigate rail noise. The draft EIR must indicate the location and extent of the walls, as well as 
mitigation that will ensure that these walls will remain graffiti-free and will be maintained over the 
operational life of the project. The City is also recommending the use of landscaping and other 
plant materials to mitigate potential aesthetic impacts from the sound walls, security barriers, 
etc. Finally, we request that privacy walls be constructed where the elevated portion of the train 
is located adjacent to residential properties. 

Light and glare will be another aesthetic-related issue that must be analyzed in the draft EIR. 
The draft EIR will need to identify those areas along the alignment where light sensitive uses 
are located. The analysis must address potential light and glare impacts from the LRT trains and 
other stationary security lighting. The draft EIR must also identify mitigation that will shield the 
adjacent homes from light trespass. 

12. Recreational Services 

The City would like to re-emphasize their strong opposition to any transit facilities that would 
affect the utility of Paramount Park, which is Paramount’s oldest and largest established park 
and the community’s historic “central park.” The draft ElR must clearly indicate those service- 
related and physical impacts the project could have on Paramount Park. The City is also 
concerned about the impact any future station would potentially have on the existing park. The 
City of Paramount opposes any physical incursion into Paramount Park. As noted in a previous 
section, the City of Paramount also supports in concept a freeway cap project over the MOS 
Freeway to provide expanded access, connectivity, recreational amenities, and open space. 

13. Business Assistance 

We understand that businesses will be disrupted during the construction phase of the project. 
Metro must communicate extensively and transparently with the Paramount Chamber of 
Commerce and business interests that will be affected by the project. Business assistance 
payments to compensate for loss of business are essential, and guidelines for such payments 
must be updated so funds are issued to all businesses impacted by construction. We also 
request that Metro sponsor marketing and promotional campaigns, including materials and 
events, to generate continued business activity with affected businesses. 
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14. Utilities 

The draft EIR must identify the existing utilities that will require relocation as well as those that 
will be needed to accommodate the proposed LRT project. A major concern is related to high 
pressure gas lines and petroleum lines located in the existing railroad ROWs. Will these existing 
lines require relocation and/or abandonment? 

15. Hydrology and Water Quality 

The draft EIR must include an analysis of the proposed hydrology and water quality impacts 
associated with the proposed project’s construction. The draft EIR must identify specific 
measures that will ensure that construction activities do not affect water quality. In addition, the 
construction of the LRT tracks, walls, and ancillary equipment must not lead to any unintentional 
ponding and/or storm water impacts that could impact adjacent properties. 

16. Biological Resources 

The proposed LRT alignment within the City of Paramount is located within an urban area that 
does not contain any natural habitat. However, the draft EIR should consider any potential tree 
removal impacts that may result from the proposed project’s construction. In addition, the draft 
ElR must describe the location and extent of any landscaping that would be used to mitigate 
potential aesthetic impacts. 

17. Arts 

The City has a very ambitious public arts program which should be incorporated into this 
project. New public art should be located in and around both stations proposed for Paramount 
and should include a diversity of art forms with references to local Paramount history and 
culture. These art features may improve the appearance of the stations and grade separations. 
“Defiance” by Harold L. Pastorius Jr. is an existing public art sculpture at the southwest corner 
of Paramount Boulevard and Rosecrans Avenue that must not be damaged through the course 
of project construction. This work of art must be preserved. lf relocation is necessary for the 
project, Metro must consult with the City to determine the best possible location to relocate the 
artwork, and Metro must pay for all relocation and preservation costs of this cultural asset. 

18. Geology and Soils 

A significant earthquake is likely to occur that will affect the Paramount area over the project’s 
operational lifetime. While no designated fault traces located within the City are known at this 
time, a geotechnical report must be incorporated into the draft EIR that indicates the potential 
liquefaction and ground-shaking risk to the LRT. The draft EIR must indicate the procedures that 
will be followed in the event of a major earthquake in the area. 

19. Tribal Resources 

The preparers of the draft ElR must initiate tribal consultation that is required under AB-52. 
While no such resources are known at this time, this consultation is required under both the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 



Scoping Comments, West Santa Ana Branch 
August 22, 2018; Page 8 

The City has tried to be as comprehensive in our response during this rescoping period so the 
draft EIR is responsive to our community's concerns. The City would like to emphasize the need 
for a robust outreach effort as part of the environmental process and continuing through 
construction. This outreach should include, but not be limited to, meetings with residents located 
in close proximity to the alignment, businesses that may experience disruption during the 
construction period, local affected schools, and City staff. 

if you have any further questions, please contact: 

Kevin M. Chun 
Assistant City Manager/Director of Community Development 
City of Paramount 
16400 Colorado Avenue 
Paramount, CA 90723 
562-220-2036 

CITY OF PARAMOUNT 

John Moreno 
City Manager 

H:\ComDev\General\WP\JohnKing\SpeoialProiects\WestSantaAnaBranchTransiflCEQA\scoping\soopin92\letter_scoping_WSAB__JM_081 518MP.docx 



CityofDowney 

August 3, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99—22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Via email: wsab@metro.net 

Re: Comments on Recirculated Notice of Preparation of a Draft ElR/EIS for the 
West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 

Dear Ms. Pan: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide additional input on Metro's preparation of an 
ElR/ElS for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) transit corridor project. This letter 
is a response to the recirculated Notice of Preparation and is intended to supplement 
the City of Downey’s previous comment letter, which was submitted on August 2, 
2017. A copy of the August 2, 2017 comment letter is attached hereto as reference. 

The intent of this letter is to ensure that Metro considers all potential environmental 
impacts that construction and operation of the light rail line may have on the City of 
Downey, its residents, and the surrounding communities. The following additional 
areas of environmental concern should be addressed in the ElR/EIS: 

Proposed Alignment 

At the time of this letter, Metro is considering two northern alignments for the rail line. 
The City of Downey believes it is critical that a “one-seat” ride to Union Station is 
provided. Not only will this provide a single transfer point to all of Metro’s other rail 
lines, which will give quicker access to the entire region, but will provide a single 
transfer point to Amtrak and Metrolink services. 

It is important to note that the City of Downey has recently completed a Biomedical 
Overlay study and zone amendment to encourage the growth of the biomedical 
industry. Particularly, the study demonstrated the potential to grow a new biomedical 
hub around the Rancho Los Amigos Hospital, which is in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed Gardendale Station. The study also noted that connecting the Downey 
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Biomedical Hub to other Biomedical Hubs in the region would assist the economic 
growth and success of these hubs. A “single-seat” ride to Union Station will allow a 
quick transfer to the Metro Silver Line, which in turn will connect to the Los Angeles 
County Biomedical Corridor that extends from USC Health Science Campus to 
California State University Los Angeles. 

Flores Street 

The City of Downey and the County of Los Angeles have been working on a plan to 
develop the area around the proposed Gardendale Station. As part of this analysis, 
the City and County have identified the potential to extend Flores Street westerly to 
Garfield Avenue. This would necessitate a new crossing north of the Gardendale 
Station. The environmental should analyze this crossing with all other 
traffic/circulation analyses. Additionally, Metro should include this crossing in the 
construction cost of the rail line. 

If you have any questions or would like to discuss these concerns further, please feel 
free to call me at (562) 904-7154 or email me at dblumenth‘al‘. diowne 'C'a.or . 

Sincerely, 

David Blumenthal 
City Planner 



CityofDowney 

August 2, 2017 

Fanny Pan 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Via email: wsab@metro.net' 

Re: Comments on Notice of Preparation of a Draft ElR/ElS for the West Santa Ana 
Branch Transit Corridor 

Dear Ms. Pan: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on Metro's preparation of an EIR/EIS 
for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) transit corridor project. This planned light 
rail line will connect southeast Los Angeles County to downtown Los Angeles. The 
proposed alignment includes traversing the southwest corner of the City of Downey, 
with the Gardendale Station being located within the city boundaries. 

The intent of this letter is to ensure that Metro considers all potential environmental 
impacts that construction and operation of the light rail line may have on the City of 
Downey, its residents, and the surrounding communities. The following areas of 
environmental concern should be addressed in the ElR/EIS: 

Aesthetics 

Properties that are adjacent to the rail right-of-way are mostly improved with single- 
story. low profile buildings. Final determination of the grade separation can have an 
impact to the visual character of the area. If it is determined to grade-separate rail 
crossings, or provide an aerial rail line, the design of all infrastructure associated with 
the new Gardendale station should take into consideration the visual character of the 
surrounding area. Incorporating landscaping, pedestrian paths. and bicycle lanes 
can mitigate potential impacts. 

Station design and maintenance should be analyzed for potential aesthetic impacts. 
The design of the stations (including adjoining parking lots) should blend into the 
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surrounding area and reflect the communities that they serve. For the Gardendale 
station, Metro should work with the City of Downey Community Development 
Department to ensure the station and parking lot design meets the City‘s visual 
standards. 

Additionally, a short and long-term maintenance plan/policy should be established for 
the stations and parking lots. Keeping the stations clean, free of graffiti, and 
maintained could avoid aesthetic impacts to the surrounding area and encourage 
transit usage. The lights used within the stations, parking lots, and along the rail 
right—of—way should be located. shielded, and/or directed in a manner that will prevent 
light spillage and glare impacts on surrounding properties. Landscaping should be 
incorporated to the station entrances and parking lot areas to soften their 
appearance. 

Air Quality 

It is important to note the City of Downey and the County of Los Angeles are working 
on future development plans for the Rancho Los Amigos South Campus. The 
development of this area will occur prior to the operation of the rail line; as such. the 
future build out of the site should be included in all analysis of potential air quality 
impacts. 

Potential air quality impacts can be generated during construction and during 
operation of the rail line. Proper mitigation measures should be identified to ensure 
construction equipment and activities comply with the California Air Resources 
Board’s and the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s regulations. This 
should include mitigation measures that comply with South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’s Rule 403 for fugitive dust control. 

The ElR/EIS should identify all potential sources of air quality impacts, such as 
locomotives operating on the line and idling vehicles queued at non-grade separated 
crossings. The South Coast Air Basin is a nonattainment area under the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) and the California Ambient Air Quality 
Standard (CAAQS). Accordingly, AQMD standards alone should not be used when 
determining air quality impacts. Any increase in the degradation of air quality should 
be considered significant and mitigation measures should be identified to address 
environmental effects. Additionally, air quality measurements should be taken in all 
areas within the proposed alignment study area and not just adjacent to the ROW. 
Further, analysis on the potential effect on low income and minority communities. as 
well as sensitive receptors, must be taken into consideration in the analysis. 

Cultural Resources 

Close attention should be made to historic and cultural resources located along the 
alignment. Both the San Pedro Branch and the Pacific Electric right-of—way were 
active rail lines for decades and contributed to the growth of Los Angeles County. As 
such, it passed in close proximity to many historic and cultural resources in the 
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communities it traverses. This is particularly true for the City of Downey. The right- 
of-way is adjacent to the Rancho Los Amigos campus. Originally established in 
1888, Rancho Los Amigos was used to care for indigent patients from the Los 
Angeles County Hospital. During the ensuing century, Rancho Los Amigos went 
through several transitions, including serving as a mental health care facility, 
respiratory therapy center, and eventually becoming the premiere rehabilitation 
hospital that is in use today. An analysis of historical documents and aerial 
photographs should be performed to determine potential historical and cultural 
resources that could be uncovered, and potentially restored, during this project. As 
such, mitigation measures should be developed to preserve any resources that are 
identified. 

Hazards and Hazardous Material 

The WSAB traverses a right-of—way within the City of Downey that is owned and 
operated by the Port of Los Angeles and Long Beach. While this is an active rail 
line, the introduction of light rail will significantly increase the number of trains per 
day. The rail line currently utilizes an at-grade crossing at Gardendale St, Garfield 
Ave, and Imperial Hwy. It is understood that the LRT Grade Separation and Safety 
policy will be applied in multiple layers of analysis that will eventually result in 
recommendations regarding grade separations. For rail crossings that will not be 
grade-separated, the ElR/EIS should analyze potential hazards, including but not 
limited to, identifying safety concerns beyond traffic queuing; such as, the potential 
for "gate drive-arounds"; pedestrian intrusions; pathways to  school; school access; 
and truck traffic/truck access to driveways near the alignment. Where it is 
determined that grade separation is not needed, the at—grade crossing should be 
designed so as to minimize these potential hazards. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

All storm-water runoff should comply with the Los Angeles County M84 permit. This 
should include the station areas and parking lots. Being that infiltration is the 
preferred method within the City of Downey to address storm-water runoff; the 
EIR/EIS should include measures that are in line with this direction. The final design 
of the retention and detention basins should be reviewed with the City to ensure they 
do not create an aesthetic impact. 

Noise 

The WSAB will be integrated into a built-out urban environment. In many cases, the 
alignment abuts or is within close proximity to sensitive receptors such as residential 
or educational uses. This includes the proximity of the alignment to the Rancho Los 
Amigos Hospital and the Rancho Los Amigos South Campus. Both the City of 
Downey and the County of Los Angeles are working on future development plans of 
for the Rancho Los Amigos South Campus. The development of this area will occur 
prior to the operation of the rail line; as such, the rail line should be analyzed for 
potential noise impacts. Special attention must be paid to mitigating any potential 
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noise from the alignment as well as the noise generated by a train running on steel 
rails, and warning devices or other CPUC required devices that are associated with 
each profile crossing. 

Public Service 

One of the biggest perceived and real impediments to transit utilization is safety and 
security at facilities associated with transit. This includes the stations areas, parking 
lots, and the train cars. Proper design of station area, security monitoring, and 
adequate lighting are fundamental to ensure rider safety and to encourage transit 
usage. The EIR/EIS should identify resources needed to provide security in the 
station areas, parking lots, and on the trains. Additionally, the EIR/EIS should 
analyze measures needed to identify and protect against pedestrian intrusions into 
the right—of-way to avoid pedestrian injuries and fatalities. 

The alignment includes crossings at Gardendale St, Garfield Ave, and imperial Hwy. 
Should any of these rail crossings be at-grade, the ElR/EIS should study any 
response time delays for Police and Fire services, specifically, if there is a chance 
that the Police or Fire Departments get stuck in traffic queues waiting for a train to 
cross. 

Trans portationITraffic 

One of the most critical components of the ElR/EIS is the transportation/traffic 
analysis. The alignment will utilize three rail crossings that are adjacent to the City of 
Downey (Gardendale St, Garfield Ave, and Imperial Hwy). It is important to note that 
the City of Downey and the County of Los Angeles are working on future 
development plans for the Rancho Los Amigos South Campus. This future 
development could also result in Flores St. being extended to Garfield Ave, which 
would create another rail crossing. The traffic study should analyze the following 
intersections: 

a Garfield Ave. at Gardendale St. 
- 0 Garfield Ave at imperial Hwy 

9 Paramount Blvd. at Gardendale St. 
9 Downey Ave. at Gardendale St. 

g o Brookshire Ave. at Gardendale St. 
L a Lakewood Blvd. at Gardendale St. 
N - Imperial Hwy. at Old River School Rd. 
‘ . imperial Hwy. at Paramount Blvd. 

The analysis should study the AM and PM peak hours on a typical weekday for the 
existing traffic conditions; the existing traffic conditions, with background growth 
projected out to opening year (this should include the Rancho South Campus build 
oUt); and existing traffic. with background growth projected out to opening year and 
anticipated traffic generated by the project. 



NOP for West Santa Ana Branch 
August 2, 2017 
Page 5 

In addition to traffic conditions, the ElR/EIS should study parking at the proposed 
station, potential parking impacts and parking spill over onto the local streets. It is 
important to note that the area surrounding the Gardendale station is suburban and 
primarily developed with single—family homes. The Gardendale station should be 
evaluated as a commuter station, with many of the riders driving to the station and 
parking. 

Finally, the transportation analysis should study potential bicycle parking and on-site 
bicycle parking needs. The City of Downey has recently adopted a Bicycle Master 
Plan and added bicycle lanes to Gardendale Street, which (could be impacted by the 
new station. 

Economic Impacts on Existing Businesses 

Businesses along the corridor vary greatly. They depend on the local customers, the 
known local assets, property owners their target markets. The 2015 Comprehensive 
Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) identified the lack of high quality transit as 
an issue with supporting the creation and retention of job producers and increased 
opportunities. The ElR/EIS should analyze the potential economic impacts that the 
WSAB will have on the existing businesses and how the new transit line may change 
that dynamic. 

The analysis should include any impacts on property values for the current property 
owners and the likelihood of displacement of existing businesses. Perceived 
increased value, could push the owners to charge higher rents to the local 
businesses and cause them to relocate or close. There have been a number of case 
studies on the above mentioned impacts of new transit development. We ask that 
analysis be done to assess the potential impacts of the alignment on property values, 
employment creation/retention, and impact on property values in addition to 
exploring the use of economic development strategies such as those that are being 
utilized with the Crenshaw/LAX project to assist local businesses. 

Maintenance Facility 

The maintenance facility is critical to the operations of the transit system and 
reguires 20 acres of land. A feasibility study was conducted to try to identify potential 
sites in the built out environment that were accessible to the alignment. Three sites 
havelbeen identified as possibilities: one was formally withdrawn by the City as it 
represents one of the few parcels designated as open space. Building upon the 
feasibility study, the consultant team should look at other sites and try and refine 
potential alternatives. Can this alignment share a yard with another transit line or 
mustit have an independent maintenance facility. We request a thorough analysis of 
the candidate sites as well as potential solutions to incompatible land uses. odors. 
night-lights, noise from maintenance activities. air quality. and train movements. as 
we'll as, the potential for joint usage of the maintenance facility as potential solutions 
toimpacts. Should the maintenance facility location be identified near the City of 
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Downey, the city may identify additional comments and concerns, based on the 
specific location and design. 

lf'you have any questions or would like to discuss t-hese-concerns-further. please feel 
free to call me at (562) 9044154 or email me at dblumenthal@d9wneyca,org' . 

Sincerely, 1 

David Blumenthal 
City Planner 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor 
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
Cultural and Environmental Department 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
Phone (916) 373-3710 

August 8, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Also sent via e-mail: wsab@metro.net 

RE: SCH# 2017061007, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, City of Los Angeles; Los Angeles 
County, California 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

The Native American Heritage Commission has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the project referenced above.  The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code section 21084.1, states that a project that may cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant 
effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code Regs., tit.14, § 15064.5 (b) (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.5 (b)).  If there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a lead agency, 
that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report (EIR) shall be 
prepared.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064 subd. (a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines § 
15064 (a)(1)).  In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are historical resources with the area of 
project effect (APE). 

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014.  Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) 
amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21074) and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment (Pub. 
Resources Code § 21084.2). Please reference California Natural Resources Agency (2016) “Final Text for tribal 
cultural resources update to Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form,” 
http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/ab52/Clean-final-AB-52-App-G-text-Submitted.pdf.  Public agencies shall, when 
feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.3 (a)).  AB 52 
applies to any project for which a notice of preparation or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated 
negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015.  If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a 
general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1, 
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).  Both SB 18 and 
AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements.  If your project is also subject to the federal National 
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. § 800 et seq.) may also apply. 

The NAHC recommends lead agencies consult with all California Native American tribes that are traditionally 
and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid 
inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources.  Below is a 
brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC’s recommendations for conducting cultural 
resources assessments.  Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as 
compliance with any other applicable laws. 
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AB 52 

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements: 

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:  Within
fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation.  (Pub.

Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on

the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code § 21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’s Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report:  A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or environmental impact report. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §
65352.4 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (b)).

3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe:  The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation:  The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe

may recommend to the lead agency.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

5. Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process:  With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code sections 6254 (r) and 6254.10.  Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3
(c)(1)).

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document:  If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to

pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the
impact on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (b)).
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7. Conclusion of Consultation:  Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the 
following occurs: 

a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a 
tribal cultural resource; or 

b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be 
reached.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (b)). 
 

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document:  Any 
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code section 
21080.3.2 shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation 
monitoring and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources 
Code section 21082.3, subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable.  (Pub. Resources Code § 
21082.3 (a)). 
 

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation:  If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead 
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no 
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if 
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the 
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3 (b). (Pub. 
Resources Code § 21082.3 (e)). 

 
10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant 

Adverse Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources: 
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to: 

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context. 
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally 

appropriate protection and management criteria. 
b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values 

and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following: 
i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource. 
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource. 
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource. 

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate 
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places. 

d. Protecting the resource.  (Pub. Resource Code § 21084.3 (b)). 
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a nonfederally recognized 

California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a 
California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold 
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed.  (Civ. Code § 815.3 (c)). 

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts 
shall be repatriated.  (Pub. Resources Code § 5097.991). 
  

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or 
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource:  An environmental 
impact report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be 
adopted unless one of the following occurs: 

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public 
Resources Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code 
section 21080.3.2. 

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed 
to engage in the consultation process. 

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code 
section 21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days.  (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21082.3 (d)). 

This process should be documented in the Cultural Resources section of your environmental document. 
 
The NAHC’s PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52:  Requirements and Best Practices” 
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf 
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SB 18 
 
SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, 
and consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of 
open space. (Gov. Code § 65352.3).  Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at: 
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf 
 
Some of SB 18’s provisions include: 
 
1. Tribal Consultation:  If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific 

plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by 
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government 
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal.  A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification 
to request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe.  (Gov. Code § 
65352.3 (a)(2)). 

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation.  There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal 
consultation. 

3. Confidentiality:  Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research 
pursuant to Gov. Code section 65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information 
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public 
Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction.  (Gov. Code    
§ 65352.3 (b)). 

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation:  Consultation should be concluded at the point in which: 
a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for 

preservation or mitigation; or 
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that 

mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or 
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 
18). 

 
Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 
and SB 18.  For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred 
Lands File” searches from the NAHC.  The request forms can be found online at: 
http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/ 
 
NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments 
 
To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, 
preservation in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC 
recommends the following actions: 
 
1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center 

(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search.  The records search will 
determine: 

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources. 
b. If any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE. 
c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE. 
d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present. 

 
2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report 

detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey. 
a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted 

immediately to the planning department.  All information regarding site locations, Native American 
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and 
not be made available for public disclosure. 
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b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the 
appropriate regional CHRIS center. 
 

3. Contact the NAHC for: 
a. A Sacred Lands File search.  Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the 

Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so.  A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for 
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the 
project’s APE. 

b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project 
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures. 
 

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) 
does not preclude their subsurface existence. 

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for 
the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code 
Regs., tit. 14, section 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5(f)).  In areas of identified 
archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with 
knowledge of cultural resources should monitor all ground-disturbing activities. 

b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for 
the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally 
affiliated Native Americans. 

c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for 
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains.  Health and 
Safety Code section 7050.5, Public Resources Code section 5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, 
section 15064.5, subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) 
address the processes to be followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American 
human remains and associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery. 

 
Please contact me if you need any additional information at gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Gayle Totton, M.A., Ph.D. 
Associate Governmental Program Analyst 
(916) 373-3714 
 
cc:  State Clearinghouse 

           Gayle Totton



City of South Gate 
8650 CALIFORNIA AVENUE I- SOUTH GATE. M90280 0 [323) 563-9529 

FAX: [323} 56741725 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

August 22, 2018 

Ms. Teresa Wong 
Transportation Planning Manager 
LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Subject: Addendum to Scoping Comments for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit 
Corridor Project — City of South Gate 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide input during the formal public comment period 
for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. The City of South Gate recently 
submitted its scoping comments related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project in a letter dated 
August 14, 2018. After submittal of this letter, the City of South Gate met with Metro WSAB 
staff on August 16, 2018 to receive an update on the project’s design, including elevated rail 
crossings and station parking. Based on information provided in this meeting, we are 
requesting the following City comments be considered, addressed in the EIS/EIR, and included 
as an addendum to our original August 14, 2018 scoping comments response letter: 

Project Concept 
1. Elevated Crossings: The previous project design included only one above-ground 

crossing in South Gate, at Atlantic Avenue. In the most recent project concept, 
additional above-grade crossings are proposed at Firestone Boulevard, Imperial 
Highway and Garfield Avenue. The City supports the inclusion of these additional 
aerial crossings. 

Retaining Walls at FirestonelAtlantic Station: In its proposed configuration, the 
elevated alignment is proposed to be supported by mechanically stabilized earth (MSE) 
held in place by approximately 30’ tall retaining walls on both sides of the 
FirestonetAtlantic station. The City envisions the Gateway District as a vibrant, mixed- 
use, pedestrian friendly site whose foot print encompasses both sides of the proposed 
station. The proposed support system could divide the Gateway District between the 
northern and southern sections. As such, an elevated station supported by decorative 
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columns should be considered as an alternative to integrate into the vision of the Draft 
Gateway District Specific Plan and allow north and south sections of the District to 
seamlessly interact with one another. 

Furthermore, the City is concerned about the aesthetic impact the walls will have in 
terms of mass and vulnerability to graffiti and other forms of vandalism. Large 
retaining surfaces must include decorative designs and materials, as well as, 
landscaping to beautify the project and prevent vandalism. 

Parking at Stations: The City requests a thorough analysis of parking needs and capacity 
for stations that are in close proximity to South Gate residential areas. Two such 
stations are the Hollydale (at Gardendale Street) and 1-105 stations. If ridership meets 
expectations, parking could be an issue all along the West Santa Ana Branch line. This 
is especially the case for adjoining neighborhoods, which will be the most vulnerable 
and impacted. On-site parking must be prioritized to prevent parking demand from 
overflowing into nearby South Gate residential areas, especially those near the 
Hollydale and I-105 stations. 

Homeless Encampment Deterrents: The railroad right-of-way is experiencing issues 
with homeless encampments. The proposed aerial stations and crossings could provide 
privacy and shelter for homeless encampments to form within the railroad right-of-way, 
because of the proposal to use retaining wall structures to hold in the MSE. The City is 
requesting that Metro evaluate this issue and include mitigation measures in the project 
that prevent the establishment of homeless encampments under aerial stations and 
crossings. 

The City of South Gate appreciates the opportunity to comment on the project. Should you 
have any questions regarding this letter, please do not hesitate to contact me at (323) 563-9566 
or by email at jperez@sogate.org. 

Director of Commu ity Development 

CC: Honorable Janice Hahn, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Honorable Hilda Solis, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Gateway Council of Governments 
Eco Rapid Transit, Board of Directors 
South Gate City Council 
Michael Flad, City Manager 
Arturo Cervantes, Director of Public Works/City Engineer 
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Eco-Rapid Transit, formerly 
known as the Orangeline 
Development Authority, is a joint 
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August 20, 2018 

 

Teresa Wong 

Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4  

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 

Re: Comments on Rescoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail 

Corridor Project 

 

Dear Ms. Wong 

 

The Board of Directors of the Eco-Rapid Transit Joint Powers Authority is pleased to 

take this opportunity to provide comments on the rescoping of the environmental 

review process for the West Santa Ana Branch/Eco-Rapid Transit (WSAB) Light Rail 

Corridor Project. There are general comments which apply to all or most of the 

alignment and comments specific to certain jurisdictions. These jurisdictional 

comments are not meant to be all-inclusive of impacts or city interests. The intention 

is to capture comments made by Eco-Rapid Transit elected representatives or their 

staff.  

 

The mission of Eco-Rapid Transit is the: “Development of a transit system that 

moves as rapidly as possible, uses grade separation as appropriate, and is 

environmentally friendly and energy efficient. The system is designed to enhance 

and increase transportation options for riders of this region utilizing safe, advanced 

transit technology to expand economic growth and maximize ridership throughout 

Southern California.” This statement addresses the major environmental issues Eco-

Rapid Transit wishes to be considered as part of the environmental studies and 

transit design as outlined below.  

 

Scoping Elements/Subjects 

 

 Design of the station areas should maximize neighborhood connectivity. This 

position was specifically addressed when Eco-Rapid Transit adopted design 

standards as part of the TOD Design Guidelines adopted September, 2014. 

We believe that these standards should be considered as Metro defines the 

design of the station areas and what they are reconstructing as they develop 

construction plans for the station areas.   

 To encourage multi-modal transportation options to the stations and traffic 

impacts around the station- the stations need to be designed to accommodate 

the various modes and the surrounding streets designed to encourage safe 

active transportation and bus routes.   

 Elevated tracks, that move from at grade to elevated slows the speed and 

efficiency of the transit cars and utilize more energy for elevating and 

descending the different elevations.   

 Elevated tracks, that are on mounds and not fully elevated, create a visual 

block between neighborhoods and divide neighborhoods. Utilization of areas 
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under elevated track for development, first/last mile connections can help tie 

neighborhoods together.    

 The WSAB is a line, independent from the other existing light rail lines. As 

such, it does not need to be designed following the same standards. It should 

take advantage of new technologies in transit design, operations including 

energy efficient designs that may not require the visual blight of a catenary 

system. 

 The WSAB, as current plans show, would eliminate some bikeways/walkways 

along the route and others in the planning process. The environmental studies 

should address the ability to build multimodal and transit focused facilities 

adjacent to, at grade and underneath elevated tracks. Additionally, there 

needs to be consideration for preserving or recreating existing community 

pathways and connections that currently utilize the ROW to the greatest 

extent possible.  

 To utilize the most advanced transit safety and transit systems, as well as 

attract investment in the TOD advanced fiber data lines need to be installed. 

The most efficient means to build may be to incorporate the data lines in the 

transit structures.   

 From the studies undertaken thus far, it is evident that there will be many 

infrastructure upgrades needed in the station areas. Define “betterments”; 

How are “betterments” negotiated? MTA and the cities need to focus on utility 

or other city property/utilities that may require relocation or may be disrupted 

by project construction. Will there be funding for advanced utility studies to 

help cities determine what is in-ground and what may need to be removed, 

moved and upgraded or replaced? Or will these necessary measures be 

negotiated through a Master Cooperation Agreement? Also, cities need to 

define construction mitigation for the project – public safety (police, fire, 

ambulance) access to construction zones, business interruption and 

interruption avoidance. 

 Street improvements/accommodations, temporary and permanent closures. 

Work arounds, construction pedestrian safety – permanent and temporary 

First/Last mile access to station areas. Analyze impacts to street geometry, 

permanent and temporary parking access. Analyze impacts of temporary and 

permanent street closures associated with the construction of the alignment 

as well as the station areas.  

 MTA has never done an environmental document where the alignment cuts 

through so many small and self-contained jurisdictions. The DEIR document 

needs to address “cross-jurisdictional development” and assess cumulative 

impact for the cities. Specific plans and city developments may have different 

impacts on traffic, streets, access, utilities, parking and alignment. How will 

this growth impact be captured? 

 Ensure that the environmental document considers the potential for 

creativity, cost savings and operational improvements for the proposed 

public-private partnership process. This includes maintaining an ability to use 

the latest information systems, wireless light rail technology, train control 
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systems and newest light rail systems. This also includes design 

considerations such as the ability to have low floor or high floor vehicles. 

General Comments (in no particular order or ranking of importance) –  

 

 Gentrification – Southeast Los Angeles County home values will be impacted 

by the introduction of high quality transit access to the regional rail network. 

Strategies to allow current owners to “capture” rail induced value, increase 

housing opportunities, provide affordable housing need to be discussed. 

Compared to many areas of the County, southeast Los Angeles County home 

prices are lower for similar housing stock in similar neighborhoods. The 

announcement of rail service within the corridor will most likely escalate 

housing prices and price people out of the area. Furthermore the project area 

has a high concentration of renters compared to the state (50% vs. 44.7% 

statewide) with some communities along the alignments having as many as 

83% of all households renting their homes. To add to this, the area has 

higher than average persons per household. Therefore there is concern about 

the pricing and availability of rental housing particularly single-family renters 

and the higher than county average occupancy in Gateway Cities that 

suggests house sharing and overcrowding. Increased housing prices/rents, 

scarcity of affordable housing and overcrowding are environmental impacts 

that should be addressed as a part of the environmental inquiry. 

 

Additionally, care needs to occur to analyze proven opportunities, strategies 

and tactics that insure upward mobility for the corridor communities. 

 

To offset the potential rise in housing costs, construction of the transit system 

and investment in TOD needs to generate living wage jobs that benefit the 

residents and local businesses. This could build equity for the neighborhood. 

How this may work is a social justice issue that needs to be considered. 

 

 At-grade versus grade separated alignment/Crossings - Given the 

projected ridership, will at-grade crossings allow for 1) the train to maximize 

headways to accommodate future ridership including the potential for an 

Orange County extension?; 2) Will a “roll-a-coaster” profile create long term 

wear on trainsets and wheels thereby reducing operational reliability and 

increase maintenance cost?  

 

 The majority of the proposed alignment along the Pacific 

Electric/WSAB Right of Way (ROW) traverses major arterials and 

other streets as diagonal crossings. Almost every major arterial within 

the ROW is affected. If these grade crossings remain at-grade, they will 

result in crossing gates being down for extended periods during the peak 

hours; the gates will be lowered longer than other LRT corridors as the 

intersections are longer and the train will take longer to clear.            
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Safety is a primary concern with these elongated crossings. The opportunity 

for motorists to challenge the gates will become an issue. There is a notable 

downside to the at-grade design option with the projected ridership 

numbers of 75,000 to 80,000 daily riders for the WSAB line. During peak 

periods, 5 to 6 minute headways in each direction could easily stop traffic 

for at least 20 and perhaps as much as 28 minutes during each hour, 

with the crossing gates coming down every 3 to 6 minutes. During the 

peak period, this adds travel time to a substantial amount of routine vehicle 

and pedestrian traffic, including those commuting to work and parents 

dropping off/picking up children from the both public and private schools in 

close proximity to and around the alignment. These frequent and prolonged 

stops will add to local air pollution “hotspots”, traffic delays and travel 

frustration and safety hazards decreasing the quality of life of residents and 

business owners by a project that by its very nature is meant to decrease 

these same issues for the cities the WSAB traverses and is supposed to serve.  

 

 Traffic Counts – When were traffic counts taken? Time of day, during school 

hours, before or after school? Were field observations made to ascertain 

access by school children using the ROW or streets that cross the ROW for 

school access? Have qualitative interviews/conversations with school 

principals or school service police been conducted? The ROW has many truck 

routes – have truck volumes been analyzed to determine grade crossing 

profile? Has the consultant checked with the I-710 and 91/6-5/405 teams to 

mine truck data and crossing volumes, other potential conflict with at-grade 

crossings? Has the analysis included additional dwell time for trucks and air 

quality degradation potential for at-grade crossings? Impact of potential 

truck/train safety at grade crossings? Any notation of future warehouse 

construction? Existing warehouses? Garfield Avenue and 1 million sq. ft. 

warehouse as an example of special goods movement to analyze. Has 

projected growth from city plans, specific plans and TOC overlays been taken 

into account to analyze as traffic is studied? Initial reports that we have seen, 

do not accurately anticipate growth. 

 

 Public Safety - Train stations and the ROW alignment will be located near 

the downtown areas for almost all of the cities along the alignment, 

additionally there are both private and public school locations immediately 

adjacent to or just outside of the ROW; accordingly, construction and 

operations of the trains along the tracks and station will impact the 

neighboring downtown areas, and nearby schools. Please evaluate potential 

impacts to downtown areas and nearby schools during construction and 

operation of the train facilities and improvements. The alignment proposal 

also requires interface with freight providers and freight lines and freight 

licenses. There are potential conflicts or the potential for conflicts with rail 

freight movement in the cities of Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Maywood, 

Cudahy, South Gate and Paramount. The presence of rail freight and 
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associative issues have the potential to impact the alignment, alignment 

profile, and eventually the operation of the line. This will be further 

complicated by pedestrian, bicycles and other non-motorized travelers trying 

to access the station or crossing the alignment.  

 

 Vehicular Traffic, Cycling, and Pedestrian Impacts -  Evaluate (1) 

vehicular traffic, cycling and pedestrian delays, (2) vehicle and bicycle 

accidents, (3) the timing and construction and closures as a result of other 

regional transportation projects such as improvement projects to the I-5, I-

710 Corridor Project, SR-91/I-605/I-405 freeway improvement projects as 

well as the complete streets efforts by the Gateway Cities COG, and (4) 

emergency responder response times associated with construction  and 

operations of all train facilities and improvements. Many of these streets are 

major goods movement corridors. How does the traffic impacts affect truck 

deliveries and timing within these major industrial areas?   

 

 Oil lines – Are there significant oil and gas line facilities that may impact 

construction (ie. City of Vernon) or create impacts to the line or the 

community?  

 

 Utilities – What is the impact on major utilities or crossing major utility 

easements (SoCal Edison and LADWP)? Are there conflicts or other issues that 

may require an advanced utility study or at least a conference with major 

utility providers? Has consideration been given for advanced utility studies 

that may impact the alignment? Has the team mined the I-710 advanced 

utility studies for possible conflicts or a better understanding of existing and 

future conditions? The city of Vernon has its own power plant. Has this been 

factored into the alignment as an option for power? 

 

 Utilization of Railroad ROW – What are the assumption associated with 

crossing and or utilization of railroad ROW (UP/BNSF)? If RR ROW use is 

anticipated, what happens if it is not available? What are the next 

steps/timing for ROW process and project design? Or potential for conflicts? 

Most importantly, is there a Plan B?   

 

 Parking – Given the nature of the ROW and the proximity to residential uses, 

how will parking intrusion/spillover into neighborhoods be prevented? Has 

there been a parking study of the station areas including inventory, 

occupancy, turnover and parking rates been completed? What is the size of 

the parking study area? Will it cover the entire TOD station area? What is the 

potential for shared parking with City developments? How will this be 

accomplished? Are there plans to develop a comprehensive on-street/off-

street parking analysis in the station areas? Eco-Rapid Transit has developed 

the concept of demand based parking requirements in the station area and 

parking management planning based on demand, location, time, price and 
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supply strategies. How will this be integrated into the environmental analysis 

and the MTA Transit supportive parking program? 

 

 Transit/System Connectivity – What is the plan to improve transit 

connectivity to the West Santa Ana Branch and its station areas? Does this 

include connectivity along Florence Avenue from the Blue Line Station to 

Florence Avenue/Salt Lake Avenue to Downtown Bell Gardens? What is the 

plan to enhance connectivity from the West Santa Ana Branch Stations to 

Atlantic Boulevard? Atlantic Boulevard is a major street for transit buses. This 

should include Atlantic as it passes through Bell, Maywood, Cudahy and South 

Gate. 

 

 Ridership Impacts from the Northern Alternatives – What are the 

impacts on ridership from the downtown alternatives that require use of a 

block long tunnel to transfer to other lines for linked trips? Why build two 

stations instead of one station serving two lines? The determination of a 

northern terminus for the WSAB needs to consider future access to California 

High Speed Rail and direct access to Metrolink in addition the accessing other 

Metro Rail Lines.  

 

 HAZOP Study – We suggest that the consultant team consider the addition 

of this study. A Hazard Operability Study is a detailed oriented analysis of a 

process design or project that is designed to determine all possible hazards or 

risks that can occur. This hazard analysis is used in order to prevent any 

harm to people, damage to equipment, or any damage to the environment. 

The basis of a HAZOP study is to use these hazardous findings in order to 

alter the process design or project in a way that will prevent any of the 

hazards that can occur. With direct relation with railway transportation, 

hazard analysis must also be considered. In many cases, railway 

transportation usually carry passengers, chemical/raw materials that are 

hazardous to the environment, and even the structure of the railway itself can 

be an issue if there are flaws in the design. These examples alone can leave 

civilians, the environment, and the transportation system at risk to hazards. 

Thus, leading to the importance of conducting a HAZOP study on any process 

design or any proposed projects in order to prevent any disastrous events. 

 

 Construction Mitigation – Ensure that impacts and proposed mitigations 

are examined both on a multijurisdictional and city by city basis and in close 

consultation with the cities. For example, the I-5 JPA has worked closely with 

MTA to mitigate construction impacts along the I-5 freeway in Gateway Cities. 
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Comments specific to WSAB alignment cities –  

 

 Paramount – There needs to be special consideration for the Rosecrans 

Boulevard/Paramount Boulevard and Downey Avenue crossing, and alignment 

profile. Paramount High is one of the most populous high schools in the 

county, there are thousands of children accessing the school from all around 

the station area and alignment. The potential for pedestrian/train conflicts 

requires consideration for grade separation.  

Metro should investigate experience with other LRT jurisdictions regarding 

neighborhood parking intrusion, parking mitigation plans for station area 

neighborhoods including the parking restrictions that were put in place for the 

South Pasadena\Mission Station.  

Station Area Parking is located on an existing vital Paramount business, there 

are other adjacent sites that would be more appropriate for parking/joint 

development.  

The team should look to utilize a freeway cap to create linear park space and 

provide access to the Metro Green Line/WSAB 1-105 station from Garfield 

Avenue that does not intrude into the adjacent single family neighborhoods. 

 

 Huntington Park – The document needs to capture the school traffic issue 

and routes to school from the alignment as well as access to station areas. 

There is concern about Pacific Boulevard businesses during and after 

construction as well as the Florence Avenue grade crossing.  

 

 Bellflower – At-grade diagonal crossings, safety and traffic issues – does the 

environmental document accurately reflect future growth? Multi-jurisdictional 

station area development? – is this captured in the document? Please work 

closely with the City of Bellflower due to the unique characteristics of the 

street network, diagonal crossings and need for grade separation. 

 

 South Gate – There is concern about grade crossings at Firestone and 

Atlantic, with a preference for grade separation. The analysis needs to include 

more than automobile traffic and consider the potential significant impact on 

truck and goods movement in the project area. Please also consider the 

possibility of an additional station that may be proposed in South Gate near 

the Los Angeles River. There is also a potential issue involving the impact of 

an at-grade crossing at Imperial. This can impact not only South Gate but 

also Lynwood and Downey. 

 

 Downey – The Gardendale Station is a unique opportunity. In consultation 

with the County of Los Angeles and the City of Downey, this can include an 

updated analysis of future development opportunities as well as integration 

with Rancho Los Amigos. 
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safe, advanced transit 
technology to expand economic 
growth that maximizes ridership 
In Southern California. 
The Authority is composed of the 
following public agendas: 

City of Artesia 

City of Bell 

City of Bell Gardens 

City of Bellflower 

City of Cudahy 

City of Downey 

City of Glendale 

City of Huntington Park 

City of Maywood 

City of Paramount 

City of South Gate 

City of Vernon 

Burbank—GIendale-Pasadena 
Airport Authority 

Chair 

Zareh Sinanyan 
President 

Hollywood Burbank Airport 
Mayor ‘ 

City of Glendale 

Vigg-Chair 

Pedro Aceituno 
Council Member 

City of Bell Gardens 

Secretary 

Karina Macias 
Council Member 

City of Huntington Park 

Tgasurer 

Ali Sejjad Taj 
Councilmember 

City of Artesia 

I | "tor 

Cristian Markovich 
Council Member 

City of Cudahy 

Exegivg Digm 
Michael R. Kodama 

eneral n 
Teresa L. Highsmith 

Ex-Qfficio 
William Rewlings 

City Manager Representative 

TRANSIT 

Vernon — There is concern about the Metro Blue Line Interface and potential 
impacts to traffic during and after construction. There is concern about long- 
term potential conflicts between rail and truck traffic. 

Bell — There needs to be a study to examine the possibility of moving the Salt 
Lake/Florence station northerly to minimize impacts to this important 
intersection and pedestrian impacts. 

Glendale] Hollywood Burbank Airport — Glendale is not part of the current 
project but will be part of Phase 2 of the WSAB/Eco-Project, the eventual 
extension beyond Los Angeles Union Station. As this is a known possibility, 
access cannot preclude this possibility of the Phase 2 Extension. Analysis 
should focus on continued access to either an LRT or street-car if it is the 
logical continuation or combination with regional rail to access Hollywood- 
Burbank Airport. This becomes even more important as you consider not only 
normal traffic and transportation issues but also factor in a new airport 
terminal planned for 2025, as well as travel related to the 2026 World Cup 
and 2028 Olympics. 

If there are any questions concerning this letter or you would like to discuss any of 
these comments, please contact Karen 2. Heit, Deputy Executive Director, Eco-Rapid 
Transit. 

Sincerely, 

Michael R. Kodama 
Executive Director, Eco-Rapid Transit 
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August 23,2018 C I TY of B E L L 
Teresa Wong 3/0016mth60e0telbof (66333 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: City of Bell Comments on Re-Scoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the latest re-scoping of the West Santa Ana 
Branch Light Rail Corridor Project. The City of Bell supports this very important project, which 
we believe will result in the development of a modern, efficient, and environmentally-friendly 
transit line from Artesia to Union Station. 

The City is in support of Alternative E, but would like to request consideration of locating the 
proposed Florence/Salt Lake Station to the north side of Florence Avenue rather than the south 
within the City of Bell boundaries. We believe this would better accommodate the flow of 
traffic and any potential conflicts between vehicles and pedestrians and cyclists. 

As the design process evolves, we ask that you keep in mind a design that promotes economic 
development opportunities while also protecting our historic single-family residential 
neighborhoods from noise, visual impacts and vibration. It is well-documented that the 
operation of the transit line will attract new development, as demonstrated by almost every 
line that has been built in LA County. That demand will have several effects on the existing 
community and its environment, which can be viewed as negative by some and positive by 
others. For example, 1) increased demand for electrical, sewer, water, data, and land. The 
cities in this area are currently at capacity. 2) Increase in parking demand. The parking in this 
area is already at capacity. 3) Increase in housing prices. Housing affordability could be a 
concern. 4) Increase in commercial prices. Experience demonstrates that existing retail gets 
pushed out and is replaced by more upscale businesses. 

As for the environmental review process, we ask that the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
pay special attention to the unique dynamic that exists between residential and industrial land 
uses in this area. The WSAB corridor is the first Metro sponsored project that has multiple 
jurisdictions sharing station areas within densely populated residential areas and adjacent 
industrial properties. To ensure success, the cumulative impacts on all jurisdictions associated 
9 it 
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with a station area must be addressed. Our community has a history of been divided by 
freeways, highways and trains. The alignment and design of the transit system needs to be 
designed in a manner that knits the communities together, does not divide them any further, 
and allows ease of travel for residents as well as commuters going to and from work within the 
industrial and commercial areas. 

Another focus of the EIR should be the demand for energy and the environmental issues 
related to the creation, transmission and use of energy, which greatly impacts our community. 
Power lines adjacent to several jurisdictions run throughout the corridor, creating competition 
for power sources and use. We would like to know what power source will be used by the 
transit system as it is important that the transit system and its construction use energy-efficient 
or self-generating power. 

Last but not least, traffic flow is a major issue in the design, build and operation of any transit 
system. There is a significant movement of goods, as well as cars, trains, pedestrians, buses, 
and cyclists throughout the Southeast. Schools are often located together and with parks and 
other community assets, creating special hubs of traffic that do not follow standard transit 
patterns. The proposed transit lines run diagonally to the streets, thus causing special 
consideration due to safety and traffic impacts. Building on the communities existing patterns, 
station areas need to accommodate all forms of transit and not interfere with the existing 
heavy traffic flow along the intersections of Florence/Salt Lake Avenues and Gage/ Salt Lake 
Avenues. 

Thank you once again for considering our comments. We look forward to continued 
involvement and helping build this very important transit line. 

L 

§ 

ward W. Brown, 
y Manager 

Copy: Fidencio J. Gallardo, Mayor 
Ana Maria Quintana, Mayor Pro Tem 
Alicia Romero, Councilmember 
Ali Saleh, Councilmember 
Nestor E. Valencia, Councilmember 
Gustavo Romo, Community Development Director 



CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK 
City Council 

August 23, 2018 

Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza. M/S 99—22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Comments on Rescoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

The City of Huntington Park strongly supports the development of a modern, efficient, 
environmentally friendly transit line from Artesia to Union Station (Alternative E). At the same 
time, we have several concerns we would like addressed in the environmental studies. 

Our population density has grown vigorously during the last two decades creating a unique set of 
circumstances and challenges that need to be addressed through environmental studies. The 
WSAB corridor is the first Metro sponsored project that has multiple jurisdictions sharing station 
areas. To ensure success, the impacts of all jurisdictions associated with a station area must be 
coordinated addressing the specifics needs and challenges the project will create. 

NOISE AND AIR QUALITY 
As one of several environmental justice communities along the corridor, we are adjacent to major 
industries and transportation corridors., The poor quality of our air has been well documented. 
Thus it is critical that both the transit system and construction, be implemented in a manner that 
reduces pollution and enhances our air quality. Because of the close proximity to our densely 
populated residential and commercial uses around the proposed light rail transit line, the City 
requests that noise and air impacts be evaluated and monitored during construction and after the 
transit line is fully operational. 

The corridor has the highest concentration of industries in the county and the City of Huntington 
Park is surrounded by it. This concentration not only affects air quality during manufacturing, but 
also the transportation of products from the ports, warehouses and factories to their ultimate 
destinations. This goods movement is critical to the economic vitality of the area. Hindering the 
goods movement, impacts business, individuals and air quality. 

Page 1 of 7 
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Environmental Scoping Comments 
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SUSTAINABLE ENERGY 
The demand for energy and the environmental issues related to the creation, transmission and 
use of energy impacts our community. Power lines, by several different jurisdictions run the 
corridor, creating competition for power sources and use. How will it be determined which power 
source the transit system uses? Thus it is important that the transit system and its construction 
use energy efficient or self-generating power. 

The design of the transit system affects its impacts upon our residential neighborhoods. The line 
runs adjacent to several historic single family residential neighborhoods that need to be 
protected from incursion, noise, visual impacts and vibration. 

SAFETY AND SECURITY 
The proposed light rail transit line should be designed in a manner that provides safety to riders 
and the local community. The Green Line and Blue Line stations near the corridor are the site of 
several crimes and homeless encampments. They are not designed in a manner to create linkages 
with the community. To ensure the safety of our community, and our riders, the design needs to 
be done to ensure visibility and connectivity. The stations and the surrounding areas to the stations 
should be well lit to provide safety for the riders at nighttime and deter criminal activities. 

The City requests that Metro evaluate safety concerns commonly associated with train systems. 
Common safety concerns include transient loitering, theft, graffiti, and violent crimes. Mitigation 
measures should be evaluated and addressed in the physical design and operation of the rail line. 

Based on data and statistics from other METRO’s projects, we anticipate an increase of criminal- 
related activities around the stations. This will increase the need for the City to budget and 
appropriate financial resources to add policing services. Therefore, the City would like to discuss 
with METRO the possibility ofsigning a Memorandum of Understanding, between the two entities, 
to get reimbursed for the additional costs to provide those services. 

One more major safety concern is associated to the large population of students that the City has. 
Currently Huntington Park has 33 schools in its list of academic institutions and every day we have, 
in a small area of 3.03 miles, thousands of students walking, bicycling or being transported to these 
schools. The City requests for the those leading the environmental study to coordinate with the 
local Public Works and Community Development Departments to make sure all pertaining 
information and data is available to redesign or update the existing safe routes to schools to 
protect the students and all pedestrians. 

The City is also requesting to include all safety measures when designing the stations, the 
surrounding areas close to the line, and during the construction phase to mitigate any potential 
risk associated to the foot traffic caused by the students/parents in their way to or from school. 
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CONNECTIVITY 
The City requests for the environmental study to analyze and establish a network of open spaces 
that connects the neighborhood to all currently existing proposed transit projects, such as the l- 
710 widening project, First and Last Mile, Rails to River, ATP and other proposed transit projects. 

HOUSING AND NEW DEVELOPMENT 
Operation of the transit line will attract new development, as demonstrated by almost every line 
that has been built in LA County. That demand will have several impacts to our existing community 
and its environment. Following are some of the concerns and challenges for the community of 
Huntington Park: 

1. There will be an increased demand for electrical, sewer, water, data, and land. The city is 
currently at capacity. 
Parking demand will increase. The city is currently at capacity and in need of providing 
street parking for its residents. Any parking space needed by the project and utilized by it 
will have to be replaced in a one to one basis to keep up with the current demand. The City 
requests for the environmental study to analyze the existing need of parking and the future 
demand for the project once it is completed. This way appropriate mitigation measures to 
replace needed parking by the project will be taken into account. 
In addition, the City requests for the environmental study to clearly identify the potential 
location(s) where parking for the proposed stations will be located and to identify if any of 
the existing City/5 owned parking lots will be affected by the project so that a 
comprehensive on—street/off-street parking analysis and replacement strategic plan can be 
discussed and implemented. 
The City of Huntington Park currently occupies number fifteen (15) in the list of most 
densely populated cities in the nation and any increase in Housing will add to the demand 
of city services in an exponential rate. Housing is currently affordable to the residents so 
we strongly believe, based on experience, that any additional housing development will 
create a dramatic increase in housing prices and density. 
The City has also heard the concerns from the community about any potential housing 
displacement and loss of existing residential households. The proposed location of the 
station at Florence/Salt Lake is close to one of the largest residential areas in our city and 
the community has many questions in terms of the process and the design for this 
particular station. The City requests that METRO consults with the City to proposed a 
design with no housing displacements or loss of existing residential properties. 
Historically, Pacific Boulevard has been and still is the driving force behind our Retail local 
economy and we fear for a big loss of revenue during construction. Any interruption of the 
business activities along this major corridor or any other will create a financial burden for 
the City and the local businesses. The City requests for METRO to carefully coordinate, in 
a timely fashion, mitigation measures to avoid the financial negative effects the project 
may have. Also, the City is requesting to work with METRO to create an Economic 
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Development Strategy that may include policies to mitigate any financial burden that the 
project may impose in the City. 

7. The project should analyze the possibility for METRO and the City of Huntington Park to 
have a joint development effort for the development of the two (2) proposed stations and 
a very close proximity to a third station, station amenities, and adjacent transit oriented 
developments. This process should be formalized through some type of memorandum of 
understanding. This joint development agreement would involve community members, 
private developers, local businesses, and property owners to maximize community 
engagement and funding leverage. 

TRAFFIC FLOW 
Traffic flow is a major issue in the design, build and operation of the system. As previously stated, 
there is significant goods movement, as well as cars, trains, pedestrians, buses, bicyclists. Schools 
are often located together and with parks and other community assets, creating special hubs of 
traffic, that do not follow standard transit patterns. The proposed transit lines run diagonally to 
the streets, causing special consideration, due to safety and traffic impacts. Building on the 
communities existing patterns, station areas need to accommodate all forms of transit and not 
interfere with the existing heavy traffic flow. 

The proposed light rail transit line will travel through Huntington Park and affect nearly every 
arterial road within City limits. Affected arterials include Florence Avenue, Gage Avenue, Miles 
Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, Santa Fe Avenue, and Alameda Street. As a result of the design and 
location of the proposed light rail transit line, several impacts to traffic are anticipated that will 
affect the neighboring residential and commercial uses. The City requests that Metro diligently 
evaluate mitigation measures that will help alleviate any impacts caused to traffic due to the 
proposed light rail transit line. 

PLANNED LAND USE . 
The City and the cities of Bell, Maywood, and the County of Los Angeles have a planned land use 
for the Randolph Street center median that runs through the proposed light rail transit line 
identified by METRO as ”The Rails to River Project”. Studies have already been performed for the 
conversion of this center median into a bicycle and pedestrian facility. Survey results show an 
overwhelming need and support from the community for this planned bicycle and pedestrian 
facility. Thus, this planned facility is strongly supported by the City and the cities of Bell, Maywood, 
Los Angeles, the County of Los Angeles, and by community organizations including Communities 
for a Better Environment (see attachment). 

Given the community need and desire for this bicycle and pedestrian facility, the proposed light 
rail transit line should be planned and built harmoniously with this planned land use. The City 
requests that the EIR and EIS assess any potential impact on this bicycle and pedestrian facility 
that is strongly supported by the community. If it is determined that the proposed light rail transit 
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line will adversely impact this planned land use, mitigation measures should be proposed in order 
to maintain the bicycle and pedestrian facility viable. 

SUBTERRANEAN STATIONS 
The City requests that Metro evaluate and consider subterranean stations as opposed to at-grade 
stations. Subterranean stations will undoubtedly mitigate several environmental impacts caused 
by the proposed light rail transit line. Benefits of subterranean stations include,- improved public 
safety, uninterrupted vehicular circulation, and noise reduction. Therefore, subterranean stations 
should be discussed and strongly considered as part of the HR and EIS. 

MATCHING FUNDS 
It is understood that the City will have to provide a local agency match of three percent (3%), and 
that guidelines for what qualifies as part ofthat 3% have not been detailed. The City requests that 
Metro be flexible in its interpretation of what expenditures qualify towards the local match and 
when those expenditures occurred. 

The City recognizes that the goals ofthe proposed light rail transit line are to reduce vehicle traffic 
and encourage the use of the rail system. There are many means to achieve this, and the City 
believes that local expenditures for parking and street improvements near the stations, whether 
or not specifically designed for station use, should be considered eligible as part of the required 
match. 

During conversations with different METRO’s officials and representatives, they have presented 
the idea for local municipalities to use the local funding that will be available from ”Measure M” 
to assist with the required local agency match contribution, but the City feels that it would not be 
just and fair to use the Measure M funding for the next 16 to 20 years to pay for one project and 
deny the opportunity to utilize the funding to fix and repairs other so much needed areas in the 
City as promised by METRO during the Bond Measure’s campaign. 

AESTHETICS 
Our community had already been divided by either freeways, highways or trains. The alignment 
and design of the transit system needs to be designed in a manner that knits the communities 
together and does not divide them by previously non-existent barriers. The station areas need to 
be designed in a manner that connects them to our unique neighborhood and does not create 
obstacles between the transit and our community resources. Equally important is for the design 
of the stations to match the existing architectural features found in our affected boulevards. 

The proposed light rail transit line will run through densely populated residential and commercial 
uses, including the City’s Downtown (Randolph and Pacific). The proposed stations and rail line 
should be designed in an aesthetically pleasing way in order to maintain the quality of life that is 
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enjoyed by those who live, work, and shop within the City. Lighting and landscape elements 
should be used to help achieve this goal. 
LANDSCAPING IMPROVEMENTS 
The City requests for the study to describe all proposed vegetation and landscaping 
improvements, including the size and height of trees along the Right-of-Way and the proposed 
train stations locations. The City is also requesting a description of how the vegetation and 
landscaping will be utilized as a visual and potential sound buffer between the tracks and adjacent 
residential areas. 

DOWNTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN 
The City is nearing completion of a Focused General Plan Update, focusing on the Housing, Land 
Use, and Circulation elements of the General Plan. The update is funded by a Transit Oriented 
Development (TOD) Planning Grant from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (Metro TOD Round Ill). The TOD grant is designed to spur the adoption of local land use 
regulations that are supportive of Transit Oriented Development in Los Angeles County. With two 
(2) public transportation stations proposed in Huntington Park and a close proximity to a potential 
third station, the Focused General Plan Update takes into account future developments that will 
complement the proposed stations and encourage public transportation ridership. One of the 
proposed stations will be located within the City’s downtown and it is imperative that the study 
takes into account the design and development standards of the City’s Downtown Specific Plan. 

CONSTRUCTION 
Construction creates its own special impacts that need to be considered and addressed. Following 
are some of these potential impacts: 

1. Traffic flow, especially during peak hours, routing, and congestion 
2. Safety Air pollution and Sound pollution 
3. Dust that'impacts the adjacent properties and especially adjacent schools, homes and 

businesses 
4. Businesses that need not to lose clients and businesses during construction and business 

districts that need to thrive throughout construction. 
5. Replacement of infrastructure components, such as power, sewer, street repair for ADA 

compliance and sidewalks in a sensitive manner as to minimize impacts to the community 
6. Safety measures in place to protect the public, especially students in their way to school. 
7. Construction related parking challenges. 

The City is convinced that the community of Huntington Park is concerned about all the above 
challenges that will take place during construction. The City believes that a Business Interruption 
Mitigation Fund should be established to assist businesses negatively impacted by the project, 
especially during the construction phase. 
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In addition, it would be a great opportunity for METRO to look into creating a program that may 
offer local jobs during the construction phase of the program. This would create an opportunity 
for the community to welcome the project in a positive way. Last but not least, The City believes 
that it will be critical to have a least two project staff members to be the point of contact to address 
all construction-related issues for the cities and to create local advisory committees to get 
feedback from the communities and inform the progress of the project to the stakeholders. 

The City, as a member of the Gateway Cities COG (see attached Eco-Rapid Letter), supports and 
looks forward to seeing how these issues can be addressed as we built this important transit line 
and working with Metro in reviewing any documents associated to any potential environmental 
impacts to the neighboring residential and commercial uses and planned land uses around the 
proposed light rail transit line. Please once completed, send the draft EIR and EIS to the following 
address for the City’s review: 

Huntington Park City Hall 
Attention: Sergio Infanzon — 6550 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park, CA 90255 

If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Sergio Infanzon, Community 
Development Director, at 323—584-6318 or by email at sinfanzon@hpca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Ricardo Reyes 
City Manager ’ 

Attachments: 

1. ECO-RAPID JPA COG Letter April 2018 
2. City of Los Angeles, Support Letter for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility 
3. City of Bell, Support Letter for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility 
4. City of Maywood, Support Letter for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility 
5. Communities for a Better Environmental, Support Letter for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility 

cc: Mayor Jhonny Pineda 
Vice Mayor Karina Macias 
Councilmember Graciela Ortiz 
Councilmember Marilyn Sanabria 
Councilmember Manuel Avila 
Donna Shwartz, City Clerk 
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ECO-RAPID M 
TRANSIT GAT EWAY CITIES 

April 11,2018 

Mr. Phil Washington, Chief Executive Officer 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 25-1 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Washington: 

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) and Eco-Rapid Transit Joint Powers 
Authority write to express our concern regarding all of the conceptual northern alignment 
alternatives under consideration by Metro during its ongoing environmental review of the 
West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) light-rail transit corridor that do not directly access Los 
Angeles Union station (LAUS). We understand that, at this stage in the process, Metro 
staff is prepared, in May 2018, to recommend a refined set of alternatives for further, more 
detailed environmental analysis before a final locally-preferred alternative is recommended 
to the full Board of Directors sometime in 2019. 

We wish to note several concerns for our stakeholders who reside in the central and 
southern portions of the alignment, not the least of which is access to Union Station, which 
serves as the regional rail hub for all Metro light rail lines, the heavy rail system, Metrolink and 
Amtrak. This access has always been a top priority for the WSAB alignment cities. A 
forced transfer does not offer the speed or convenience that this line has long been 
expected to bring to area residents seeking to access the regional rail network, or for 
employees trying to get to work in Southeast Los Angeles County. 

In March 2018, the Metro Board approved an Equity Platform framework stating that 
“access to opportunity should be a core objective of public decision making, public 
investment, and public service." Equity is one of the five goals of the West Santa Ana 
Branch project, which is notable given the concerns raised previously about the 
communities that this project will serve. As the Equity Platform states, “historically and 
currently, race and class have largely defined where these disparities are most 
concentrated: in poor, minority communities." While new rail lines already provide one- 
seat rides connecting LA's westside, San Fernando Valley, San Gabriel Valley, and 
Harbor corridor with downtown Los Angeles, the Southeast cities lack a similar 
connection. Ending the West Santa Ana Branch with a forced transfer station along the LA 
River or a one-block walk along Flower Street would further preserve this inequity for 
decades to come. 

In particular, our greatest concern stems from the one northern alignment alternative 
added in March 2018 that would create a terminus for the West Santa Ana Branch along 
the LA River between 6‘h and 7th Streets, necessitating a transfer onto a future subway 
extension at the same station. Of note to us: 
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. The Gateway Cities include some of LA county's most densely-populated and 
transit- poor communities. Several of the communities along the WSAB corridor also 
score within the top 5% of most disadvantaged communities in the state on Califomia’s 
EnviroScreen. These are communities desperate for quality transit that connects them 
with job opportunities throughout LA County. 

0 The Study Area is also characterized by high population and employment 
densities. Of the top 100 US cities with the highest population densities, the WSAB Cities 
of Maywood, Cudahy, Huntington Park, and Bell Gardens are in the top 25. The Cities of 
Bell, Lynwood, Hawaiian Gardens, South Gate, Bellflower, and Paramount are also within 
the top 100. 

. Densities in 2040 will average 15,000 people per square mile, with portions of the 
Cities of Maywood and Huntington Park exceeding 20,000 residents per square mile. 
Employment densities in 2040 will average 7,000 jobs per square mile. For context, 
employment densities served by current rail service in LA County range from 2,500 (light 
rail) to 14,000 (heavy rail) jobs per square mile. 

0 The introduction of a “forced transfer” at an Arts District station along the LA River 
would introduce several variables that undermine the West Santa Ana Branch Line’s 
ability to serve Southeast LA County: 

0 The transfer would connect with only one rail line at its terminus, as opposed to 
myriad rail and bus services at Union Station, and as opposed to several major transit 
lines and a large employment hub at 7th Street/Metro Center. 

0 A forced transfer would make most West Santa Ana Branch Line passengers 
dependent on a minimum of two Metro lines in order to reach their destinations. 

o A forced transfer would necessitate additional waiting time simply to complete a 
single trip, thus lengthening an end-to-end trip and making transit a less viable or 
attractive alternative to driving. 

0 A forced transfer will have a negative impact on ridership particularly for those 
riders who wish to continue on to points west or north. 

. The Red/Purple Line Heavy Rail Transit (HRT) Extension that would be required to 
complete WSAB access to LAUS is currently not part of the Long Range Transportation 
Plan (LRTP) or funded as part of Measures R or M; unless there is intent to utilize the 
$1.482 billion allocated to the West Santa Ana Transit corridor for completion of the 
project through Central Los Angeles (Line 26 adopted Measure M Expenditure Plan). We 
question whether the cost of extending the Red/Purple Line HRT to 6th Street and the cost 
of bringing the WSAB to 6th Street can be adequately covered by the amount allocated in 
the plan. This alternative alignment may have a profound impact on project 
implementation - assuming the Red/Purple Line extension would precede the WSAB as 
there is an HRT maintenance yard currently on line that can cover operations for the HRT 
Extension. 
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o The alignment alternative that terminates at 8th and Flower and requires a one 
block walk to the Metro Center Station for access to Blue/Expo/Gold LRT Lines and Metro 
Red and Purple HRT does not meet the Purpose and Need for the WSAB project either. 
The one-block walk, whether through a tunnel or at-grade, is not conducive to ridership. 
The April 2017_“Northem Alignment Options Screening Report” clearly indicates that 
access to LAUS is key to the high ridership and success of this line. 

0 Construction of a subway extension to an LA River forced transfer station would be 
paid by several hundred million dollars currently intended for the construction of the West 
Santa Ana Branch. This would result in little to no savings in overall project costs while 
undermining the regional connectivity that was promised by Metro in Measures R and M to 
the voters in Southeast LA who voted overwhelmingly in support of these initiatives, 
largely because they want to see this rail line come to fruition. 

c From Metro’s own West Santa Ana Branch Technical Study (July 2015), we note 
that Metro declined further review of an alignment considered by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG) Alternatives Analysis (AA) that terminated south of 
Union Station. Metro's conclusion in rejecting this alternative stated: “T he only alternative 
that didn't terminate at Union Station... resulted in the lowest total number of new transit 
trips and boardings. The ability for WSAB riders to access other Metro rail lines, Metro 
buses, other operator bus lines, Metrolink and Amtrak is a significant benefit that was 
revealed in the total number of forecasted new transit trips and boardings. New transit 
trips went up 20-30% for the other altematives that assumed Union Station as the 
northernmost terminus. Therefore, the ability to reach Union Station is critical for 
maximizing ridership.” 

0 Lastly, we have concern that alternatives that do not access LAUS or are 
contingent upon a speculative subway segment may jeopardize potential investment from 
public/private partners seeking to invest in the early delivery of this project. 

We understand and appreciate that Metro is working to address a number of community 
concerns as they relate to the physical alignment of this project. However, we observe that 
the service that it would provide, and the communities that it would serve, is critically 
important to connect residents in Southeast LA County with job opportunities throughout 
LA County. The physical placement of the line is important to the degree that it provides 
hundreds of 
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thousands of residents and employers in Southeast LA County with transit connectivity to 
the rest of the region. Our stakeholders are counting on the West Santa Ana Branch to 
finally fulfill Metro’s repeated promises of a rail transit line that truly connects our region 
with opportunities throughout Southern California. 

Therefore, we oppose any northern termini that do not provide a direct connection to the 
regional rail hub at LAUS, and we request that you remove these alternatives from 
further consideration. We believe that removal of these alternatives is the right action to 
take given the project’s and Metro’s own stated goals to address regional inequities, and 
we further believe that it is the prudent course of action given the need for this project to 
best serve Southeast LA County. Thank you. 

Sincerely, ” fi g  

Jhonny Pineda, President reh Sinanyan, Chair 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments co-Rapid Transit JPA 
Board of Directors 

Attachment: 
Measure R and Measure M Project Maps Showing the West Santa Ana Branch Northern 
Alignment Terminating at Union Station 

Cc: Gateway Cities COG Board 
Eco-Rapid Transit Board 
MTA Board 
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Attachment 

Measure R Projects Map 
Note: West Santa Ana Branch is the only transit project identified in the Gateway Cities. 
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Measure M Project Map 
Note: West Santa Ana Branch [25] is one of two transit projects in Gateway Cities (the other 
being a southern branch of the Gold Line Eastside Extension, along our region’s northern 
boundary). 
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ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

September 29, 2016 

The Honorable GracielaOrtlz 
Mayor, City of Huntington Park 
6550 Miles Ave. 
Huntington Park, CA 90255 

Dear Mayor Ortiz: 

As we continue to develop Los Angeles County’s regional transportation system, it is 
important we focus on projects that increase transit options by providing pedestrians 
and bicyclists access to surrounding communities and existing rail lines. 

in 2013, the LosAngeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) initiated a study 
to build a 10~mile pedestrian and bike path that would connect the future Crenshaw/LAX 
Line to the Los Angeles River, also known as the “Rail to River“ project. i anticipate that 
the first segment of the project ("Segment A” — Crenshaw/LAX to Blue LineiSlauscn 
Station) will receive environmentai clearance soon; construction is slated to be 
completed by fall of 2019. Segment B of the plan, which wili connect the bike path to the 
Los Angeies River, is currently under evaluation. 

While the four alternatives being evaluated under Segment l3 appear viable, l 
wholeheartedly support “Alternative D" because the project will touch more 
communities, including Huntington Park, and provide direct access to the river and 
Metro’s regional transit center. 

I look forward to partnering with you moving forward to ensure Los Angeles County 
builds out a comprehensive and modern transportation system. 

Sincerely, 

436% 
ERIC GARCETTI 
Mayor 
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CITY OF BELL 

August 3. 2017 

City of Huntington Park 
Attention: Sergio lnfanzon 
6550 Miles Avenue 
Huntington Park, CA 90255 

SUBJECT: Support for the multi-jurisdictional countywide Randolph Street Rails to 
Trails project 

Dear Mr. lnfanzon: 

The City of Bell would like to formally express its support of the Randolph Street Rails to Trails 
project to convert the Randolph Street center median into a bicycle and pedestrian facility. 

This planned bicycle and pedestrian facility will traverse through the cities of Huntington Park, 
Bell. Maywood and the County of Los Angeles and will provide a much needed alternative mode 
of transportation for those who live and work within the community. Surveys show that the local 
community ovenrvhelmingly desires and is in need of facilities that provide safe walking and 
biking for children and families. This type of facility will promote public health by making it safe 
and convenient for children and families to incorporate physical activity into their daily lives as a 
way to combat the obesity epidemic. 

Additionally, it has been proven that bicycle and pedestrian facilities boost the local economy 
since homeowners are willing to pay more to live in a walkable community. Similarly, 
businesses located along these facilities often see an increase in sales. 

The City of Bell strongly supports the Randolph Street Rails to Trails project and looks forward 
to working with the City of Huntington Park in this joint venture. Please feel free to contact 
should you have any questions or wish to discuss. 

Sincerely, 

c i o  Joel a ardo 
Mayor 
City of Bell 
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August 2, 2017 

City of Huntington Park 
Attention: Sergio Infanzon 
6550 Miles Avenue 
Huntington Park, CA 90255 

SUBJECT: Support for the multi—jurisdictional countywide Randolph Street Rails to Trails 
project 

Dear Mr. Infanzon: 

On behalf of the City and residents of Maywood, I would like to formally express support of the 
Randolph Street Rails to Trails project to convert the Randolph Street center median into a 
bicycle and pedestrian facility. This project will undoubtedly have a tremendously positive 
impact for both of our communities. 

This planned bicycle and pedestrian facility will traverse through the cities of Huntington Park, 
Bell, Maywood and the County of Los Angeles and will provide a much needed alternative mode 
of transportation for those who live and work within the community. Surveys show that the local 
community overwhelmingly desires and is in need of facilities that provide safe walking and 
biking for children and families. This type of facility will promote public health by making it 
safe and convenient for children and families to incorporate physical activity into their daily lives 
as a way to combat the obesity epidemic. 

Additionally, it has been proven that bicycle and pedestrian facilities boost the local economy 
since homeowners are willing to pay more to live in a walkable community. Similarly, 
businesses located along these facilities often see an increase in sales. 

I strongly support the Randolph Street Rails to Trails project and looks forward to working with 
the City of Huntington Park in this joint venture. Please feel free to contact should you have any 
questions or wish to dis 

Eddie e L 
Councilman 
City of Maywood 
Eddie.delariva@cityofmaywood.org 
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COMMUNITIES FOR A 
BEfTER 
ENVIRONMENT 

www.cbecol.crg 
August 4, 2017 

Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Fanny Pan 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, 90012 
Wsab@rnetro.net 

SUBJECT: Response to Notice of Intention to Move Forward with Construction of the West Santa Ana 
Branch and Ensuring the Completion of the Rail to River Active Transportation Project. 

Dear Ms. Pan, 

I hope this letter finds you in good spirits and health. I am writing on behalf of Communities for a Better 
Environment and hundreds of members and supporters in Huntington Park, which is one of the cities that will be 
affected by the construction of the West Santa Ana Project light rail project. CBE is a grassroots environmental 
health and justice organization, which has worked closely with communities in Southeast Los Angeles especially 
Huntington Park for more than two decades. The proposed lightrail project came to our attention during a meeting 
with Metro regarding the intention to follow through with the Rail to River Active Transportation Corridor project 
that would go down Randolph, crossing an intersection of a proposed stop for West Santa Ana. 

Completion of the Active Transportation Corridor has always been a high priority for the community members, who 
have spent extensive time and effort working with CBE to develop that vision, concept and proposal. Huntington 
Park is a city that lacks green spaces, and that lacks resources for pedestrians and cyclists. Since many residents of 
Huntington Park travel in these ways, having an active transportation corridor that directly serves their needs, as 
people who utilize alternative modes of transportation, would be immensely beneficial to the community and long 
overdue. We want to echo the City of Huntington Park's assertion that the West Santa Ana Branch should coexist 
harmoniously with the active transportation corridor. Additionally, CBE staff and members want to engage more 
closely with this planning process and participate in the environmental review process, and we would like to receive 
a copy of the Drafi EIR. 

I will be glad to speak with you in more detail about this issue, please feel free to contact me at (323) 723—5634 or 
my email, kaylcighgldcbecalorg. We appreciate your time and hope to hear back fi'om you soon. 

Sincerely, 

Kayleigh Wade 

Youth Organizer 
Communities for a Better Environment 

m 
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S O U T H E A S T  L O S  A N G E L E S  C O U N T Y  

Artesia 

Avalon 

Bell 

G A T E W A Y  C I T I E S  
C ' C r L N C "  D r  E V  J :  é'NI‘v'ir‘WS Bellflower 

Bell Gardens 

Cerritos 

Commerce August 24, 2018 

Compton 

Cudahy Ms. Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Metro 

Downer One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99—22—4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Hawaiian Gardens 

Huntington Park Dear Ms. Wong: 

”‘0’“5’” Concurrence with Comments Submitted by the Eco-Rapid Transit Joint 
Powers Authority on Rescoped West Santa Ana Branch 

Light Rail Corridor Project 
La Mirada 

Lakewood 

The Board of Directors of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments fully 
concurs with the comments and areas of analysis requested by the Eco-Rapid 

Lynwood Transit JPA for inclusion in the rescoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail 
Corridor Project environmental review documents. 

Maywood 

Monmbeflo We respectively ask that these comments be considered and addressed. if there 
are any questions please do not hesitate to call me at 562-663-6850. 

Long Beach 

Norwalk 

Paramount Slnce rely’ 

Pico Rivera 

Santa Fe Springs ; i 7 5 $ 6  

5‘9”” H’” Nancy Pfeffer, Executive Director 
Scum Gate Gateway Cities Council of Governments 

Vernon cc: Board of Directors 
, . Eco-Rapid Transit Board of Directors 

Whither 

County o f  Los Angeles 

Attachment: Comments Submitted by the Eco-Rapid Transit Joint Powers 
P0" °“-°"9 53°C“ Authority on Rescoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail 

Corridor Project 

16401 Paramount Boulevard I Paramount, California 90723 I phone (562) 663-6850 fax (562) 634-8216 
www.gatewaycog.org 



ECO-RAPID ' 
Eco-Rapid Transit, formerly 
known as the Orangeline 
Development Authority, is a joint 
powers authority (J PA) created 
to pursue development of a 
transit system that moves as 
rapidly as possible, uses grade 
separation as appropriate. and is 
environmentally friendly and 
energy efficient. The system is 
designed to enhance and 
increase transportation options 
for riders of this region utilizing 
safe, advanced transit 
technology to expand economic 
growth that maximizes ridership 
in Southern California 
The Authority is composed of the 
following public agencies: 

City of Anesia 

City of Bell 
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City of Downey 
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City of Maywood 
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City of South Gate 
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Airport Authority 
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President 
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Mayor 
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Council Member 
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Teresa L. Highsmith 
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City Manager Representative 
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August 20, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: Comments on Rescoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong 

The Board of Directors of the Eco—Rapid Transit Joint Powers Authority is pleased to 
take this opportunity to provide comments on the rescoping of the environmental 
review process for the West Santa Ana Branch/Eco-Rapid Transit (WSAB) Light Rail 
Corridor Project. There are general comments which apply to all or most of the 
alignment and comments specific to certain jurisdictions. These jurisdictional 
comments are not meant to be all-inclusive of impacts or city interests. The intention 
is to capture comments made by Eco-Rapid Transit elected representatives or their 
staff. 

The mission of Eco-Rapid Transit is the: “Development of a transit system that 
moves as rapidly as possible, uses grade separation as appropriate, and is 
environmentally friendly and energy efficient. The system is designed to enhance 
and increase transportation options for riders of this region utilizing safe, advanced 
transit technology to expand economic growth and maximize ridership throughout 
Southern California." This statement addresses the major environmental issues Eco- 
Rapid Transit wishes to be considered as part of the environmental studies and 
transit design as outlined below. 

Scoping Elements/Subjects 

. Design of the station areas should maximize neighborhood connectivity. This 
position was specifically addressed when Eco-Rapid Transit adopted design 
standards as part of the TOD Design Guidelines adopted September, 2014. 
We believe that these standards should be considered as Metro defines the 
design of the station areas and what they are reconstructing as they develop 
construction plans for the station areas. 

0 To encourage multi-modal transportation options to the stations and traffic 
impacts around the station- the stations need to be designed to accommodate 
the various modes and the surrounding streets designed to encourage safe 
active transportation and bus routes. 

0 Elevated tracks, that move from at grade to elevated slows the speed and 
efficiency of the transit cars and utilize more energy for elevating and 
descending the different elevations. 

0 Elevated tracks, that are on mounds and not fully elevated, create a visual 
block between neighborhoods and divide neighborhoods. Utilization of areas 

16401 Paramount Boulevard - Paramount - California 90723 - (562) 663-6850 - www.eco-rapid.org 
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under elevated track for development, first/last mile connections can help tie 
neighborhoods together. 

o The WSAB is a line, independent from the other existing light rail lines. As 
such, it does not need to be designed following the same standards. It should 
take advantage of new technologies in transit design, operations including 
energy efficient designs that may not require the visual blight of a catenary 
system. 

a The WSAB, as current plans show, would eliminate some bikeways/walkways 
along the route and others in the planning process. The environmental studies 
should address the ability to build multimodal and transit focused facilities 
adjacent to, at grade and underneath elevated tracks. Additionally, there 
needs to be consideration for preserving or recreating existing community 
pathways and connections that currently utilize the ROW to the greatest 
extent possible. 

. To utilize the most advanced transit safety and transit systems, as well as 
attract investment in the TOD advanced fiber data lines need to be installed. 
The most efficient means to build may be to incorporate the data lines in the 
transit structures. 

0 From the studies undertaken thus far, it is evident that there will be many 
infrastructure upgrades needed in the station areas. Define “betterments”; 
How are “betterments” negotiated? MTA and the cities need to focus on utility 
or other city property/utilities that may require relocation or may be disrupted 
by project construction. Will there be funding for advanced utility studies to 
help cities determine what is in-ground and what may need to be removed, 
moved and upgraded or replaced? Or will these necessary measures be 
negotiated through a Master Cooperation Agreement? Also, cities need to 
define construction mitigation for the project — public safety (police, fire, 
ambulance) access to construction zones, business interruption and 
interruption avoidance. 

0 Street improvements/accommodations, temporary and permanent closures. 
Work arounds, construction pedestrian safety — permanent and temporary 
First/Last mile access to station areas. Analyze impacts to street geometry, 
permanent and temporary parking access. Analyze impacts of temporary and 
permanent street closures associated with the construction of the alignment 
as well as the station areas. 

. MTA has never done an environmental document where the alignment cuts 
through so many small and self-contained jurisdictions. The DEIR document 
needs to address “cross-jurisdictional development” and assess cumulative 
impact for the cities. Specific plans and city developments may have different 
impacts on traffic, streets, access, utilities, parking and alignment. How will 
this growth impact be captured? 

. Ensure that the environmental document considers the potential for 
creativity, cost savings and operational improvements for the proposed 
public-private partnership process. This includes maintaining an ability to use 
the latest information systems, wireless light rail technology, train control 
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systems and newest light rail systems. This also includes design 
considerations such as the ability to have low floor or high floor vehicles. 

General Comments (in no particular order or ranking of importance) - 

Gentrification - Southeast Los Angeles County home values will be impacted 
by the introduction of high quality transit access to the regional rail network. 
Strategies to allow current owners to “capture” rail induced value, increase 
housing opportunities, provide affordable housing need to be discussed. 
Compared to many areas of the County, southeast Los Angeles County home 
prices are lower for similar housing stock in similar neighborhoods. The 
announcement of rail service within the corridor will most likely escalate 
housing prices and price people out of the area. Furthermore the project area 
has a high concentration of renters compared to the state (50% vs. 44.7% 
statewide) with some communities along the alignments having as many as 
83% of all households renting their homes. To add to this, the area has 
higher than average persons per household. Therefore there is concern about 
the pricing and availability of rental housing particularly single-family renters 
and the higher than county average occupancy in Gateway Cities that 
suggests house sharing and overcrowding. Increased housing prices/rents, 
scarcity of affordable housing and overcrowding are environmental impacts 
that should be addressed as a part of the environmental inquiry. 

Additionally, care needs to occur to analyze proven opportunities, strategies 
and tactics that insure upward mobility for the corridor communities. 

To offset the potential rise in housing costs, construction of the transit system 
and investment in TOD needs to generate living wage jobs that benefit the 
residents and local businesses. This could build equity for the neighborhood. 
How this may work is a social justice issue that needs to be considered. 

At-grade versus grade separated alignment/Crossings - Given the 
projected ridership, will at-grade crossings allow for 1) the train to maximize 
headways to accommodate future ridership including the potential for an 
Orange County extension? ; 2) Will a “roll-a-coaster” profile create long term 
wear on trainsets and wheels thereby reducing operational reliability and 
increase maintenance cost? 

The majority of the proposed alignment along the Pacific 
EIectric/WSAB Right of Way (ROW) traverses major arterials and 
other streets as diagonal crossings. Almost every major arterial within 
the ROW is affected. If these grade crossings remain at-grade, they will 
result in crossing gates being down for extended periods during the peak 
hours; the gates will be lowered longer than other LRT corridors as the 
intersections are longer and the train will take longer to clear. 
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Safety is a primary concern with these elongated crossings. The opportunity 
for motorists to challenge the gates will become an issue. There is a notable 
downside to the at-grade design option with the projected ridership 
numbers of 75,000 to 80,000 daily riders for the WSAB line. During peak 
periods, 5 to 6 minute headways in each direction could easily stop traffic 
for at least 20 and perhaps as much as 28 minutes during each hour, 
with the crossing gates coming down every 3 to 6 minutes. During the 
peak period, this adds travel time to a substantial amount of routine vehicle 
and pedestrian traffic, including those commuting to work and parents 
dropping off/picking up children from the both public and private schools in 
close proximity to and around the alignment. These frequent and prolonged 
stops will add to local air pollution “hotspots”, traffic delays and travel 
frustration and safety hazards decreasing the quality of life of residents and 
business owners by a project that by its very nature is meant to decrease 
these same issues for the cities the WSAB traverses and is supposed to serve. 

Traffic Counts — When were traffic counts taken? Time of day, during school 
hours, before or after school? Were field observations made to ascertain 
access by school children using the ROW or streets that cross the ROW for 
school access? Have qualitative interviews/conversations with school 
principals or school service police been conducted? The ROW has many truck 
routes - have truck volumes been analyzed to determine grade crossing 
profile? Has the consultant checked with the 1-710 and 91/6-5/405 teams to 
mine truck data and crossing volumes, other potential conflict with at-grade 
crossings? Has the analysis included additional dwell time for trucks and air 
quality degradation potential for at-grade crossings? Impact of potential 
truck/train safety at grade crossings? Any notation of future warehouse 
construction? Existing warehouses? Garfield Avenue and 1 million sq. ft. 
warehouse as an example of special goods movement to analyze. Has 
projected growth from city plans, specific plans and TOC overlays been taken 
into account to analyze as traffic is studied? Initial reports that we have seen, 
do not accurately anticipate growth. 

Public Safety - Train stations and the ROW alignment will be located near 
the downtown areas for almost all of the cities along the alignment, 
additionally there are both private and public school locationsimmediately 
adjacent to or just outside of the ROW; accordingly, construction and 
operations of the trains along the tracks and station will impact the 
neighboring downtown areas, and nearby schools. Please evaluate potential 
impacts to downtown areas and nearby schools during construction and 
operation of the train facilities and improvements. The alignment proposal 
also requires interface with freight providers and freight lines and freight 
licenses. There are potential conflicts or the potential for conflicts with rail 
freight movement in the cities of Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Maywood, 
Cudahy, South Gate and Paramount. The presence of rail freight and 
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associative issues have the potential to impact the alignment, alignment 
profile, and eventually the operation of the line. This will be further 
complicated by pedestrian, bicycles and other non-motorized travelers trying 
to access the station or crossing the alignment. 

Vehicular Traffic, Cycling, and Pedestrian Impacts - Evaluate ( 1) 
vehicular traffic, cycling and pedestrian delays, (2) vehicle and bicycle 
accidents, (3) the timing and construction and closures as a result of other 
regional transportation projects such as improvement projects to the I-5, I- 
710 Corridor Project, SR-91/I-605/I-405 freeway improvement projects as 
well as the complete streets efforts by the Gateway Cities COG, and (4) 
emergency responder response times associated with construction and 
operations of all train facilities and improvements. Many of these streets are 
major goods movement corridors. How does the traffic impacts affect truck 
deliveries and timing within these major industrial areas? 

Oil lines - Are there significant oil and gas line facilities that may impact 
construction (ie. City of Vernon) or create impacts to the line or the 
community? 

Utilities — What is the impact on major utilities or crossing major utility 
easements (SoCal Edison and LADWP)? Are there conflicts or other issues that 
may require an advanced utility study or at least a conference with major 
utility providers? Has consideration been given for advanced utility studies 
that may impact the alignment? Has the team mined the I-710 advanced 
utility studies for possible conflicts or a better understanding of existing and 
future conditions? The city of Vernon has its own power plant. Has this been 
factored into the alignment as an option for power? 

Utilization of Railroad ROW - What are the assumption associated with 
crossing and or utilization of railroad ROW (UP/BNSF)? If RR ROW use is 
anticipated, what happens if it is not available? What are the next 
steps/timing for ROW process and project design? Or potential for conflicts? 
Most importantly, is there a Plan B? 

Parking - Given the nature of the ROW and the proximity to residential uses, 
how will parking intrusion/spillover into neighborhoods be prevented? Has 
there been a parking study of the station areas including inventory, 
occupancy, turnover and parking rates been completed? What is the size of 
the parking study area? Will i t  cover the entire TOD station area? What is the 
potential for shared parking with City developments? How will this be 
accomplished? Arethere plans to develop a comprehensive on-street/off- 
street parking analysis in the station areas? Eco-Rapid Transit has developed 
the concept of demand based parking requirements in the station area and 
parking management planning based on demand, location, time, price and 
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ECO-RAPID 
Eco-Rapid Transit, formerly 
known as the Orangeline 
Development Authority. is a joint 
powers authority (JPA) created 
to pursue development of a 
transit system that moves as 
rapidly as possible, uses grade 
separation as appropriate. and is 
environmentally friendly and 
energy efficient. The system is 
designed to enhance and 
increase transportation options 
for riders of this region utilizing 
safe, advanced transit 
technology to expand economic 
growth that maximizes ridership 
in Southem California. 
The Authority is composed of the 
following public agencies: 

City of Artesia 

City of Bell 

City of Bell Gardens 

City or Bellllower 

City of Cudahy 

City of Downey 

City of Glendale 

City of Huntington Park 

City or Maywood 

City of Paramount 

City of South Gate 

City of Vernon 

Burbank-Glendale—Pasadena 
Airport Authority 

malt 
Zareh Sinanyan 

President 
Hollywood Burbank Airport 

Mayor 
City 0‘! Glendale 

inseam 
Pedro Aoeituno 

Council Member 
City of Bell Gardens 

5.9mm 

Karina Macias 
Council Member 

City of Huntington Park 

Imam 

Ali Sajjad Taj 
Councilmernber 

City of Artesia 

W 

Crietia't Markovich 
Council Member 

City of Cudahy 

E . [2‘ 
Michael R. Kodama 

W a n t  
Terese L. Highsmith 

E m  
\Mlliem Rawlings 

City Manager Representative 

TRANSIT 

supply strategies. How will this be integrated into the environmental analysis 
and the MTA Transit supportive parking program? 

Transit/System Connectivity - What is the plan to improve transit 
connectivity to the West Santa Ana Branch and its station areas? Does this 
include connectivity along Florence Avenue from the Blue Line Station to 
Florence Avenue/Salt Lake Avenue to Downtown Bell Gardens? What is the 
plan to enhance connectivity from the West Santa Ana Branch Stations to 
Atlantic Boulevard? Atlantic Boulevard is a major street for transit buses. This 
should include Atlantic as it passes through Bell, Maywood, Cudahy and South 
Gate. 

Ridership Impacts from the Northern Alternatives - What are the 
impacts on ridership from the downtown alternatives that require use of a 
block long tunnel to transfer to other lines for linked trips? Why build two 
stations instead of one station serving two lines? The determination of a 
northern terminus for the WSAB needs to consider future access to California 
High Speed Rail and direct access to Metrolink in addition the accessing other 
Metro Rail Lines. 

HAZOP Study — We suggest that the consultant team consider the addition 
of this study. A Hazard Operability Study is a detailed oriented analysis of a 
process design or project that is designed to determine all possible hazards or 
risks that can occur. This hazard analysis is used in order to prevent any 
harm to people, damage to equipment, or any damage to the environment. 
The basis of a HAZOP study is to use these hazardous findings in order to 
alter the process design or project in a way that will prevent any of the 
hazards that can occur. With direct relation with railway transportation, 
hazard analysis must also be considered. In many cases, railway 
transportation usually carry passengers, chemical/raw materials that are 
hazardous to the environment, and even the structure of the railway itself can 
be an issue if  there are flaws in the design. These examples alone can leave 
civilians, the environment, and the transportation system at risk to hazards. 
Thus, leading to the importance of conducting a HAZOP study on any process 
design or any proposed projects in order to prevent any disastrous events. 

Construction Mitigation - Ensure that impacts and proposed mitigations 
are examined both on a multijurisdictional and city by city basis and in close 
consultation with the cities. For example, the 1-5 JPA has worked closely with 
MTA to mitigate construction impacts along the 1-5 freeway in Gateway Cities. 

\ 
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ECO-RAPID 
Eco-Rapid Transit. formerly 
known as the Orangeline 
Development Authority. is a joint 
powers authority (JPA) created 
to pursue developt of a 
transit system that moves as 
rapidly as possible. uses grade 
separation as appropriate, and is 
environmentally friendly and 
energy efficient. The system is 
designed to enhance and 
increase transportation options 
for riders of this region utilizing 
safe, advanced transit 
technology to expand economic 
growth that maximizes ridership 
in Southern California. 
The Authority is composed of the 
following public agencies: 

City of Meals 

City of Bell 

City of Bell Gardens 

City of Bellfiower 

City of Cudahy 

City of Downey 

City of Glendale 

City of Huntington Park 

City or Maywood 

City of Paramount 

City of South Gate 

City of Vernon 

Burbank-Glendale-Pesadene 
Airport Authority 
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Zereh Sinanyan 

President 
Hollywood Burbank Airport 

Mayor 
City of Glendale 

W 

Pedro Aceituno 
Council Member 

City of Bell Gardens 

52mm 
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Council Member 

City of Huntington Park 

m 

Ali Sajjad Taj 
Councilmember 

City of Anesie 

W 

Cristian Markovich 
Council Member 

City of Cudahy 

Emlfi Dim: 
Michael R. Kodame 

Seminal 
Teresa L. Highsmith 

Exflflsis 
Vlhlliam Rawlings 

City Manager Representative 

TRANSIT 

Comments specific to WSAB alignment cities - 

Paramount — There needs to be special consideration for the Rosecrans 
Boulevard/Paramount Boulevard and Downey Avenue crossing, and alignment 
profile. Paramount High is one of the most populous high schools in the 
county, there are thousands of children accessing the school from all around 
the station area and alignment. The potential for pedestrian/train conflicts 
requires consideration for grade separation. 
Metro should investigate experience with other LRT jurisdictions regarding 
neighborhood parking intrusion, parking mitigation plans for station area 
neighborhoods including the parking restrictions that were put in place for the 
South Pasadena\Mission Station. 
Station Area Parking is located on an existing vital Paramount business, there 
are other adjacent sites that would be more appropriate for parking/joint 
development. 
The team should look to utilize a freeway cap to create linear park space and 
provide access to the Metro Green Line/WSAB 1-105 station from Garfield 
Avenue that does not intrude into the adjacent single family neighborhoods. 

Huntington Park — The document needs to capture the school traffic issue 
and routes to school from the alignment as well as access to station areas. 
There is concern about Pacific Boulevard businesses during and after 
construction as well as the Florence Avenue grade crossing. 

Bellflower - At-grade diagonal crossings, safety and traffic issues — does the 
environmental document accurately reflect future growth? Multi-jurisdictional 
station area development? — is this captured in the document? Please work 
closely with the City of Bellflower due to the unique characteristics of the 
street network, diagonal crossings and need for grade separation. 

South Gate - There is concern about grade crossings at Firestone and 
Atlantic, with a preference for grade separation. The analysis needs to include 
more than automobile traffic and consider the potential significant impact on 
truck and goods movement in the project area. Please also consider the 
possibility of an additional station that may be proposed in South Gate near 
the Los Angeles River. There is also a potential issue involving the impact of 
an at-grade crossing at Imperial. This can impact not only South Gate but 
also Lynwood and Downey. 

Downey - The Gardendale Station is a unique opportunity. In consultation 
with the County of Los Angeles and the City of Downey, this can include an 
updated analysis of future development opportunities as well as integration 
with Rancho Los Amigos. 
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ECO-RAPID 
Eco-Rapid Transit. fonnariy 
known as the Orangeiine 
Development Authority. is a joint 
powers authority (JPA) created 
to pursue t of a 
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rapidly as possible. uses grade 
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CityofBeiiilower 1 
Cityot Cudehy 
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i 
i 

CityefGiendeie 1 

Cityoti-IltlngtonPark 
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CityotParamoum 

CityofSouihGete 

CityoiVemon 

Burbank-Glendaie-Paaedene 
Airport Authority 

Wiliam Rowing: 
City Manager Representative V 

i 

Vernon — There is concern about the Metro Blue Line Interface and potential 
impacts to traffic during and after construction. There is concern about long- 
term potential conflicts between rail and truck traffic. 

Bell - There needs to be a study to examine the possibility of moving the Salt 
Lake/Florence station northerly to minimize impacts to this important 
intersection and pedestrian impacts. 

Glendale/Hollywood Burbank Airport - Glendale is not part of the current 
project but will be part of Phase 2 of the WSAB/Eco-Project, the eventual 
extension beyond Los Angeles Union Station. As this is a known possibility, 
access cannot preclude this possibility of the Phase 2 Extension. Analysis 
should focus on continued access to either an LRT or street-car if it is the 
logical continuation or combination with regional rail to access Hollywood- 
Burbank Airport. This becomes even more important as you consider not only 
normal traffic and transportation issues but also factor in a new airport 
terminal planned for 2025, as well as travel related to the 2026 World Cup 
and 2028 Olympics. 

If there are any questions concerning this letter or you would like to discuss any of 
these comments, please contact Karen 2. Heit, Deputy Executive Director, Eco-Rapid 
Transit. 

Sincerely, 

7 

Michael R. Kodama 
Executive Director, Eco-Rapid Transit 
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August 24, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 

JOSE HUIZAR 

COUNCTLMEMBER, 14TH DISTRICl 

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: West Santa Ana Branch Draft EIR Scoping Period Public Comment 

Dear Ms. Wong, 

I write to you during the scoping period for the EIR of the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) 

Transit Corridor proposed by Metro to relay the concerns of the communities I represent and 

provide recommendations that align with the interests of my constituents. 

After reviewing the alternatives that are being proposed to be carried forward for the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), I feel that all proposed alternatives do not adequately 

address community concerns and environmental issues. While I am pleased that Metro listened 

to the community and decided to focus on underground alternatives and removed Option F, the 

proposed alternatives require modifications in order to proceed forward. 

Of particular concern is the proposed impacts to Little Tokyo. Little Tokyo has experienced 

more Metro construction over the past 15 years than any other neighborhood in the County. 

From 2004 to 2009, the Gold Line Eastside Extension was constructed through the 

neighborhood. Beginning in 2012 and lasting until 2021, the Regional Connector project has 

been undergoing construction. That leaves only three years over a 17 year period where Little 

Tokyo will not be experiencing Metro construction. This level of impact to one neighborhood is 

unacceptable. 
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JOSE HUIZAR 

C O 1',; C I L I\I E M B E R , 1 4 T H O I S T R l C T 

To that end, each proposed option fails to meet the needs of the community and should be 

modified as follows: 

Option E - Alameda Underground

• Substantial traffic and construction impacts would occur in Little Tokyo and would

exacerbate the issue of constant Metro construction

• A third Little Tokyo station would be constructed and modifications would need to be

made to the 1st/Central Regional Connector station soon after its completion in 2021

• The proposed station in Little Tokyo would have a significant impact to the aesthetics,

cultural resources, and traffic of the neighborhood and would require right-of-way

acquisition

Option G - Downtown Transit Core

• Must not adequately address the need for an east/west connection in Downtown from the

Alameda Corridor to South Park

• Directly conflicts with the proposed alignment of the Measure M funded Los Angeles

Streetcar Project

• Could potentially impact the structural integrity of the historic buildings along Broadway

Furthermore, any option proposed must meet the following conditions and mitigation measures: 

Aesthetics 

• Aesthetic treatments along the rail right-of-way that fit the character of the neighborhood

and minimize the visual blight of the trains and accompanying infrastructure

• All alternatives shall have no above ground impacts in and adjacent to Little Tokyo

including but not limited to: utility relocation, right-of-way acquisition, cut-and-cover

trenching, grouting, and temporary traffic control

• Adherence to the Downtown Design Guide and Broadway Streetscape Master Plan for

any restoration work identified as part of the project including, but not limited to, 36 inch

box trees and pedestrian scale lighting

• Bring all sidewalks affected by potholing, utility relocation, or any other construction

work up to full ADA compliance

200 NORTH SPRING STREET, Roo:v1 465, CIT, HALL • Los ANGEi r-s, CALIFORNIA 90012 
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JOSE H U I Z A R  
C O U N C I L M E M B E R ,  1 4 T H  D I S T R I C T  

Cultural Resources 
Must not alter or touch the historic LA River bridges 
Must not alter or touch the Nishi Hongwanji Buddhist Temple, Fukui Mortuary, and St. 
Francis Xavier Chapel 

Land Use and Planning 

Noise 

Minimizes right-of-way acquisition of privately owned properties 
Must not cross over or under the City of Los Angeles Mangrove property at lst Street and 
Alameda facilities, and 
Must not hinder, the Metro/LA County/LA City Union Station/Civic Center Flaming 
Project 
Station portals that allow for the construction of buildings on top of them, similar to the 
future 2nd/Broadway station 

Ample noise mitigation measures such as sound-absorbing materials are used to prevent 
noise pollution in the residential neighborhoods the route goes through 

Pogulation and Housing 
Continuation and expansion of the Business Interruption Fund (BIF) to cover all 
businesses within the project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE) 
Allows new businesses the ability to access the BIF instead of just those who have been 
around for over two years 

Transportation and Traffic 
Construct multimodal infrastructure adjacent to the project stations consistent with 
Metro’s lst/Last Mile Plan and the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan and Complete 
Streets Design Guide 
Construct the project via a Tunnel Boring Machine (TBM) and not cut-and-cover 
throughout all of Little Tokyo 
Mitigates parking loss during construction by providing alternative parking locations or 
shuttle service to affected communities 
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JOSE H U I Z A R  
C O U N C I L M E M B E R ,  1 4 T H  D I S T R I C T  

0 Runs a parking validation program throughout the duration of the project for any people 
accessing businesses in the project area 

0 Designs stations to hold four-car trains in order to meet the capacity needs of Downtown 
Los Angeles 

0 No above ground traffic impacts including, but not limited to, potholing, utility 
relocation, grouting, pile installation, excavation, and decking 

o Absolutely no full street closures for any portion of the project unless it has been 
determined by a City of Los Angeles engineer that, in their professional opinion, a street 
closure is necessary for public safety, and not financial or schedule, reasons 
Pedestrian access must be maintained on both sides of the street at all times 

0 Upgrade major intersections along the proposed routes, such as Alameda Street and 
Commercial Street, to improve traffic flow prior to the commencement of potholing, 
utility relocations, grouting, or any other construction activities 

0 Full street resurfacing for any streets within the project's APE that serve as a detour for 
any portion of the proj ect's construction activity 

I am glad to see that a transit project of this magnitude is moving forward as it will provide an 
important link to the Gateway Cities and Orange County. However, we must not build an option 
that will destroy neighborhoods in Downtown or run counter to the mobility philosophy of the 
City of Los Angeles. V 

Should you have any questions, please contact Nate Hayward, Public Works Director, from my 
office at (323) 383-4906 or via email at Nate.Hayward@lacity.org. 

Sincerely, 

/wt'-I7Lw¢rv 
JOSE HUIZAR 
Councilmember, 14th District 
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Number Page Topic/Comment Recommendation Emphasis

1 Overall

Parking for future metro riders

Any Metro parking needs for the Gardendale station should be integrated with the larger TOD design of the 

station area.  Any Metro Station area planning should include a proactive planning, land acquisition and 

development, JV, and/or funding solution in coordination with City of Downey and LA County to address 

required parking for future metro riders.  It is in Metros best interest to maximize the ridership and this can 

only be done if Metro is a proactive participant in addressing parking solutions for the Gardendale Metro 

Station High

2 Overall

Safety and Security

Metro Station planning should include multi-layered safety and security programming beyond the immediate 

station to ensure metro riders are safe traveling to and from the metro station from the surrounidng 

neighborhood, parking, or other public transit High

3 Overall
First Mile and Last Mile Improvements

Metro Station planning should incorporate proactive Metro led planning and funding initiatives for first mile 

and last mile improvements to maximize Metro ridership High

4 Overall
Surrounding Infrastructure Improvements

Metro Station planning should incorporate proactive Metro led planning and funding initiatives to improve 

street, traffic, and pedestrian infrastructure beyond the immediate metro station High

5 Overall

Metro Connectivity

Metro Station planning should incorporate an initial proposal of which other Metro public transportation 

options will connect to the Gardendale Metro Station; if rerouting, additional Metro bus lines need to be 

added, etc.  This will better enable the community, jurisdiction, to better understand what the anticipated 

increased level of traffic (cars, buses, etc) may be, and identify how and where Metro proposes to place a bus 

depot and/or additional stops near the Metro station High

6 Overall

Grade Separation at Intersections

The proposed path of the Metro rail will intersect 2-3 streets within a short distance of one another (Imperial 

Highway, Garfield, and possibly Flores if Flores is opened up).  After leaving the Gardendale Station the train 

will intersect Gardendale Ave.  Recommend the intersection at Imperial Highway and Garfield have grade 

separation from the vehicular streets due to the amount of vehicular traffic on these streets and the potential 

vehicular backup at other intersections while waiting for a train to clear the intersection.  Additionally, Metro 

should prioritize grade separation of the West Santa Ana Branch whenever possible, particularly on major 

arterial streets, as defined by the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, or their respective cities. High

7 Overall
Sound Walls and Noise Mitigation

It is highly encouraged that Metro invest in sound walls or landscaping designed to minimize noise in any 

residential areas along the West Santa Ana Branch corridor. High

8 Overall
 Station Capacity

Metro ought to build all stations with the capacity to handle 3-car trains, to account for fluctuations and long 

term ridership goals. High

LA County CEO Asset Management Branch Comments regarding Metro WSABTC and Station Area Plan Charrette Presentations



CITY OF BELLFLOWER 

RESOLUTION NO. 18-50 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SUBMISSION TO THE 
LOS ANGELES METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
(MTA), A LETTER EXPRESSING THE CITY OF BELLFLOWER'S 
CONCERNS, COMMENTS. AND ISSUES ASSOCIATED WITH THE 
REVISED AND RECIRCULATED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTIENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT REGARDING THE WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH 
TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT. 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BELLFLOWER DOES RESOLVE AS 
FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Council finds and declares as follows: 

A. On August 1. 2018, the City of Bellflower submitted a letter outlining its 
environmental scoping comments in response to MTA’s original Notice of 
Preparation of a Draft EnVironmental Impact StatementlEnvironmental 
Impact Report for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

MTA has provided the City of Bellflower with a Revised and Recirculated 
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact- 
StatementIEnvironmental Impact Report for the dated July 11. 2018. 

The implementation of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
Project and the construction of a downtown light rail station on Bellflower 
Boulevard is overall a positive development for the City of Bellflower 
bringing both expanded transit and economic development opportunities 
to the City. 

The construction and operation of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit 
Corridor Project will have various impacts on the community Including. but 
not limited to traffic. noise. vibration, business interruption, air quality. 
safety. etc. 

As a result of the various impacts the West Santa Ana Branch Transit 
Corridor Project will have on the City of Bellflower. it is in the City's best 
interest as an affected agency along the proposed transit corridor to" 
provide to MTA a comprehensive list of concerns, issues, and comments- 
that should be included in. and considered during the preparation of the 
Draft Environmental Impact StatementlEnvironmental Impact Report for 
the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 
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City of Bellflcwer 
Resolution No. 18—50 — WSAB Environmental Scoping commone- 
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SECTION 2. This Resolution does not affect any penalty. forfeiture. of liability 
incurred before. or preclude prosecution and imposition of penalties for any violation 
occurring before this Resolution’s effective date. Any such amended part will remain in 
full force and effect for sustaining action or prosecuting violations occurring before the 
effective date of this resolution. 

SECTION 3. If any part of this Resolution or its appiication' Is deemed invalid by a 
Court of competent Jurisdiction. the City Council intends that such invalidity will not affect- 
ihe effectiveness of the remaining provisions or applications and. to this end. the» 
provisions of this Resolution are severable. 

SECTION 4. The City Council authorizes the City Manager to submit to MTA a 
letter. attached as Exhibit “A” and hereby incorporated by reference. expressing the 
City‘s comments concerns and issues that should be addressed during the 
environmentai review process for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Projem- 

SECTION 5. The Mayor or presiding officer. is hereby authorized to affix his-3 
signature to this Resolution signifying its adoption by the City Council 'of the City of 
Beliflower. and the City Clerk. or her duly appointed deputy. is directed to attest thereto. 

SECTION B. This Resolution will psoome effective" immediately upon adoption- 
and will remain effective unless repealed .or superseded. 

. PASSED. APPROVED. AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY GDUNGIL OF THE 
CITY OF BELLFLDWER THIS 21'“ DAY OF AUGUST 2018. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA _ 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )85 
CITY OF BELLFLOWER ) 

l, Mayra Ochiqui, City Clerk of the City of Bellflower. California, do hereby certify 
under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Resolution No. 18-50 was duly passedr 
approved. and adopted by the City Council of the City of Bellflower at its 
Special Meeting of August 21, 2018, by the following vote to wit: 

AYES: Council Members — Garza, Koops, Schnableggor, Santa Ines. and. 
Mayor Duntdn ' 

Dated: August .21, 201-8 

ui, City Clerk 
City 3 lflowor, California 

(SEAL) 
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August 2'1 . 20.18- 

Teresa Wong. Project Manager _ _ __ 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza. MIS 99-22-4 
Los Angeles. CA 90012 

Subject: West SantaAna Branch Proiect'Sc'oping' Comments -— Letter no.2 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

The |lility of Bellflower (City). as a govem‘ment "agency affected by the 
construction and operation of the West Santa Ana Branch light rail transportation 
project (WSAB). has been invited by Metro to again comment on the proiect as 
part of the Environmental Review process. Accordingly. the City is r'esubmltting 
and has augmented the following comments and concerns- 

THE CITY IS EMPHASIZING ITS REQUEST THAT THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT (EIR) INCLUDE A FOCUS ON THE ANALYSIS OF A 
GRADE SEPARATED TRAIN STATION AT THE CITY OF BELLFLOWER 
STATION LOCATION AND GRADE SEPARATED TRACK THROUGHOUT 
THE CITY OF BELLFLOWER. 

Because the Right of Way (ROW). for the Southern Alignment traverses 
Bellflo'wer at the angle that it does. nearly every majdr arterial road is affected. 
This includes Woodruf’f Avenue. Flower Street. Bellflower Boulevard. 
Alondra Boulevard. Clark Street. and Lakewood Boulevard. Therefore. the 
community is understandably concerned about "At-Grade" street crossings.- 
There are several downsides to this design option especially with the projected 
ridership numbers of 65.000 to 70.000 daily riders for the WSAB line. _ During 
peak periods. 5 to 6 minute headways in each direction could easily STOP traffic- 
for at least 25 and perhaps as much as 30 minutes during each hour. with the 
crossing gates coming down every 3 to 6 minutes. Because this is the peak 
period. this adds travel time to a substantial amount of Bellflower's routine 
vehicle and pedestrian traffic. including those commuting to work and parents 
dropping offlpicking up children from the major schools in and just outside of 
Bellflower. These many and prolonged stops will add to local air pollution. traffic; 
delays-and travel frustrations thereby decreasing the quality .of life of Betlftovrer 
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Environmental Scoping comments ' 
August 21,-2tl1ti 
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residents and Belitlower business. owners by a project that by its-very nature is 
meant to decrease these same issues for the cities the WSAB traversesand is' 
supposed to serve. Not only should current traffic levels be analyzed. but future. 
levels as well as the growth in population and population densities over time. 

The WSAB-is unique in thatit traverses Beltflower and other cities at 'a diagonal 
versus the typical northiscuth and. easiiwest street :grids. As such. at-grade- 
crossings in this configuration are much more challenging for all types of traffic. 
can stop traffic in multiple directions. and are more dangerous. Examples of this 
in Bellflower can be found at the intersections of Woodruff Avenuer'Flora Vista 
.StreetiFlower Street. and Clark Avenueihlondra Boulevardi'Fiora ‘v'ista Street. 
Even the Beilfiower Boulevard crossing and station location would impact traffic-' 
on feeder streets such as Flora ‘v'ista Street to the north and Pacific Avenue. 
Mayne Street. and Oak Street to the south. This also disrupts the walkabiliiy of 
the .station area. negatively impacting any firstiiast mile benefits of the train 
station location and the time and funds expended on 'the- Transit Oriented 
Development (TDD) specific'plan 'curr'entiy underway. 

Additionally. the distance from where the track emerges from under the Si 
freeway to Woodmff Avenue is approximately 2.5.90 lineal feet, which provides.- 
More than enough distance to elevate the bottom of the track structure to 13 feet 
above .grade 'at a slope equal to 'or less than the 4%.maxir‘nurn allowable light rail 
slope. 

To reduce the foregoing environmental impacts. the |E-Zity of Bellfiower- is. 
therefore. requesting that Metro consider constructing. a grade separated track 
through the city and a grade separated train station at Beiifiower Boulevard. and 
to have the EIR indicate in the Project Descrlption chapter. that the grogosed 
train tracks and train station will be above-grade and grade separated within the 
fly. Ai-a minimum. as an option. the. requested grade separated track and train 
station should be described and evaluated in the “Alternatives” chapter of the- 
EIR. 

The followihg. describes benefits of dense-acting. aboveug'rade and grade: 
separated train tracks and train station in the City of Bellflower. 

Tra’fi‘ic Interruptions 1l.-"Ii'i|| Be Reduced: A grade separated track through the City of 
Beliflower will alleviate the traffic interruptions and other issuesdiscussed above. 
in addition. it would facilitate the continued safe use of the recently constructed. 
high quality pedestrian trail and class I bicycle path. which are heavily Used for 
environmentally friendly transportation while also contributing positively to the- 
health of those who use them. The walking trail and bicycle path will also'then 



city of Beilflower- West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Project- 
Environmental Scoping Comments 
August 21. Efl‘lfl 
Page 3 of 9 

provide opportunities for the community to get to the transit station on safe. 
duality routes that are separated from the vehicular traffic on the streets and the-- 
light raii in the right of way. The City believes strongly that the operation of these 
paths should not only continue. but be expanded into other cities to enhance 
firstrlast mite use of the transportation system and encourage healthy lifestyles - 
Steps toward this end have already been taken between the cities of Eeilflower 
and Paramount in an effort to continue the paths. from their current northern 
Eellflcwer terminus at Lakewood Blvd. northward into and through the City of 
Paramount. 

Public Saffii Will Be Improved: In grade separated systems. safety is- enhanced 
In that these systems have much less opportunity to interact with pedestrians. 
bicycles and vehicles. The City notes that. while METRE} has worked dilige'ntiy 
to mitigate coilisions along the predominantly at—grade Blue Line. there continues 
to be collisions. which everyone: would like to see reduoe'd to zero. These 
collisions. when they oocur1 shut down the transportation system, often become 
major life changing events for the impacted people, delay all forms of traffic at the 
impacted crossing and at other crossings as traffic is diverted in an effort to avoid 
the incident area. In addition. the costs associated with the aftennath of such 
collisions. include repair costs. increased labor costs when working with 
insurance companies. increased insurance premiums. as well as legal costs and 
potential major law suit settlement costs. 

Community Input and Support. Many Bellfiower residents have expressed the 
desired for an elevated train station at public outreach events. At the Citys first- 
public outreach event on June 2?“ a poll was conducted by City staff to 
determine which option was desired by residents Staff found that residents were 
overwhelmingly in favor of an above— —grade station (26. residents). compared to 2 
residents were for at«_grade. Further outreach and comments received continned 
.the input. The comments ooliected by the City were incorporated with the City-s..- 
August 1. 2017 letter. 

POTENTIAL ENVIRUNMENTAL IMPACTS 

Please evaluate the following environmental impacts relating. to the proposed 
train track ROW and train station location. 

DrainageiWater Table improvements: Discuss any bio-.swalerflood control 
measures along the track ROW. including the train station location. Bid-swells 
design. vegetation. the. depth of the water table and its'impacton construction. 
etc. should he described .. 



City of Bellflower— 1illiest Santa Ana Branch Gerridor'Project' 
Environmental Scoping Comments 
August 21. 2018 
Page 4 of 9 

Landscaping Improvemeng; Describe all proposed vegetation and landscaping 
improvements. Including the size and height of trees and shrubs along the ROW 
and train station and how they can be used as a visual and potential sound buffer 
between the track and adjacent residences. 

Util‘y Improvements: Describe all proposed irrigation. cable. and electrical 
Improvements. and communications improvements for public safety and civilian 
communications. Undergrounding of improvements should also he discussed. 

Lighting and Aesthetic Impacts: Evaluate project lighting and visual effects along 
the track ROW and train station. The height and design of proposed lights, 
poles. etc. should be discussed at to the impacts on adjacent residences. 

Public Gathering Areas and Amenities. Parks. and School Impacts: The train 
station and ROW will be located near the downtown area of Bellflcwer and 
Car'uthers Park, which also includes both private and public school locations 
within and just outside of Bellflower. Accordingly. construction and operations of 
the trains along the tracks and station will impact the neighboring downtown 
area. Caruthers Park and nearby schools. Please evaluate potential impacts to 
the downtown area and nearby schools during construction and operation of the 
train facilities and improvements. 

Vehicular Traffic. Cycling. and Pedestrian Impacts: Evaluate (‘1) vehicular traffic. 
cycling and pedestrian delays, (2) vehicle and bicycle accidents. (3) the timing 
and construction and closures as a- result of other regional transportation projects 
such as improvement projects to the 5. 710. 505, 91. and 405 freeways. and (4} 
emergency responder response times associated with construction and 
operations of all train facilities and improvements. 

Noise and Vibration impacts: Evaluate the sound and noise impacts during 
construction and operation of all train facilities on residential. business and 
school uses adjacent to the ROW. the historical train station at B'ellflower Blvd., 
and the new Bellflower Events Center and Fire Museum. A significant number of 
residences are located adjacent to the ROW including a senior housing 
development on Flora Vista Street. south of Bellflovver Blvd. in areas adjacent to 
residential uses and sensitive receptors, the use of vibration dampening 
lconstruction and noiseattenuationiabsorbing sound walls. double pane window 
retrofits. or other devices should be explored as well as a minimum use of train 
horns (which would be unnecessary if the WSAB- is grade separated) throughout 
the ROW. 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH TD MITIGATE BUSINESS INTERRUPTIDN DURING 
CDNSTRUCTION' 

The City believes that Metro must do a better job to ensure it minimizes the 
negative impacts arid effects on adjacent and surrounding businesses. In 
Metro's public outreach process. the City recommends that several meetings be 
geared specifically to the business community that will be impacted. Detailed 
discussions on how Metro will mitigate the negative effects as well as focused 
and thoughtful consideration of the suggestions from the business community 
should be apparent. The City is certain that the Beitftower business community 
will be concerned about changes in traffic patterns. traffic delays. construction 
traffic. pollution and noise as well as possible construction related parking 
challenges. The City believes that a “Business Interruptionillllitigation Fund“ be 
established to assist businesses negatively impacted by the project. especially 
during the construction phase. Initiatives, such as the "EAT. SHOP. PLAY — 
CRENSHAW” should be explored with local communities along the WSAB 
corridor including the City of Bellflower. 

ARCHITECTURAL AND RELATED AMENITIES STANDARDS 

Bellflower has recently and continues to elevate its development standards for 
development and construction projects throughout the community. "especially in 
the downtown where the proposed station will be located. We expect that Metro 
will respect our standards and develop the system and train station in a manner 
that will not only enhance the functionality of the system. but also the appearance 
in such a way that encourages the perception of quality..sense of safety of use. 
and community pride. ' 

SAFETY AND SECURITY 

Safety and security should be addressed for both the construction phases as well 
as the operational phase of the project. The Bellflower Station should be 
designed in a manner that provides safety to riders and the local community. 
Activities negatively impacting ridership including but not limited to transient 
loitering. graffiti. theft. and assault should be addressed in the physical design 
and operations of the station. 

SUPPORT FOR EXPECTATIONS OF OTHER CITIES 

The City of Bellflower is an original member of the Orange Line Development 
Authority (CLDA). now Eco-Rapid Transit as a member or that organization. 
Eeilflou'rer. like the other members of EcmRapid Transit. are committed to 
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support the point of view of the other member cities. Each city has its-own 
designs and expectations that reflect the. attitudes and character of each 
community. These cities have agreed that what will work for one city may not be 
the desire of other cities. AccordinglyI the cities are committed to support each 
other throughout the development process of the WSAB and support the notion 
that the WSAB line be constructed as one project from the City of Artesia to 
Union Station and not compieted in phases. 

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT SPEOlFlG PLAN AND CURRENT 
DEVELOPMENT EFFORTS 

The City of Bellflower is a recipient to the Metro TOD Planning Grant Program 
and is in the process of finaiizing a specific plan in anticipation of the WSAB 
project. The current draft calls for mixed use zoning of up to ion dwelling units 
per acre in the areas immediately around the proposed station site (Beliflower 
Blvd and the Pacific Eiectric Right of Way). Additionally. some near term projects 
will also impact the same intersection. The lCity recently completed its 24.0.0.0 
square foot Mayne Events Center and Los Angeles County Fire Museum 
immediately across from the station site. This project will bring additional 
pedestrian and vehicular traffic to the Downtown. The facility is also designed for 
future expansion, which may bring additional traffic to the Downtown. Two other 
regional draw projects less than H from the station site are either in the 
planninglproposel stage (Bellflower Blvd .ll'v'iayne St. Mixed Use TOD project) or 
under construction (SteelCraft — outdoor foodhall made up of modified shipping 
leontainers) and will have impacts to parking in the area- Therefore, the proposed 
planning efforts and current developments will have immediate near term effects 
.to traffic volumes and parking, and should analyzed accordingly. The City 
believes the impact on traffic to Beilfiower Blvd. will require the station and the 
track to be elevated. 

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENTMOINT DEVELOPMENT ANDIOR 
FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES: 

The project should analyze the- potential to have a Metro and City of Bellflower 
joint development effort for the development of the station. station ainenlties. and 
adjacent transit oriented developments. Efforts should be formalized through 
some sort of agreement or memorandum of understanding. Joint development 
efforts should involve members of the community, local stakeholders. and private 
developers to maximize community engagement and funding leverage. Station 
and associated development should reflect the desire of-‘the local community. 
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Transportation facilities and amenities should be given preference for Metro grant- 
programs such as the Call for Projects. The Ctty has previously applied for Call 
for Projects (2009. 2011. and 2015} for first-last mile transportation amenities 
around the station without being grantediapprovod for funding. 

Below is a rendering depicting the current vision for a possible transit oriented 
development project to occur at the. Downtown Beltflower Station location (draft 
2016). This rendering has been presented at numerous outreach events and has 
been well received by members of the Bellflower community. 

BIKE STATION, BIKE SHARE. AND RELATED FACILITIES 

The WSAB project should analyze the expansion of the Bellflower Bike Trail to 
include Metro bike sharelrentals. secure bike parking. and associated amenities 
including showers, locker rooms. education courses and specialty rides along the 
route through Paramount. The Class I bike trail is an important community asset 
that will eventually provide connection from the Los Angeles River through the 
City of Paramount and Bellflower to the San Gabriel River. These bike facilities 
are regional routes for southeastern LA County cities. MoreOver. the expansion 
of' these facilities will provide better first-last rnile connections to the various 
corridor stations. 

PRESERVATION OF LOCAL AMENITIES AND LANDMARKS 

The WSAB project should preserve local amenities including fl'le. historic Pacific 
Electric. Train Station. “Belle the Cow," City of Bellflower monument signage and 
fountain, and the Bellflower Bike and Pedestrian Path. 
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STATION LOCATION AND CONSTRUCTION STAGING AREA 

The location for the Bellflower Station should be on the north side of the Pacific 
Right of Way and just west of Beilfiower Blvd generally located at 1630'? 
Beliflower Blvd (AFN. 7106-013- 4301). The site is currently privately owned and 
approximateiy 2.5 acres in size. Additionally expansion to the north may be 
necessary depending on transit station spacing requirements and first-last mile 
connection amenities such as parking. bus and car drop-off areas. bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities. and associated compatible uses. In anticipation of the high 
ridership estimated for this transit route. it is imperative that sufficient parking be 
provided with the station for transit riders to ensure local parking to businesses" 
and nearby residences are not impacted by overflow parking from the. transit 
station. 

The City encourages Metro to work with the City early taracquire the siteearly in 
the process for construction staging. ' 

FLEXIBILITY IN LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS 

As of the writing of this letter it is understood that the City of Beliflower will be 
expected to showiprovide a 3% local agency match and that the guidelines for 
what qualifies as part of the 3% match have not yet been detailed The City 
believes that Metro should be flexible in its interpretation of what expenditures 
qualify for the local 3% matching fonds and when those expenditures occurred. 
The City recognizes that the goals are to reduce vehicle traffic and encourage 
use of the rail system. With that being said, there are many means and paths to, 
achieve that end. The City believes that local expenditures for part-ting near the 
station (whether or not specifically designed for station use), costs for 
construction and maintenance of specific firstilast mile systems (bus. bicycle. 
pedestrian) designed to encourage use of the rail system should be considered 
eligible as pad of the required match. 

Traffic signalization and pedestrian safety improvements near the station 
{whether or not specifically designed for station use). costs for sonatruction and 
maintenance of specificI firstilast mile systems (bust bicycle pedestrian} designed 
to encourage use of the rail system should be considered eligible as part of the 
required match. Traffic signalization pedestrian safety improvements, as well as 
firstilast mile improvements are all certainly part of what encourages and orients 
a community to use regional transportation systems. The City intends to spend 
money now on projects that will benefit, contribute to. and integrate with the 
WSAB line. Any (3i funds expended. either through public-improvements or in- 
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support of private improvements related to supportinglencouraging regional 
transportation should be considered eligible even if they Were eitpended prior to 
when the final scope of the project was determined and construction begun. 

Additionally, the City of Bellflower believes that the required 3% local match 
required by Measure M should be shared by all of the cities in Los Angeles 
County since the WSAB- is funded countywide by Measure M and will have long 
lasting. positive countywide. impacts during its development and construction as 
well as once it is operational. 

We appreciate the opportunity to share our views and expectations concerning 
the construction of the West-senile Ana Branch Transit Project; 

Attachments: Gity Council ResoIUticn “17:33. 
Eco-Rapid Letter 

copies: Beilfiow'er City Council 
Eco-Rapid B'cardcf Directors 



CITY OF BELLFLOWER 

RESOLUTION NO. 17-33 

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE EFFORTS OF ECO—RAPID TRANSIT 
[ECO-RAPID} AND THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY {MTA} TO STUDY. RECOMMEND. 
AND POTENTIALLY SITE A RAIL TRANSIT MAINTENANCE YARD ON 
A 21-ACRE PARCEL (LAKEWOODISOMERSET SITE) LOCATED 
EAST OF LAKEWOOD BOULEVARD AND SOUTH OF SOMERSET 
BOULEVARD 

THE CITY COUNCIL RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Council finds as feliows: 

A. The 21-acre Open SpaceIPaintbali location. near the intersection of 
Lakewood Boulevard and Somerset Boulevard. is the largest. open space 
parcel in the City and represents a significant component of the City‘s 
strategy in providing much needed recreation opportunities to our 
population of more than 77.000 residents. 

The City of Bellflower supports'the preservation ofithe 21 acres of open 
space at LakewoodrSomerset. 

Eco Rapid commissioned AECOM to prepare a. report 1which ultimately 
recommended the Lakewoodome’rset site as one of four available 
options for a Transit Yard supporting the proposed West Santa Ana 
Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

The City of Beilfiower requests that the Board of Directors. and its officers. 
at Eco-Rapid Transit and. potentially, MTA. reconsider this item. take 
formal action to remove the LakewoodISomerset site from the list of 
recommended alternatives to be analyzed and considered in the scoping 
process that follows. 

The City Manager and his designees are authorized to take whatever 
actions are deemed necessary to oppose the establishment of the 
LakewocdiSomerset site as. a future Transit Yard in support of the West 
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

SECTION 2. This Resolution does not affect any penaily. forfeiture. or liability 
incurred before. or preclude prosecution and imposition cf penalties for any violation 
occurring before. this Resolution‘s effective date. Any such amended part will remain in 
run force and effect for sustaining-action or prosecuting vioiations occurring before the 
effective date of this Resolution. 

5 % .  If any part of this Resolution or its application is deemed invalid 
by a court of competent jurisdiction. the City Council intends thatsuch invalidity will not 
affect the effectiveness of the‘remaining provisions or applications and. to this end. "the 
provisions of this Reeclutlon are severable. 

Page1 of! 
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§EC]'_ION 4. To the extent that any other resolution pertaining to the 
opposition of the efforts of Eco-Rapid and the MTA to study. recommend. and 
potentially site a rail transit maintenance yard on a 21-acre parcel (LakewoodlSomerset- 
site) located east of Lakewood Boulevard and South of' Somerset Boulevard, is 
incorporated into this Resolution, it is superseded in its entirety. 

SECTION E. The Mayor. or presiding officer. is hereby,.a‘uthorizdd to affix his 
signature to this Resolution signifying its adoption by the City Council of the City :of 
Bellflower. and the City Clerk. or her'doly appointed deputy. is directed to attest thereto. 

secnon s. This. Resolution will beoome' effective immediately upon 
adoption. 

PAsseo, APPROVED Aha ADOPTED av meow council. OF THE .cm' 
on BELLFLOWER- ‘n-ns zs'“ DAY OF JUNE 2:117. 

Ron Schnablegger, yer 

ATTEST: 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )88 
CITY OF BELLFLOWER ) 

I. Mayra Ochlqui. City Clerk of the City of Bellflower, California. do hereby certify 
under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Resolution No. 17-33 was duly passed, 
approved. and adopted by the City Council of the City of Bellflower at its Special 
Meeting of'June 26. 201 T. by the following vote to wit: 

AYES: Council Members — Danton. Garza. Koops. 
and Santa Ines 

NOT PARTICIPATING: Council Member - Mayor-Schnablegg'Er 

Dated: June-27. 2m? 

(SEAL). 
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July 31, zen 

ii'is. Fanny Pan 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, Iii/5 99-22-41 
Los Angeles, CA some 

Re: Potential Beilflower. Rail Maintenance Facility 

WWW Ecohkj 
Earlier this month the Eco- -Rapld Transit Board of Directors unanimously voted to 
support a Resolution adopted by the Beiifiower City Council that seeks to have the 
Beilflower location for the proposed Rail Maintenance Facility eliminated from fiJl‘ther 
consideration. The site is the last undeveloped large open— space parcel remaining In 
the City and is under long-term lease to an outdoor sports business. 

Before taking action, the Eco-Rapid Transit Board had a robust discussion on what 
attematives might be available for the Eellfiower location. When It was disclosed that 
current Federal law would require any open space taken for transit be replaced 
within the city limits, it was clear that there was no viable option but to determine 
that the Beilflower location is not feasible. 

In addition, the Board Member from Cudahy expressed his concerns regarding their 
potential Rail Maintenance Faciiity location. It was determined that a Metro guided 
tour of current Rail Maintenance Facilities should be scheduled for local eiectecl 
officials and key staff as soon as possible to familian'ze themselves with the 
operations, impacts and benefits of a Fall Maintenance Facility as a precursor to . 
further discussions by the Eco-Rapid Transit Board. We will coordinate with your staff 
to schedule this tour as soon as is possible. 

The recent action by the Eco— Rapid Transit Board of Directors with regard to the 
Bellflower location does not in any way indicate a change in the Board's steadfast 
support for the design, construction and operation of the West Santa Ana Branch line 
as soon as practicable. 

we look forward to your- response. 

Sindfli‘ély, 

Michael R. Kodama . . 
Executive Director, Eco-Rapid Transit 

16401 Farm Boulevard - Palomino! . ' 3 l  Kim - ififiii W ‘ m m  



Cerritos 

FEW or“ tjgeammgm fill-I‘m"; 
CIVIC CENTER - 18125 BLOOMFIELD AVENUE 

P.O. BOX 5150 - CERRITOS. CALIFORNIA 90705-5150 
PHONE: (562) 916—150! - FAX: (562) 468-1095 

WWW.CERRITOS.US 2008 

OFFICE or THE cm MANAGER July 17, 2018 
ART GALLUCCI 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: UPDATED PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD (JULY 11, 2018 - 
AUGUST 24, 2018) - CITY OF CERRITOS COMMENTS REGARDING 
THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION 
AUTHORITY'S (METRO) PROPOSED WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH 
(WSAB) TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT - SOUTHERN ALIGNMENT 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

On behalf of the City of Cerritos, I would like to thank Metro for hosting a public outreach 
workshop at the Cerritos Center for the Performing Arts on Tuesday, July 10, 2018. The 
City of Cerritos appreciates Metro extending its public outreach efforts to the Cerritos City 
Council and the Cerritos community related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(WSAB) transit light rail corridor project over the past month. The City of Cerritos is 
hopeful that Metro staff will incorporate comments and recommendations provided to Metro 
by the Cerritos City Council and the Cerritos community into Metro's environmental 
assessment and TOD strategic plan studies, with participation by affected communities. At 

_ the July 10, 2018 public outreach workshop, the City was made aware of an updated public 
scoping comment period beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending on August 24, 2018. In 
light of the updated public comment period, and in response to comments received from 
Cerritos residents and constituents at the public outreach workshop, the City of Cerritos 
acting as a community stakeholder and in the best interest of Cerritos residents, would like 
to hereby provide Metro with its recommendations and direction related to the proposed 
WSAB transit corridor project, and would like to request that such comments be including in 
Metro's preparation of an environmental analysis in conformance with California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements, and the preparation of a transit-oriented 
development strategic implementation plan for cities along the proposed corridor. 

Metro-Proposed Station Locations 

As identified in initial documents supporting the environmental analysis and the TOD 
strategic implementation plan, as well as in presentation and meeting materials, Metro 
originally proposed two (2) station locations in the City of Cerritos. The first, located within 
the right—of way and on adjacent commercial properties at the northwest corner of Gridley 
Road and 183rd Street ("Proposed Cerritos Station 1"). The second, proposed by Metro as 
an optional southernmost terminus, located within the right of way and on adjacent 
commercial property at the northeast corner of Bloomfield Avenue and Del Amo Boulevard 
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("Proposed Optional Cerritos Station 2"). In addition, in response to City Council direction 
provided to Metro at the June 14, 2018 City Council meeting, Metro has now begun its 
assessment of an alternative station location, generally located along the right-of—way at 
Studebaker Road, south of Artesia Boulevard (“Proposed Alternative Cerritos Station 3"). 

Please note that the City of  Cerritos does not currently support a station location in Cerritos 
due to the close proximity of a Metro-proposed station location in the City of Artesia, and in 
light of the fact that the Proposed Cerritos Station 1 and Proposed Optional Cerritos Station 
2 currently consist of regional commercial properties that contribute to the City's economic 
development efforts in the City of Cerritos, including sales tax generation, decreasing the 
City's unemployment rate, and providing various consumer shopping opportunities. While 
the City does not currently support a station location anywhere in Cerritos, the Proposed 
Alternative Cerritos Station 3 possesses the greatest potential for re-use and economic 
development opportunities and as a result should be assessed in Metro's environmental, 
station location, and TOD implementation plan studies, due to its proximity to the 605 
Freeway, and in light of the fact that the area is primarily comprised of industrial or 
commercial uses, and is buffered from residential land uses. 

Lastly, i f  the proposed WSAB transit corridor project proposes to locate a station location in 
the City of  Cerritos, the City of Cerritos hereby requests that such stations be identified as 
secondary station types, with less frequent stops and intervals than others along the entire 
corridor. 

Metro-Proposed At-Grade Light Rail Technology 

Utilization of at-grade light rail technology along the WSAB transit corridor, as identified as 
the method in Metro's environmental and TOD implementation plan documents, as well as 
in presentation and meeting materials, may generate significant impacts to residential land 
uses directly adjacent to the right-of-way, by way of increased noise and vibration 
associated with the operation of this technology. Further, the technology would not be 
grade separated, thereby creating approximately eight (8) grade crossings along the route 
within Cerritos. These grade crossings would create traffic impacts resulting in potential 
safety hazards for pedestrians and motorists in the area and the potential for a decline in 
consumer spending due to accessibility constraints to the City‘s major commercial shopping 
centers adjacent to the proposed light rail line. 

It is for these reasons that the City of Cerritos currently does not support an at-grade light 
rail line along the corridor, due to the potential noise, traffic, and environmental impacts to 
residential uses and the Cerritos community. Accordingly, the City would only entertain the 
potential use of the right-of—way for a below-grade transit line, given that a below-grade 
transit line would significantly reduce any of the aforementioned impacts in the City of 
Cerritos and its residents. 

Metro-Proposed Locations for Parking Facilities/Structures 

Parking structures or parking facilities to support Metro—proposed stations, as identified in 
initial documents supporting the environmental analysis and the TOD strategic 
implementation plan, proposed on privately-owned land in the City of Cerritos, thereby 
displacing existing Cerritos sales tax generating commercial properties, is not supported by 
the City of Cerritos. Specifically, parking structures or parking facilities to support the rail 
line at the Los Cerritos Center, Plaza 183 shopping center, or other commercial properties 
to support the proposed stations in Cerritos, should not be proposed without the prior 
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consent of, or outreach to, the respective Cerritos property owners. It should also be noted 
that the environmental analysis should address potential economic impacts associated with 
displacing existing commercial or office uses. In addition, any proposal for a station in 
the City of Artesia, shall include the supporting parking structures or parking 
facilities located wholly within the jurisdictional boundaries of the City of Artesia, 
rather than locating said parking facilities to support the Artesia station within the 
City of Cerritos as currently proposed. 

Metro '5 Environmental Analysis - Del Amo Boulevard Realignment Project 

As Metro is aware, on June 14, 2018 the City Council recommended that Metro expand its 
environmental analysis to include the re-alignment of Del Arno Boulevard at the County 
line, inclusive of the Del Arno Bridge. In anticipation of the WSAB connection into the 
County of Orange, linking the cities of Cerritos, Lakewood, La Palma and Cypress, it is 
imperative that the Del Amo Boulevard Bridge over Coyote Creek be replaced due to 
pedestrian and vehicular access concerns, and safety concerns with the curvilinear 
alignment of this area that transects the Metro-owned right-of—way. In order to realign 
this area of the City, an environmental assessment of this realignment project will be 
required to be completed, and given that the right-of-way directly intersects this project 
area, the City of Cerritos hereby requests that Metro include the assessment in its 
environmental analysis for the proposed line. Information related to the Del Arno Boulevard 
realignment project has already been provided to Metro, by way of separate 
correspondence, for incorporation in the WSAB transit corridor project‘s environmental 
assessment study. 

Again, thank you for hosting a public outreach workshop in the City of Cerritos and for 
providing information to the community related to the proposed WSAB transit corridor 
project, with emphasis on the southern alignment. City staff is hopeful that the position of 
the City relative to the proposed at—grade light rail line will be accurately reflected and 
incorporated in the environmental assessment and in the TOD strategic implementation 
plan relative to the overall design and use of the right-of—way corridor. 

Should you have any questions regarding the City's comments and/or information contained 
herein please feel free to contact Advance Planning Manager Kristin Aguila at (562) 916— 
1201 or by email at kaguila@cerritos.us. 

Sincerely, 

Art Gallucci 
City Manager 

cc Cerritos City Council 
Los Angeles County Supervisor Janice Hahn 
Lynda Johnson, Field Deputy, Supervisor Hahn Bellflower Field Office 
Torrey N. Contreras, Director of Community Development 
Kanna Vancheswaren, Director of Public Works 
Kristin Aguila, Advance Planning Manager 
Manjeet Ranu, Metro Senior Executive Officer 
Monica Born, Metro Deputy Executive Officer 
Laura Cornejo, Metro Deputy Executive Officer 
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cc: Julia Brown, Metro Community Relations Manager 
Terri Slimmer, Metro Senior Manager 
Michael Kodama, Eco-Rapid Transit 
Edgar Gutierrez, Arellano Associates 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong @ wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 @ 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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M e t  r d  project website (as indicated abo ve). 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
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·1· ·could be implemented in a way that maximizes the

·2· ·benefits to Metro system and to the riders specifically.

·3· ·If the West Santa Ana Branch is interlined with the Blue

·4· ·Line, Blue Line riders coming down from Long Beach and

·5· ·along the existing Blue Line right-of-way would then be

·6· ·able to ride a grade separated alignment through Option

·7· ·G into the downtown core thus being able to reach

·8· ·downtown more quickly.

·9· · · · · · ·I will provide the rest of my remarks by

10· ·written comment.

11· · · · · · ·Thank you.

12· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

13· · · · · · ·I do not have any other speaker cards.· Does

14· ·anyone else wish to speak?

15· · · · · · ·They'll come by and get your card.

16· · · · · · ·Alan Kumamoto.

17· · · · ALAN KUMAMOTO:· Yeah, my name is Alan Kumamoto.

18· ·I'm a member of St. Francis Xavier Japanese Catholic

19· ·Center in the Arts District right adjacent to Alameda.

20· ·We support Option E and in looking at the end of the

21· ·line in Union Station we support the portal being in the

22· ·station as opposed to on Alameda because there's that

23· ·port there, because it's closer to connecting to other

24· ·trains.· Some of our members who live to the south or

25· ·southeast, when they come up and they want to go to the

14 
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·1· ·hospital or some of those, they can just go back where

·2· ·the buses are and USC and some of those provide buses,

·3· ·so a lot of those workers and so forth can all go to the

·4· ·medical centers up in that area and USC has got a

·5· ·facility up there as well; so we support that that way.

·6· · · · · · ·As far as underground and portal, we also

·7· ·support the idea of linking with the new Regional

·8· ·Connector that's current.

·9· · · · · · ·Thank you.

10· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

11· · · · · · ·I'm going to call back up Faramarz Nabori.  I

12· ·was just informed that the timer was not working

13· ·properly during your time so we're going to reset the

14· ·clock and let you start at two minutes again.

15· · · · FARAMARZ NABORI:· Thank you very much.

16· · · · · · ·So in addition to the benefit to Blue Line

17· ·riders, this would also double the capacity on the Expo

18· ·Line because by removing the Blue Line from the current

19· ·Washington, Flower alignment that would solve some of

20· ·the problems that Expo Line has with capacity at peak.

21· ·It also solves the challenge of the Washington/Flower

22· ·Line so then it simplifies Metro's ability to deal with

23· ·that problem.· It encourages traffic flow along

24· ·Washington Boulevard and gives a one-seat ride to the

25· ·Expo Line from both branches of the Gold Line and it

14 
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·1· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thanks, Julia.

·2· · · · · · ·To help facilitate this process we're going to

·3· ·be using speaker cards that should look like this in

·4· ·your information packet.· They're half sheets with green

·5· ·background.· I haven't received any speaker cards at

·6· ·this point --

·7· · · · · · ·Okay.· Here we go.

·8· · · · · · ·My colleague Josh...

·9· · · · · · ·Okay.· While we're collecting the cards just

10· ·want to go over a few ground rules.· We're going to be

11· ·allotting up to two minutes per speaker.· Speakers are

12· ·going to be called in the order that the speaker cards

13· ·are being received.· When you go up to the microphone

14· ·which is located here in the front to your right.

15· ·Please make sure to state your name and your message

16· ·clearly as we have the court reporter documenting

17· ·everything that you're speaking into the microphone.

18· · · · · · ·Now to get started, the first speaker that I

19· ·have here is Ariana Nussdorf -- or Nussdorf, I'm sorry.

20· ·Followed by B. Timberlake.

21· · · · ARIANA NUSSDORF:· Hi.· My name is Arianna Nussdorf.

22· ·I serve on several community boards.· I'm here on my own

23· ·accord but I have served on D-Link, I've been on

24· ·committees for the fashion industry (inaudible), I'm on

25· ·the board of condo -- for my condo at Santee Village,

14 

REGAL 



35

·1· ·I'm all over the place with city stuff and I really pay

·2· ·attention and care.· I'm really excited about the

·3· ·opportunity so thank you so much for doing that.· And

·4· ·I'm really, really hoping that you go with the route

·5· ·that has that east/west corridor in it, the one that has

·6· ·the stop with South Park in the Fashion district.

·7· ·There's really -- I feel like there's a hole right now

·8· ·where we don't have enough transportation.· That Santee

·9· ·alley it's a huge shopping area and I think that we have

10· ·an amazing opportunity to really help public

11· ·transportation through downtown if we go through that

12· ·route and I'm just really hoping that we make the right

13· ·choice and use that as the route.

14· · · · · · ·Thank you guys.

15· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

16· · · · · · ·Up next is B. Timberlake and he's our last

17· ·speaker so if anyone else is interested in speaking

18· ·please submit a speaker card.

19· · · · B. TIMBERLAKE:· Thank you.

20· · · · · · ·Unlike perhaps some people that you hear from

21· ·at these meetings, I ride Metro everyday including

22· ·holidays and weekends.· So I'm the person who needs this

23· ·and I ride it from the southeast cities.· There are a

24· ·number of changes from the last meeting that I went to

25· ·on this project.· One of which is -- and I'd like

14 
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·1· ·explanations for these.· Previously the area, the

·2· ·transit path between the Slauson and Washington Stations

·3· ·was going to be elevated.· Now if I heard correctly it

·4· ·is planned to be underground.· I actually think that's a

·5· ·better idea but I'd like to have an explanation.

·6· · · · · · ·Secondly, apparently it was slaught to be

·7· ·underground north of the Washington station if you take

·8· ·the Option E that goes to Union Station.· I'd like more

·9· ·information on that.

10· · · · · · ·Secondly -- or thirdly, the two options for

11· ·connection at Union Station which are the ones that I

12· ·personally prefer -- because I can get to 7th Street,

13· ·you know, via the Blue Line now but I can't get to Union

14· ·Station without transferring.· It's not a one-seat ride

15· ·from the southeast cities of L.A. County to Union

16· ·Station.· So I'd like to know exactly where those two

17· ·options, connecting options, at Union Station are and

18· ·whether they're both intended -- or at this point to be

19· ·underground or whether there is some other arrangement.

20· ·I'd like specifically to know how long it would take as

21· ·projected to get from the terminus of this West Santa

22· ·Ana Branch corridor to say the Gold Line.

23· · · · · · ·Thank you.

24· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

25· · · · · · ·Up next we have Matthew Rasenick and he's our

14 
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·1· ·on, but my thinking right now is it is pretty

·2· ·disrespectful to not have this in the Little Tokyo

·3· ·neighborhood.

·4· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · ·Up next is Chris Komai.

·6· · · · CHRIS KOMAI:· I have six seconds.

·7· · · · · · ·Hi.· I'm Chris Komai.· I'm not only a member

·8· ·of the board of Little Tokyo Community Council but my

·9· ·family has been running a business in Little Tokyo that

10· ·will be 115 years old this year.· What concerns me most

11· ·of all is these impacts of the construction projects

12· ·that effect the legacy businesses of communities like

13· ·ours.· Litte Tokyo is an environmental justice community

14· ·and when these businesses disappear, our community

15· ·disappears.· What I want to focus on is that the

16· ·mitigations that have been negotiated for the regional

17· ·connector, I think were good starts.· They were a good

18· ·start to figure out what's going on but we really have

19· ·to look at them, especially in the business improvement

20· ·fund.· There are businesses that were a stone's throw,

21· ·literally a stone's throw from where the regional

22· ·connector of Little Tokyo archbishop station is being

23· ·built and they were told they were not eligible for any

24· ·help and they went out of business.· So there's

25· ·something wrong from a very common sense point of view

14 
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·1· ·when something like that happens, because you draw these

·2· ·lines and say the guy on this side of the street is

·3· ·eligible, the guy on this side of the street is not.

·4· ·That makes no sense to me whatsoever.· What I'm hoping

·5· ·is that Metro will learn from this.· I understand that

·6· ·these original mitigations, the marketing which I think

·7· ·is working out very well with the Go Little Tokyo

·8· ·program, all of these things can be improved but the

·9· ·most important thing is Metro needs to come to the table

10· ·before the project gets set in stone and talk to us

11· ·early.· Don't talk to us after the fact.· Don't come and

12· ·say, "Here's the station, what color do you want it."

13· ·You have to really get down into what is really going to

14· ·benefit the communities that you say you serve.· So from

15· ·my standpoint you really need to sit down and talk to us

16· ·beforehand and not say, Here's what we have in mind,

17· ·what do you think of it.· It's too late to do that.· You

18· ·need to do that -- you need to involve us early, not

19· ·afterwards.

20· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· All right.· Thank you.

21· · · · · · ·Up next is David Ikegumi.

22· · · · · · ·And I have one more speaker card so if you

23· ·want to get ready, the name is Faramarz Nabori.

24· · · · DAVID IKEGUMI:· David Ikegumi.· I'm a property

25· ·owner and a stakeholder in the Little Tokyo area.· I and
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·5· ·is that Metro will learn from this.· I understand that

·6· ·these original mitigations, the marketing which I think

·7· ·is working out very well with the Go Little Tokyo

·8· ·program, all of these things can be improved but the

·9· ·most important thing is Metro needs to come to the table

10· ·before the project gets set in stone and talk to us

11· ·early.· Don't talk to us after the fact.· Don't come and

12· ·say, "Here's the station, what color do you want it."

13· ·You have to really get down into what is really going to

14· ·benefit the communities that you say you serve.· So from

15· ·my standpoint you really need to sit down and talk to us

16· ·beforehand and not say, Here's what we have in mind,

17· ·what do you think of it.· It's too late to do that.· You

18· ·need to do that -- you need to involve us early, not

19· ·afterwards.

20· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· All right.· Thank you.

21· · · · · · ·Up next is David Ikegumi.

22· · · · · · ·And I have one more speaker card so if you

23· ·want to get ready, the name is Faramarz Nabori.

24· · · · DAVID IKEGUMI:· David Ikegumi.· I'm a property

25· ·owner and a stakeholder in the Little Tokyo area.· I and
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·1· ·my family have been in the real estate and development

·2· ·business for three generations and so we are very

·3· ·familiar with this area of town.· I'm in -- strongly in

·4· ·favor of the Route E option which goes under Alameda

·5· ·Street to Union Station.· I think it's -- would be

·6· ·really good for our area and I would like to make a

·7· ·proposal to the MTA and that is to locate the portal to

·8· ·that station in the same location on the same block as

·9· ·the original connector.· If that were the case then

10· ·there's no eminent domain issues with taking the

11· ·property, I think it would lessen the impact to business

12· ·and to residents in the area and I think it would just

13· ·make perfect sense.· So yes on Route E for what it

14· ·brings to Little Tokyo but hopefully on that northern

15· ·end of the block down by Alameda, Central and First

16· ·Street.

17· · · · · · ·Thanks very much.

18· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

19· · · · · · ·Faramarz Nabori.

20· · · · FARAMARZ NABORI:· Hello.· My name is Faramarz

21· ·Nabori and I will spell that for the court reporter

22· ·after my remarks.· I'm here to provide my support for

23· ·the concerns of the Little Tokyo community, to express

24· ·my preference for Option G over Option E and

25· ·specifically to offer some suggestions for how Option G
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·1· ·finally get their station as they've been looking for.

·2· · · · · · ·The other thing I want to mention no matter

·3· ·what alternative is chosen is Metro to please notify the

·4· ·entities and businesses around the construction.· For

·5· ·example, at (inaudible) they have a lot of parishioners

·6· ·who may have difficulty getting to it because of the

·7· ·construction going on at Alameda.· The same for the

·8· ·Little Tokyo Marketplace, a lot of the entrances is on

·9· ·Alameda and you will be taking up 50 percent of their

10· ·way for patrons to go into the market; so I again say

11· ·please notify the entities and community.

12· · · · · · ·Thank you.

13· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

14· · · · · · ·We have one more speaker card.· Josh would you

15· ·get that.

16· · · · · · ·Estela Lopez.

17· · · · ESTELA LOPEZ:· Hi.· Thank you.

18· · · · · · ·Good afternoon.· I'm the executive director of

19· ·the Industrial District, BID, and I support to -- lend

20· ·my voice in support for Alignment E.· Alignment E would

21· ·begin to fill the enormous historic transit void on the

22· ·east side of downtown.· The Industrial District, many of

23· ·our workers would be well served by this line who live

24· ·in the southwest cities and have right now absolutely no

25· ·transit options to get to work.· They have to drive
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·1· ·every single day.· A station -- stations that would be

·2· ·along this route would serve our Industrial District, it

·3· ·would serve Little Tokyo, it would serve the Arts

·4· ·District.· And again I want to underscore, as I did at

·5· ·the Metro board meeting, that it would also help a

·6· ·disadvantaged community that doesn't always get to talk

·7· ·at these meetings, the thousands of people who live in

·8· ·skid row -- and many of them disabled, many of them

·9· ·elderly who need transit assistance -- and they don't

10· ·have any at the moment, zero options.· This would begin

11· ·to remedy that tremendous injustice.

12· · · · · · ·Thank you.

13· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

14· · · · · · ·I don't see any other speaker cards.

15· · · · · · ·Okay.· With that we're going to end the public

16· ·hearing session of this and I'm going to turn it back

17· ·over to Julia Brown.

18· · · · JULIA BROWN:· Thank you, Edgar.

19· · · · · · ·So again just to reiterate that we are here

20· ·today to gather your official feedback and comments on

21· ·any concern that you may have, any issues that you would

22· ·like to be analyzed and addressed through the

23· ·environmental analysis and ultimately the environmental

24· ·document that will be produced for this project.· So

25· ·again you all received this written comment sheet in
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·1· ·my family have been in the real estate and development

·2· ·business for three generations and so we are very

·3· ·familiar with this area of town.· I'm in -- strongly in

·4· ·favor of the Route E option which goes under Alameda

·5· ·Street to Union Station.· I think it's -- would be

·6· ·really good for our area and I would like to make a

·7· ·proposal to the MTA and that is to locate the portal to

·8· ·that station in the same location on the same block as

·9· ·the original connector.· If that were the case then

10· ·there's no eminent domain issues with taking the

11· ·property, I think it would lessen the impact to business

12· ·and to residents in the area and I think it would just

13· ·make perfect sense.· So yes on Route E for what it

14· ·brings to Little Tokyo but hopefully on that northern

15· ·end of the block down by Alameda, Central and First

16· ·Street.

17· · · · · · ·Thanks very much.

18· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

19· · · · · · ·Faramarz Nabori.

20· · · · FARAMARZ NABORI:· Hello.· My name is Faramarz

21· ·Nabori and I will spell that for the court reporter

22· ·after my remarks.· I'm here to provide my support for

23· ·the concerns of the Little Tokyo community, to express

24· ·my preference for Option G over Option E and

25· ·specifically to offer some suggestions for how Option G
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·1· ·could be implemented in a way that maximizes the

·2· ·benefits to Metro system and to the riders specifically.

·3· ·If the West Santa Ana Branch is interlined with the Blue

·4· ·Line, Blue Line riders coming down from Long Beach and

·5· ·along the existing Blue Line right-of-way would then be

·6· ·able to ride a grade separated alignment through Option

·7· ·G into the downtown core thus being able to reach

·8· ·downtown more quickly.

·9· · · · · · ·I will provide the rest of my remarks by

10· ·written comment.

11· · · · · · ·Thank you.

12· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

13· · · · · · ·I do not have any other speaker cards.· Does

14· ·anyone else wish to speak?

15· · · · · · ·They'll come by and get your card.

16· · · · · · ·Alan Kumamoto.

17· · · · ALAN KUMAMOTO:· Yeah, my name is Alan Kumamoto.

18· ·I'm a member of St. Francis Xavier Japanese Catholic

19· ·Center in the Arts District right adjacent to Alameda.

20· ·We support Option E and in looking at the end of the

21· ·line in Union Station we support the portal being in the

22· ·station as opposed to on Alameda because there's that

23· ·port there, because it's closer to connecting to other

24· ·trains.· Some of our members who live to the south or

25· ·southeast, when they come up and they want to go to the
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·1· ·hospital or some of those, they can just go back where

·2· ·the buses are and USC and some of those provide buses,

·3· ·so a lot of those workers and so forth can all go to the

·4· ·medical centers up in that area and USC has got a

·5· ·facility up there as well; so we support that that way.

·6· · · · · · ·As far as underground and portal, we also

·7· ·support the idea of linking with the new Regional

·8· ·Connector that's current.

·9· · · · · · ·Thank you.

10· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

11· · · · · · ·I'm going to call back up Faramarz Nabori.  I

12· ·was just informed that the timer was not working

13· ·properly during your time so we're going to reset the

14· ·clock and let you start at two minutes again.

15· · · · FARAMARZ NABORI:· Thank you very much.

16· · · · · · ·So in addition to the benefit to Blue Line

17· ·riders, this would also double the capacity on the Expo

18· ·Line because by removing the Blue Line from the current

19· ·Washington, Flower alignment that would solve some of

20· ·the problems that Expo Line has with capacity at peak.

21· ·It also solves the challenge of the Washington/Flower

22· ·Line so then it simplifies Metro's ability to deal with

23· ·that problem.· It encourages traffic flow along

24· ·Washington Boulevard and gives a one-seat ride to the

25· ·Expo Line from both branches of the Gold Line and it
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·1· ·eliminates most impacts to Little Tokyo and potentially

·2· ·it might even save some money because of the

·3· ·interlining.· So these are all reasons why I would like

·4· ·to request that the Metro consider an interlining of the

·5· ·Blue Line with the West Santa Ana Branch via Option G.

·6· ·In addition there are two other unrelated comments

·7· ·regarding bus connectivity to the West Santa Ana Branch.

·8· ·No. 1 Metro should consider a station at Lakewood

·9· ·Boulevard.· Lakewood Boulevard is an important connector

10· ·in southeast Los Angeles County and gateway cities; and

11· ·second the alignment of the First and Boulevard Station

12· ·ideally should be placed so that our riders who are

13· ·accessing Atlantic Boulevard, another major arterial in

14· ·southeast L.A. County, would have easy access to that

15· ·station; and if Option G for some reason cannot be

16· ·implemented, I think it's important that Metro also look

17· ·at a transportation systems management alternative for

18· ·the northern section passed Little Tokyo.

19· · · · · · ·Thank you very much.

20· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· All right.· Thank you.

21· · · · · · ·Do we have any other speaker cards?

22· · · · · · ·We have one more.

23· · · · · · ·If anyone else wishes to speak, please start

24· ·filling them out and we'll start collecting them.· This

25· ·is our last speaker card so far.
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·1· · · · · · ·Calling George Campos.

·2· · · · GEORGE CAMPOS:· My name is George Campos.· I'm from

·3· ·Little Tokyo and I would like to say that I'm for

·4· ·Alternative E because that will take the patrons who go

·5· ·all the way to the hub which is Union Station, from

·6· ·there they can catch any train or other transportation

·7· ·to wherever they want to go even if they want to go to

·8· ·Dodgers Stadium with the gondola idea that's going on

·9· ·right now.· But in addition I understand that perhaps

10· ·this route would also be extended all the way to Burbank

11· ·and that would give them an opportunity to go all the

12· ·way to Burbank Airport is my understanding.

13· · · · · · ·And also I want to mention that Arts District

14· ·has been trying to get on station for the longest and

15· ·according to the map that you have here Alternative G,

16· ·the station is south of 7th Street which makes that

17· ·station not in the Arts District.· That would be in the

18· ·Industrial District only.· So I think you need to change

19· ·that name so people will understand that they are not

20· ·going to be in the Arts District, it's only going to be

21· ·industrial, so they won't get confused.

22· · · · · · ·But with Alternative E not only will the

23· ·patrons be able to go to the Union Station, the patrons

24· ·will have the station north of 7th Street which puts it

25· ·in the Arts District, then the Arts District would
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·1· ·finally get their station as they've been looking for.

·2· · · · · · ·The other thing I want to mention no matter

·3· ·what alternative is chosen is Metro to please notify the

·4· ·entities and businesses around the construction.· For

·5· ·example, at (inaudible) they have a lot of parishioners

·6· ·who may have difficulty getting to it because of the

·7· ·construction going on at Alameda.· The same for the

·8· ·Little Tokyo Marketplace, a lot of the entrances is on

·9· ·Alameda and you will be taking up 50 percent of their

10· ·way for patrons to go into the market; so I again say

11· ·please notify the entities and community.

12· · · · · · ·Thank you.

13· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

14· · · · · · ·We have one more speaker card.· Josh would you

15· ·get that.

16· · · · · · ·Estela Lopez.

17· · · · ESTELA LOPEZ:· Hi.· Thank you.

18· · · · · · ·Good afternoon.· I'm the executive director of

19· ·the Industrial District, BID, and I support to -- lend

20· ·my voice in support for Alignment E.· Alignment E would

21· ·begin to fill the enormous historic transit void on the

22· ·east side of downtown.· The Industrial District, many of

23· ·our workers would be well served by this line who live

24· ·in the southwest cities and have right now absolutely no

25· ·transit options to get to work.· They have to drive
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·1· ·part of the official scoping comments.· If you feel that

·2· ·you did not have enough time to read your entire comment

·3· ·into the record, we do have comment sheets and you have

·4· ·until August 24th to submit your comments.

·5· · · · · · ·So to get started I'm going to name the first

·6· ·three people that submitted speaker cards.· First up is

·7· ·Kristin Fukushima followed by Chris Komai and then David

·8· ·Ikegumi.

·9· · · · KRISTIN FUKUSHIMA:· Hello.· My name is Kristin

10· ·Fukushima.· I'm with the Litte Tokyo Community Council.

11· · · · · · ·I first just want to say I am not happy that

12· ·this location is so far from Little Tokyo.· I know that

13· ·there is a planned briefing meeting for Little Tokyo but

14· ·it's not a full scoping meeting where you have a court

15· ·reporter.

16· · · · · · ·We are one of the areas that's being directly

17· ·impacted.· We have been impacted by constructions for

18· ·the last 15 years.· Metro has directly led to the

19· ·displacement of businesses, the gentrification of Little

20· ·Tokyo, property for Little Tokyo and to not have this

21· ·meeting here and then to say that you don't have a

22· ·budget for one when we are here is kind of insulting.

23· ·So I just want to say that upfront.· I'm not happy about

24· ·that.

25· · · · · · ·But moving forward I think for the project
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·1· ·moving forward if it is Alignment G that doesn't impact

·2· ·Little Tokyo at all so I don't have any impact on the

·3· ·way you do that or any comments on how you should study

·4· ·that.

·5· · · · · · ·For Alignment E, that would directly go

·6· ·through Little Tokyo in a tunnel on Alameda and so we

·7· ·are worried about construction impacts, the method.· We

·8· ·don't want to see any ground impact; we don't want to

·9· ·see any property taken; we are worried about the station

10· ·location; we are also worried about how this will just

11· ·further impact businesses.· The current business impact

12· ·fund for the regional connector was not -- did not go

13· ·forward enough.· A lot of businesses still were

14· ·displaced, cannot afford their rent, were pushed out or

15· ·were not covered in the business impact fund so we want

16· ·to see that expanded.

17· · · · · · ·We'd also want to see a number of mitigations

18· ·if E is selected for the regional connector continued

19· ·and even furthered.

20· · · · · · ·Again construction has been really hard.

21· ·Metro has been a presence in our neighborhood for a very

22· ·long time and so we want to really be careful about how

23· ·construction is moving forward.

24· · · · · · ·So, yeah, so I would say there is probably a

25· ·number of things that maybe the rest of them can speak
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·1· ·on, but my thinking right now is it is pretty

·2· ·disrespectful to not have this in the Little Tokyo

·3· ·neighborhood.

·4· · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · ·Up next is Chris Komai.

·6· · · · CHRIS KOMAI:· I have six seconds.

·7· · · · · · ·Hi.· I'm Chris Komai.· I'm not only a member

·8· ·of the board of Little Tokyo Community Council but my

·9· ·family has been running a business in Little Tokyo that

10· ·will be 115 years old this year.· What concerns me most

11· ·of all is these impacts of the construction projects

12· ·that effect the legacy businesses of communities like

13· ·ours.· Litte Tokyo is an environmental justice community

14· ·and when these businesses disappear, our community

15· ·disappears.· What I want to focus on is that the

16· ·mitigations that have been negotiated for the regional

17· ·connector, I think were good starts.· They were a good

18· ·start to figure out what's going on but we really have

19· ·to look at them, especially in the business improvement

20· ·fund.· There are businesses that were a stone's throw,

21· ·literally a stone's throw from where the regional

22· ·connector of Little Tokyo archbishop station is being

23· ·built and they were told they were not eligible for any

24· ·help and they went out of business.· So there's

25· ·something wrong from a very common sense point of view
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Los Angeles. CA 90012 

Comments submitted through the project’s social media 
pages or helpline will not be part of the oficia/ public scoping 
record. Please submit all comments via mail, email, and the 

M e t  r d  project website (as indicated 2170 we). . 
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Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 
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Project Manager, Metro 
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·1· · · · BARU SANCHEZ:· I wanted to first say thank you for

·2· ·having this workshop here in Cudahy and I would like to

·3· ·show my interest and support for the Metro stops on

·4· ·Florence Avenue and Salt Lake Avenue.

·5· · · · · · ·And also I had a comment on the Firestone and

·6· ·Atlantic Metro stop.· As a Cudahy resident myself I

·7· ·would actually support the stop to be on the north side

·8· ·of Firestone, like Atlantic and Patata which is closer

·9· ·to Cudahy and more -- it makes more sense because it's a

10· ·more residential area for Cudahy and South Gate.

11· · · · · · ·And then also I would support the construction

12· ·starting from the southeast L.A. working towards

13· ·downtown.· I think it's more cost beneficial.· I think

14· ·it will be a cheaper start.· If you start further south

15· ·there's a lot of construction -- going from the south,

16· ·north, so work ourselves backwards I guess going into

17· ·downtown.· I just think it would save more money that

18· ·way, especially since not the fully funding is available

19· ·just yet and there's a lot of construction in downtown

20· ·already.

21· · · · · · ·Also the stops that are being considered are

22· ·excellent for the southeast L.A.· I think there's a lot

23· ·of residents that use prioritized public transportation

24· ·as their main transportation and I think a straight ride

25· ·from downtown -- from southeast L.A. to Union Station it

14 
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·1· ·would be ideal.· If you want to go to 7th and Grand you

·2· ·can just get off where the Blue Line meets and just hop

·3· ·on straight to 7th Street.· I think Union Station would

·4· ·be great because then people that work afar from Irvine,

·5· ·they could go to Union Station and get the Metrolink and

·6· ·then go to wherever they need to go.· I think it would

·7· ·be more accessible going down to Union Station.

·8· · · · · · ·Another comment I wanted to make was the above

·9· ·grade Metro.· So my understanding is through the

10· ·southeast it's going to be graded or on floor, which I

11· ·think would create more congestion and more traffic.

12· ·And the solution is just to be less people on the road I

13· ·think for public transportation.· If it could be above

14· ·grade that would be perfect -- faster line, faster

15· ·transit.

16· · · · · · ·And I think that's it.· Thank you.

17

18· · · · · · · · · · · · ·* * * * * *

19

20· · · · VERONICA CAMPOS OREGEL:· I agree with this because

21· ·it will be good for people to avoid traffic.· Once they

22· ·have that service, you know, when you go somewhere right

23· ·now at this time when you go somewhere after 4:00

24· ·o'clock it will take you maybe an hour instead of ten

25· ·minutes to get where you're going and once they do it --

14 
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·1· ·hopefully they do it -- it will be faster for

·2· ·everything, transportation.· And it's a long way.· It

·3· ·starts all the way from Pioneer to L.A.· That's why I

·4· ·consider this will be a good way for transportation for

·5· ·people to avoid traffic.· So hopefully they'll do it and

·6· ·I'll still be able to ride it.

·7

·8· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * * * *

·9

10· · · · GLENDY SANCHEZ:· I'm here because I want to make a

11· ·comment.· I would like to support the stops here in

12· ·Cudahy for Florence Avenue and Salt Lake Avenue as well

13· ·as Firestone and Atlantic Metro stop.· I would like to

14· ·support the construction starting from the southeast

15· ·Los Angeles working towards downtown Los Angeles.· The

16· ·transit stops are necessary for residents who use public

17· ·transportation as their main transportation.· So as well

18· ·to reduce the traffic so they can park at the station

19· ·and they can take the train.· So it's going to be

20· ·easier.

21· · · · · · ·Thank you.

22

23· · · · · · ·(Whereupon, the proceeding was concluded at

24· ·8:00 p.m.)

25
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·1· ·and as you can see in the back we have our full project

·2· ·team here and they will be more than happy to answer any

·3· ·questions that you have and we hope that you will stick

·4· ·around and we would be happy to get your feedback on the

·5· ·project.

·6· · · · · · ·So thank you all again for joining us today

·7· ·and we are now going to move back to the open house.

·8· · · · · · ·Thank you.

·9

10· ·COMMENTS DIRECTLY WITH THE COURT REPORTER:

11

12· · · · ROBERT QUILLIN:· I guess I have two comments.· The

13· ·first one consists of six words.· I'll say it twice and

14· ·I'd like it to look like I say it but Union Station

15· ·period.· Union Station period.· Union Station

16· ·exclamation point.· Does that make sense?

17· · · · · · ·Okay.· Second comment.· Make the connection

18· ·between the end of the line -- assuming Union Station --

19· ·to the Gold Line and the Red/Purple Lines as close as

20· ·possible.· Everybody's getting older, we're all going to

21· ·get more tired every step we take so keep it short, keep

22· ·it simple.

23· · · · · · ·Thank you.

24

25· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * * * *

14 
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·1· ·would be ideal.· If you want to go to 7th and Grand you

·2· ·can just get off where the Blue Line meets and just hop
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·4· ·be great because then people that work afar from Irvine,

·5· ·they could go to Union Station and get the Metrolink and

·6· ·then go to wherever they need to go.· I think it would

·7· ·be more accessible going down to Union Station.

·8· · · · · · ·Another comment I wanted to make was the above

·9· ·grade Metro.· So my understanding is through the

10· ·southeast it's going to be graded or on floor, which I

11· ·think would create more congestion and more traffic.

12· ·And the solution is just to be less people on the road I

13· ·think for public transportation.· If it could be above

14· ·grade that would be perfect -- faster line, faster

15· ·transit.

16· · · · · · ·And I think that's it.· Thank you.
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18· · · · · · · · · · · · ·* * * * * *
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20· · · · VERONICA CAMPOS OREGEL:· I agree with this because

21· ·it will be good for people to avoid traffic.· Once they

22· ·have that service, you know, when you go somewhere right
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·1· ·hopefully they do it -- it will be faster for

·2· ·everything, transportation.· And it's a long way.· It

·3· ·starts all the way from Pioneer to L.A.· That's why I

·4· ·consider this will be a good way for transportation for

·5· ·people to avoid traffic.· So hopefully they'll do it and

·6· ·I'll still be able to ride it.

·7
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10· · · · GLENDY SANCHEZ:· I'm here because I want to make a

11· ·comment.· I would like to support the stops here in

12· ·Cudahy for Florence Avenue and Salt Lake Avenue as well

13· ·as Firestone and Atlantic Metro stop.· I would like to

14· ·support the construction starting from the southeast

15· ·Los Angeles working towards downtown Los Angeles.· The

16· ·transit stops are necessary for residents who use public

17· ·transportation as their main transportation.· So as well

18· ·to reduce the traffic so they can park at the station

19· ·and they can take the train.· So it's going to be
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period For WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong E wsab®metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M [5 99-224 @ metro net [wsab 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Comments submitted through the project’s social media 
pages or helpline will not be part of the official public scopmg 
record. Please submit all comments via mail, email, and the 

M e t  rO' project website {as indicated abo ve). 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong @J wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 ‘ 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 @ metro.net/wsab 

Comments submitted through the project's social media 
pages or helpline will not be part ofthe official public scoping 
record, Please submit all comments via mail email, and the 

M e t r d  project website (as indicated above). 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday.Au‘gustZ4, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 
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Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M [S 99-22-4 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD; The formal scoping comment ‘period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong E wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M [S 99-22-4 a 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 @ metro.net/wsab 
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project website (as indicated above). 



West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 

Name/AffiNation/Organization: A ff 0 l | W er- / £03 [3 U ’71 R601 [6 ,  

Phone/Cell: (5" h 2) C? 25 5 005 
Aral-(w) COGEur/Ifiéaj‘bv. c o m  Email: 

Thank you for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions and/or comments. 

gel/Homer- has To have grade seDara'flbn o r  
w e  W l l l  have. final l0¢l< do” o u r  S‘A’Péff’§_ 

UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, AugustZ4, 2018. 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong E wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
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·1· ·money again preventing us from expanding in other areas

·2· ·and also preventing us from restoring the service and

·3· ·adding bus service, which we need to do.

·4· · · · · · The other problems are duplicating service in

·5· ·aerial on current portion that goes along with the Blue

·6· ·Line instead of merging with the Blue Line.

·7· · · · · · The third problem is there seems to be no plan

·8· ·to run the service through Orange County.· It's

·9· ·relatively low rider portion from the Green Line south

10· ·to Bellflower and Artesia.· If we don't go through to

11· ·Orange County -- and are a clad of agreement with OCTA

12· ·to run through service.· In fact, make actually certain

13· ·that the Orange County -- constructed in Santa Ana now

14· ·will -- is interoperable with the line into Los

15· ·Angeles.

16· · · · · · I'd like to say I'd like to find out what is

17· ·the reason the subway is being built in downtown L.A.

18· ·Why if we picked the Alameda corridor and once we're

19· ·there we -- from everybody else that's demanding a

20· ·subway.· Finally I'd like to say I think the people are

21· ·going to start insisting on the buses.· The buses have

22· ·been cut dramatically since the 90s.

23· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Albert Wilmovsky

24· ·followed by Jane Dewitt, then Irene Calugo.

25· · · · · · ALBERT WILMOVSKY:· Hi.· My name is Al
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·1· ·Wilmovsky.· I know I spoke to some of the managers here

·2· ·individually, but I would like to make some public

·3· ·comments in regards to this project.· I'm just going to

·4· ·read what I wrote on the card.· I wanted to remind you

·5· ·that our concerns of residents who live close to the

·6· ·railroad tracks do have measures in place for sound

·7· ·walls, options for noise reducing windows, et cetera,

·8· ·so we are able to sleep at night and have peace during

·9· ·the day.

10· · · · · · Another concern is the need to offer

11· ·alternatives for homeless who make the tracks their

12· ·place of residence.· As during the winter months, they

13· ·may try to set fires to keep warm at night placing

14· ·residents in harm's way of fires.· The track should be

15· ·kept free and clear of people and debris.· Thank you

16· ·very much.

17· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Jane Dewitt

18· ·followed by Susan Bouchy Herrera, then Hugh Brockton.

19· · · · · · JANE DEWITT:· Yes.· My concern is the same as

20· ·my son -- my name is Jane Dewitt.· My concern is the

21· ·same as my son that just walked up here.· I think we

22· ·need a sound wall between Paramount Boulevard and

23· ·Downey Avenue.

24· · · · · · And also someone else made a comment that

25· ·there's also school Harry Wirtz that's near -- on
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·1· ·Angeles where trains have been implemented and the real

·2· ·estate values around the transit have gone up.

·3· · · · · · I want to make sure at ten years from now as

·4· ·this happens we work towards something in place to

·5· ·think about the renters in our community and how

·6· ·they'll be impacted with rising rental rates.· I also

·7· ·want to advocate that the line connecting at Union

·8· ·Station -- as a business person who works a lot in

·9· ·downtown Los Angeles -- I have an office in downtown

10· ·Los Angeles, although I'm only there once or twice a

11· ·month oftentimes.

12· · · · · · I believe that having those access to meetings

13· ·there is really important as well as access to the high

14· ·speed rail, which is actually happening.· It's under

15· ·construction.· The ability to connect to not only the

16· ·rest of the Los Angeles region is a powerful

17· ·opportunity for our small city, and I appreciate your

18· ·thoughts and consideration towards that.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next, Dixie

20· ·Primosch followed by Kevin Sanata.· Kevin Sanata is my

21· ·last speaker card.· If anyone else wishes to speak,

22· ·fill out your card and let us know.

23· · · · · · DIXIE PRIMOSCH:· Hi.· My name is Dixie

24· ·Primosch, and I'm a 45-year resident.· I'm here tonight

25· ·because the scoping meeting in our area, I wasn't
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·1· ·there.· I want to share with you concerns about the

·2· ·two -- the station that's being recommended by Metro,

·3· ·which is on Ridley and 183rd.· It's a very high

·4· ·congested area that leads right to the Cerritos Mall.

·5· · · · · · I know the city of Cerritos.· A lot of

·6· ·residents complained a lot of this as I know living

·7· ·north of that area.· I think that needs to be taken

·8· ·into consideration because of tremendous traffic jam

·9· ·cost.· I used to remember the old train station that

10· ·went by there a long time ago.· Many of us were

11· ·relieved to see that moved, or I should say stopped.

12· · · · · · The tracks are still there.· I know you're

13· ·trying to make the alignment consistent with all the

14· ·train tracks.· I know the City has recommended you move

15· ·it possible to Studebaker south of Artesia.· Keep in

16· ·mind there's two high schools that bought that

17· ·property, and one is Valley Christian High School.· And

18· ·with rails going up and down with the train, I'm very

19· ·concerned of the safety of the students, especially

20· ·when I read every five to six minutes you're going to

21· ·have a train go by there.· That's a safety concern that

22· ·I have.

23· · · · · · Also the noise.· Metal on metal makes a lot of

24· ·noise.· That's why I was very supportive to be

25· ·considered for the -- I was very supportive of that.  I
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·1· ·don't think you need this on raise level.· Anything

·2· ·underground.· Also security -- many of us who ride the

·3· ·Blue Line, we're concerned about the amount of vendors

·4· ·on the train as well as the comments that were made to

·5· ·us traveling along.

·6· · · · · · Safety is a big issue for us in ridership.  I

·7· ·realize my time is up, but I want to encourage you to

·8· ·look at these concerns with Metro and the concerns of

·9· ·the Metro 91/605 project.

10· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Kevin

11· ·Sanata followed by John Clark and Yukio Kawartani.

12· · · · · · KEVIN SANATA:· My name is Kevin Sanata.

13· ·Speaking as a -- someone who works -- has family in the

14· ·Cerritos area, I probably will be using this line when

15· ·it's up.· I want to raise a few concerns.

16· · · · · · First of all, thanks to Metro for this

17· ·opportunity to speak.· I think it's important to listen

18· ·to all us folks.· I think it was mentioned from our

19· ·previous speaker that the community itself has been in

20· ·construction for 15 years itself in Metro projects.  I

21· ·want to raise the concern that it's something that

22· ·will -- something that really is a concern of many to

23· ·the community.

24· · · · · · I hope Metro is very responsive to those folks

25· ·over there and understands we need the right to have as
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·1· ·technologies rather than going a billion over budget

·2· ·and taking away from bus services and other things.

·3· ·Www.highroad.org.· Thanks.

·4· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Eric

·5· ·Denial followed by Scott Larsen.

·6· · · · · · ERIC DENIAL:· Thank you.· Good evening.· My

·7· ·name Eric Denial.· I've been riding the trains for

·8· ·almost two decades.· It saved me a lot.· I'm very

·9· ·thankful this is finally on his way to moving ahead.

10· ·Two concerns -- questions:· Parking.· We are aware some

11· ·lots don't have parking.

12· · · · · · For example, if you were like me, you probably

13· ·had trouble finding parking at this facility, and we're

14· ·only a block from the other -- we love Bellflower, but

15· ·there's no parking.· That's a key, making sure there's

16· ·enough parking spots.· The second, pick up the brochure

17· ·that talks about Metro security.· That's so important.

18· · · · · · I was working in Los Angeles airport for

19· ·13 years.· I can't overemphasize the importance of

20· ·security.· Many times things are, let's say, less than

21· ·safe at any time of day depending on the clientele.  I

22· ·hope that will continue to be very useful and a

23· ·significant part.

24· · · · · · Finally, in terms of the grade up and down, we

25· ·all remember what the Blue Line was new.· There were
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·1· ·many, many accidents at the Blue Line head station at

·2· ·Imperial Highway.· They finally put Imperial Highway

·3· ·over the train.· That could be another option to

·4· ·certainly help with some difficulty.· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Scott Larsen

·6· ·followed by Eukhorn Peter.

·7· · · · · · SCOTT LARSEN:· Thank you very much.· My name

·8· ·is Scott Larsen -- a couple of quick points.· First of

·9· ·all, I appreciate the effort Metro has put in.· Noise

10· ·mitigation is of course a concern in our community here

11· ·in Bellflower, and I also believe that alternative E

12· ·would be better service to the community.

13· · · · · · It would give a higher ridership, and also I

14· ·believe there would be a single seat from wherever all

15· ·the way down into the Union Station.· My main point is

16· ·for speaking in favor of subrogation.· One, I believe

17· ·it's safer.· Let's face it:· Metro doesn't really have

18· ·a stellar track record as far as safety is concerned,

19· ·especially at grade level.

20· · · · · · Here at Bellflower, because it goes through

21· ·all of our streets, I believe that if subrogation is

22· ·good enough for Santa Monica and Los Angeles, it should

23· ·be good enough for the southeast corridor and cities

24· ·like Bellflower and Paramount and the rest of us.· You

25· ·know, if you're going to have five-minute headways, I
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·1· ·understand five-minute headways is what they were

·2· ·planning in peak periods.

·3· · · · · · That means you can have a closing down the

·4· ·roads every two and a half minutes because you got one

·5· ·going north and one south.· During the peek periods

·6· ·when families are trying to get their kids to schools

·7· ·and everything else, I think it can be a real problem.

·8· ·The safest way is for subrogation.· Thank you very

·9· ·much.

10· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Next is Eukhorn

11· ·Peter followed by Marcus Tony Laurent.

12· · · · · · EUKHORN PETER:· Thank you.· My name is Eukhorn

13· ·Peter.· I've been a Bellflower resident and business

14· ·person here, lived in the city all my life.· There's

15· ·reason these telephone poles are up instead of down,

16· ·and we had flooding in this area, and we'll probably

17· ·have more.· Take that into consideration.

18· · · · · · I'm leaning towards a raised rail that won't

19· ·disturb what we have now.· With the raised rail, you

20· ·can create park areas and walk areas.· The fellow

21· ·before me said you go to the City at a diagonal, so

22· ·it's going to interfere with a lot of intersection

23· ·streets and just congestion all the way around.  I

24· ·don't know if you can run heavy rail or heavy freight

25· ·on that rail.
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·1· · · · · · I was looking at the brochure, but as far as

·2· ·the light rail system, as far as I'm concerned, a

·3· ·raised rail is the only way to go as much as you can in

·4· ·this area.· I have a book.· If everybody in this room

·5· ·had that book and see what they originally designed,

·6· ·it's like a triangle.· I just thank God for the access

·7· ·rails and the roadbeds are still there so we can

·8· ·utilize some of them.

·9· · · · · · Not direct access from Bellflower to L.A.

10· ·It's not necessary.· I'd like to see as much separation

11· ·unless we can run them next to each other.· My main

12· ·point is do your homework on which rail you're going

13· ·over, raise, safety.· Someone talked about the

14· ·homeless.· Those are all issues I think would be solved

15· ·I think by having a raised rail.· Thank you so much.

16· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next to

17· ·Marcus Laurent followed by Gerald Behoteguy.

18· · · · · · MARCUS LAURENT:· My name is Marcus Laurent.

19· ·My wife and I just bought a house in Paramount last

20· ·August.· We haven't been here long.· When we did move

21· ·here.· We were excited about Metro.· I work in Culver

22· ·City.· My wife worked in Santa Monica.· It takes me two

23· ·hours to get to work.· We thought let's look at the

24· ·Metro and save some time.

25· · · · · · There was no saving of times.· We still drive.
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·1· ·to answer your questions with the information that's

·2· ·available.· You can join our E-blast list and that's

·3· ·another way we're going to continue to keep you updated

·4· ·on where we are in the process as well as any upcoming

·5· ·meetings and opportunities to participate and provide

·6· ·us with your feedback.

·7· · · · · · Thank you again for joining us today.· We're

·8· ·now going to move back into the open house.· Thank you.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·* * *

10· · · · · · FRAN BAKERS:· My name is Fran Bakers.· I am a

11· ·Cerritos resident.· I have been a Cerritos resident for

12· ·over 30 years and have seen the city develop

13· ·exponentially.· The rapid expansion included the

14· ·vibrant Cerritos Mall, the prosperous Cerritos Auto

15· ·Square, excellent Cerritos Library and renowned

16· ·Cerritos Performing Art Center.

17· · · · · · Cerritos has always been a forerunner in its

18· ·outreach and development to the local city, neighboring

19· ·communities and beyond.· All these enhancements and

20· ·expansions have made Cerritos the outstanding first

21· ·rated city it is today; however, I am totally opposed

22· ·to and have major concerns about the introduction of

23· ·the new light rail transit that would connect downtown

24· ·L.A. to the southeast L.A. County, specifically the

25· ·West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project.
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·1· · · · · · This is not the type of expansion project

·2· ·Cerritos needs.· There are major disturbing concerns,

·3· ·not only my home, other Cerritos residents, but further

·4· ·outlying residents as well.· My home is located exactly

·5· ·next to the existing tracks and the backyard directly

·6· ·against them.· Below is a listing of all the negative

·7· ·impacts, the light rail will impose:· Number one, home

·8· ·real estate values will plummet adjacent to the tracks.

·9· · · · · · Number two, crime and burglary increases.· It

10· ·is documented that crime out bases other areas where

11· ·tracks and trains are involved.

12· · · · · · Next, vandalism and trespassing.· Also,

13· ·transient and homeless population.· It is already at an

14· ·all time high.· Noise and privacy disturbance -- every

15· ·five to ten minutes disturbance, as well as traffic and

16· ·congestion and road access issues posing long wait

17· ·times for passing Metro.

18· · · · · · And lastly railroad safety concerns -- all

19· ·these reasons are valid and serious concerns why a new

20· ·light rail transit would be a major -- and I mean

21· ·major -- detriment to the entire city of Cerritos and

22· ·its loyal residents.· I have seen Cerritos thrive for

23· ·over 30 years, and I hope this light rail project will

24· ·be strongly opposed and rejected.

25· · · · · · This is not the type of expansion Cerritos

14 

REGAL 



38

·1· ·needs to keep its residents safe and driving.  I

·2· ·realize the rail will be stopping in Artesia, but this

·3· ·will have an impact on Cerritos if extended beyond.

·4· ·Thank you for the opportunity to give you this

·5· ·feedback.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

·7· · · · · · TONY LIMA:· My name is Tony Lima.· I am from

·8· ·the city of Artesia.· I want to say that I'm very glad

·9· ·that the this project is eventually coming to life and

10· ·it will benefit the people between Artesia and L.A.

11· ·and benefit the economic businesses that are on the way

12· ·and will facilitate traffic, alleviate the traffic on

13· ·the freeway and provide better -- let's say less

14· ·expensive ride to benefit everyone.

15· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

16· · · · · · LUIS LAUPATAS:· Luis Laupatas,

17· ·L-A-U-P-A-T-A-S.· I live in Artesia.· I like the

18· ·project.· It's a good for the public.· It's a hot topic

19· ·and we need project like this one to help our

20· ·communities and everybody.· This is -- we need more

21· ·projects like this.· We look like third world country.

22· ·If you don't use projects, like, faster, we're, like, a

23· ·third world country.

24· · · · · · Third world countries are better than here.

25· ·We are behind 100 years in Japan and now China too.
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·1· ·Primosch.

·2· · · · · · GERALD BEHOTEGUY:· My name is Gerald

·3· ·Behoteguy, and I'm here to talk about the -- it's been

·4· ·brought up.· For some of us, I'm a senior.· The bus

·5· ·transportation is really bad in the evening.· I came

·6· ·from Whittier.· I came from the senior center where

·7· ·we've had meetings in the past for the eastside

·8· ·corridor.· I came here about an hour before the meeting

·9· ·started.

10· · · · · · I can't get home.· The buses have stopped.

11· ·This happens all the time.· It goes somewhere.· I can't

12· ·go to Burbank.· I can't go to Pasadena.· And instead of

13· ·right here in this article -- this is L.A. Times

14· ·Article, January 27th, 2016 -- says right in here by

15· ·you spending money on Metro, you're depleting the bus

16· ·service.

17· · · · · · It says right here too RTD as well as Metro

18· ·Transit and Metro raised fares and cut bus service to

19· ·fund an aggressive construction program for the subway

20· ·through downtown L.A., the Red Line, and light rail

21· ·line to Long Beach.· It says right here you guys reduce

22· ·bus service to fund Metro Rail.· I can't get home at

23· ·night.· I'm going to be stranded tonight.· There's no

24· ·bus transportation.· It stops at 8 o'clock, 9 o'clock.

25· ·Tonight it stops at 8 o'clock.

14 

REGAL 



25

·1· · · · · · It says also on here that by far the

·2· ·majority -- although buses account for 75 percent of

·3· ·the Metro ridership -- this whole article is about

·4· ·this.· Real operations and infrastructure --

·5· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Your time is up.· Thank you.

·6· ·Up next is James Cody Birkey followed by Dixie

·7· ·Primosch.

·8· · · · · · JAMES BIRKEY:· My name is James Birkey.· First

·9· ·of all, I wanted to thank you guys for all the work

10· ·that's gone into this.· Your schedule showed works in

11· ·2013, but I know it started before that because we were

12· ·around here in Bellflower asking to see if you can

13· ·bring back the train ten years ago.

14· · · · · · I think there's been a lot of great comments

15· ·so far.· I don't want to echo a lot of the concerns

16· ·that's been raised.· I do think this is important for

17· ·our city.· It's part of our heritage.· Our city started

18· ·in 1906 around this rail stop right outside this

19· ·window.· Our city is built around the train, and it's

20· ·really important this gets brought back to our city.

21· · · · · · I know it was removed decades ago to get

22· ·people to buy more automobiles.· Now with the traffic

23· ·we don't have those transportation options.  I

24· ·appreciate you bringing it back.· I want to raise a

25· ·couple thoughts.· I know real estate values in Los
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·1· ·to line up at a time.

·2· · · · · · Also, we will not be answering questions.

·3· ·We're here to solely receive your comments.· As Julia

·4· ·has stated, we have the court reporter that will be

·5· ·documenting your comments.· To get started, I'm going

·6· ·to call off the first three names.

·7· · · · · · First up is Guy Bremer followed by Phillip

·8· ·Capo and Rob Gullez.

·9· · · · · · GUY BREMER:· Hello.· Good afternoon.· My name

10· ·is Guy Bremer of Bellflower here.· My concerns are the

11· ·train needs to be elevated crossing Bellflower

12· ·Boulevard and especially where it crosses over from

13· ·Flower Street.· I feel there's going to be huge traffic

14· ·concerns because it'll be stopping traffic both ways.

15· ·Both Bellflower Boulevard and Woodruff and Flower are

16· ·the two lanes each way.· There's not a lot of turn

17· ·lanes on those streets.

18· · · · · · I really think it would be adverse, so I have

19· ·huge traffic concerns with those areas.· I also want to

20· ·say the noise concerns.· On Bellflower Boulevard

21· ·there's a lot of condominiums, homes, apartments.

22· ·Senior housing is very close.· Out on Woodruff there's

23· ·apartments and townhomes that are very close.· We're

24· ·concerned about the vibration of noise.

25· · · · · · I think this train needs to come through
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·1· ·Bellflower and not affect the quality of life for its

·2· ·residents.

·3· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Phillip Capo

·4· ·followed by Albert Wilmovsky and Jane Dewitt.

·5· · · · · · PHILLIP CAPO:· Hello.· My concern is the high

·6· ·cost of the project.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Can you state your name?

·8· · · · · · PHILLIP CAPO:· My name is Phillip Capo.· My

·9· ·concern is high cost for the project.· Since the 1990s

10· ·L.A. has three sale busters.· We have had a reduction

11· ·of busters, and we've never been able to build the

12· ·extent of railroad systems we wanted.· Other cities,

13· ·such as Seattle, San Francisco, Portland, and Denver

14· ·all have much more connective rail systems and have

15· ·expanded their buses.

16· · · · · · The reason for this is we are building

17· ·relatively too much, too expensive.· We need a light

18· ·rail.· The problem with this is three things:· First of

19· ·all, we're building the very expensive subway portion

20· ·in downtown L.A.· We need to accommodate the buses in

21· ·Little Tokyo.· Building a subway running from

22· ·Washington to downtown L.A. doesn't make sense.

23· · · · · · The other problem is this project is almost as

24· ·expensive as a Red Line costs to begin with.· Thirdly,

25· ·this project is going to use up a large portion of
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·1· ·Downey Avenue -- that maybe crossing -- children

·2· ·crossing there, and somebody mentioned they wanted to

·3· ·have a raised -- the line raised over that street.

·4· ·Now, I don't know how many children cross that area,

·5· ·and it may be minimal, but they should look into it.

·6· ·That's it.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Susan

·8· ·Bouchy Herrera followed by Hugh Brockton -- or

·9· ·Brockington.· Okay.· I'm going to skip that name.· Up

10· ·next is Hugh Brockington.

11· · · · · · HUGH BROCKINGTON:· Hello.· So line -- sorry,

12· ·I'm Hugh Brockington.· This line is currently being

13· ·proposed being underground well over its $4 billion

14· ·budget.· I think the problem is actually the light

15· ·rail.· When you elevate that train that's meant to be

16· ·on the ground, it becomes very costly.· Also, when you

17· ·want to reroute, it also costs -- we know that Little

18· ·Tokyo, they are not about having any more construction

19· ·at their surface level because they have been under

20· ·construction since 2006.

21· · · · · · What we found is that if we use a train that's

22· ·actually meant to be elevated, we can actually save a

23· ·billion dollars.· We've come up with a plan to save

24· ·Metro $1 million on this line rather than going over,

25· ·and so I would ask that Metro look at other

14 

REGAL 



19

·1· ·technologies rather than going a billion over budget

·2· ·and taking away from bus services and other things.

·3· ·Www.highroad.org.· Thanks.

·4· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Eric

·5· ·Denial followed by Scott Larsen.

·6· · · · · · ERIC DENIAL:· Thank you.· Good evening.· My

·7· ·name Eric Denial.· I've been riding the trains for

·8· ·almost two decades.· It saved me a lot.· I'm very

·9· ·thankful this is finally on his way to moving ahead.

10· ·Two concerns -- questions:· Parking.· We are aware some

11· ·lots don't have parking.

12· · · · · · For example, if you were like me, you probably

13· ·had trouble finding parking at this facility, and we're

14· ·only a block from the other -- we love Bellflower, but

15· ·there's no parking.· That's a key, making sure there's

16· ·enough parking spots.· The second, pick up the brochure

17· ·that talks about Metro security.· That's so important.

18· · · · · · I was working in Los Angeles airport for

19· ·13 years.· I can't overemphasize the importance of

20· ·security.· Many times things are, let's say, less than

21· ·safe at any time of day depending on the clientele.  I

22· ·hope that will continue to be very useful and a

23· ·significant part.

24· · · · · · Finally, in terms of the grade up and down, we

25· ·all remember what the Blue Line was new.· There were
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·1· ·when you go to the southern route to downtown, you pass

·2· ·a lot of bus stops.· There are bus routes north,

·3· ·southeast and west because with the transit, the

·4· ·stations are far apart and they only take you to your

·5· ·final destination.

·6· · · · · · So you have to transfer.· There's possibly

·7· ·route to 7th and Flower that gives you a lot more

·8· ·alternatives.· You got buses in every direction and

·9· ·takes you as close as possible to where you want to go.

10· ·If you go to Little Tokyo Union Station, you got to

11· ·transfer and transfer again.

12· · · · · · There's very few bus lines in Little Tokyo.

13· ·The Union Station there's few buses there.· And so it

14· ·seems if you want to get to your final destination, you

15· ·should go to downtown.· That's where you should have

16· ·your morning every day commute to downtown -- should be

17· ·directly to downtown where most of you will want to go.

18· ·Thank you.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Ignacio Pena

20· ·followed by Jesus De La Cerda and Patima Komolamit.

21· ·Those are my last speaker cards.· Ignacio Pena?

22· · · · · · IGNACIO PENA:· What is your name?

23· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· My name is Edgar.

24· · · · · · IGNACIO PENA:· I want to thank you for

25· ·allowing me to speak.· I want you to look at me because
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·1· ·you're staring at someone who lives at their childhood

·2· ·home.· My community is continuing to live in a land

·3· ·that was perfect for me.· In order for me to get a home

·4· ·in L.A. County, I need to make $100,000.· That's our

·5· ·median salary.

·6· · · · · · I'm a public worker that makes 45,000.· My

·7· ·parents worked hard to buy a home.· This project throws

·8· ·this out.· It throws out my future.· I'm not going to

·9· ·let that go.· Many of us want to continue our lives

10· ·where we're at, want to expand our property, want to

11· ·make it better, and we don't feel that a convenience

12· ·project warrants you to take 25 or 20 feet or all of

13· ·it.

14· · · · · · So I want to express that to you and to anyone

15· ·who might be in favor of this project, because you're

16· ·not just improving road conditions, traffic conditions

17· ·or anything like that.· You also might be affecting

18· ·some of our lives.· Thank you.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Jesus De La

20· ·Cerda followed by Patima Komolamit.

21· · · · · · JESUS DE LA CERDA:· Hello.· My name is Jesus

22· ·De La Cerda.· I've been a resident of Paramount for

23· ·24 years now, pretty much my whole life.· My friends

24· ·there before me I grew up there.· Now I started my own

25· ·family, and this project seems like I'm not going to be
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·1· · · · · · It says also on here that by far the

·2· ·majority -- although buses account for 75 percent of

·3· ·the Metro ridership -- this whole article is about

·4· ·this.· Real operations and infrastructure --

·5· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Your time is up.· Thank you.

·6· ·Up next is James Cody Birkey followed by Dixie

·7· ·Primosch.

·8· · · · · · JAMES BIRKEY:· My name is James Birkey.· First

·9· ·of all, I wanted to thank you guys for all the work

10· ·that's gone into this.· Your schedule showed works in

11· ·2013, but I know it started before that because we were

12· ·around here in Bellflower asking to see if you can

13· ·bring back the train ten years ago.

14· · · · · · I think there's been a lot of great comments

15· ·so far.· I don't want to echo a lot of the concerns

16· ·that's been raised.· I do think this is important for

17· ·our city.· It's part of our heritage.· Our city started

18· ·in 1906 around this rail stop right outside this

19· ·window.· Our city is built around the train, and it's

20· ·really important this gets brought back to our city.

21· · · · · · I know it was removed decades ago to get

22· ·people to buy more automobiles.· Now with the traffic

23· ·we don't have those transportation options.  I

24· ·appreciate you bringing it back.· I want to raise a

25· ·couple thoughts.· I know real estate values in Los
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·1· ·Angeles where trains have been implemented and the real

·2· ·estate values around the transit have gone up.

·3· · · · · · I want to make sure at ten years from now as

·4· ·this happens we work towards something in place to

·5· ·think about the renters in our community and how

·6· ·they'll be impacted with rising rental rates.· I also

·7· ·want to advocate that the line connecting at Union

·8· ·Station -- as a business person who works a lot in

·9· ·downtown Los Angeles -- I have an office in downtown

10· ·Los Angeles, although I'm only there once or twice a

11· ·month oftentimes.

12· · · · · · I believe that having those access to meetings

13· ·there is really important as well as access to the high

14· ·speed rail, which is actually happening.· It's under

15· ·construction.· The ability to connect to not only the

16· ·rest of the Los Angeles region is a powerful

17· ·opportunity for our small city, and I appreciate your

18· ·thoughts and consideration towards that.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next, Dixie

20· ·Primosch followed by Kevin Sanata.· Kevin Sanata is my

21· ·last speaker card.· If anyone else wishes to speak,

22· ·fill out your card and let us know.

23· · · · · · DIXIE PRIMOSCH:· Hi.· My name is Dixie

24· ·Primosch, and I'm a 45-year resident.· I'm here tonight

25· ·because the scoping meeting in our area, I wasn't
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·1· ·Wilmovsky.· I know I spoke to some of the managers here

·2· ·individually, but I would like to make some public

·3· ·comments in regards to this project.· I'm just going to

·4· ·read what I wrote on the card.· I wanted to remind you

·5· ·that our concerns of residents who live close to the

·6· ·railroad tracks do have measures in place for sound

·7· ·walls, options for noise reducing windows, et cetera,

·8· ·so we are able to sleep at night and have peace during

·9· ·the day.

10· · · · · · Another concern is the need to offer

11· ·alternatives for homeless who make the tracks their

12· ·place of residence.· As during the winter months, they

13· ·may try to set fires to keep warm at night placing

14· ·residents in harm's way of fires.· The track should be

15· ·kept free and clear of people and debris.· Thank you

16· ·very much.

17· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Jane Dewitt

18· ·followed by Susan Bouchy Herrera, then Hugh Brockton.

19· · · · · · JANE DEWITT:· Yes.· My concern is the same as

20· ·my son -- my name is Jane Dewitt.· My concern is the

21· ·same as my son that just walked up here.· I think we

22· ·need a sound wall between Paramount Boulevard and

23· ·Downey Avenue.

24· · · · · · And also someone else made a comment that

25· ·there's also school Harry Wirtz that's near -- on
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·1· ·Downey Avenue -- that maybe crossing -- children

·2· ·crossing there, and somebody mentioned they wanted to

·3· ·have a raised -- the line raised over that street.

·4· ·Now, I don't know how many children cross that area,

·5· ·and it may be minimal, but they should look into it.

·6· ·That's it.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Susan

·8· ·Bouchy Herrera followed by Hugh Brockton -- or

·9· ·Brockington.· Okay.· I'm going to skip that name.· Up

10· ·next is Hugh Brockington.

11· · · · · · HUGH BROCKINGTON:· Hello.· So line -- sorry,

12· ·I'm Hugh Brockington.· This line is currently being

13· ·proposed being underground well over its $4 billion

14· ·budget.· I think the problem is actually the light

15· ·rail.· When you elevate that train that's meant to be

16· ·on the ground, it becomes very costly.· Also, when you

17· ·want to reroute, it also costs -- we know that Little

18· ·Tokyo, they are not about having any more construction

19· ·at their surface level because they have been under

20· ·construction since 2006.

21· · · · · · What we found is that if we use a train that's

22· ·actually meant to be elevated, we can actually save a

23· ·billion dollars.· We've come up with a plan to save

24· ·Metro $1 million on this line rather than going over,

25· ·and so I would ask that Metro look at other
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·1· ·you're staring at someone who lives at their childhood

·2· ·home.· My community is continuing to live in a land

·3· ·that was perfect for me.· In order for me to get a home

·4· ·in L.A. County, I need to make $100,000.· That's our

·5· ·median salary.

·6· · · · · · I'm a public worker that makes 45,000.· My

·7· ·parents worked hard to buy a home.· This project throws

·8· ·this out.· It throws out my future.· I'm not going to

·9· ·let that go.· Many of us want to continue our lives

10· ·where we're at, want to expand our property, want to

11· ·make it better, and we don't feel that a convenience

12· ·project warrants you to take 25 or 20 feet or all of

13· ·it.

14· · · · · · So I want to express that to you and to anyone

15· ·who might be in favor of this project, because you're

16· ·not just improving road conditions, traffic conditions

17· ·or anything like that.· You also might be affecting

18· ·some of our lives.· Thank you.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Jesus De La

20· ·Cerda followed by Patima Komolamit.

21· · · · · · JESUS DE LA CERDA:· Hello.· My name is Jesus

22· ·De La Cerda.· I've been a resident of Paramount for

23· ·24 years now, pretty much my whole life.· My friends

24· ·there before me I grew up there.· Now I started my own

25· ·family, and this project seems like I'm not going to be
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·1· ·able to continue living in this city because this is

·2· ·going to affect my livelihood.

·3· · · · · · Not only is it going to affect it once it's

·4· ·done, but during the construction of this, I feel the

·5· ·cities that are in this project for the residents --

·6· ·because they're looking out for themselves and not for

·7· ·us.· The people in favor of this project probably don't

·8· ·even live by there.· I live directly right by the

·9· ·railroad track where I'm going to hear it all day and

10· ·all night.· How does that help me or how does that

11· ·benefit me as a resident in Paramount?

12· · · · · · I don't see a benefit of this.· It's great you

13· ·guys are going to improve our lives, but in reality we

14· ·are being directly affected by this.· Like my fellow

15· ·resident in Paramount said, I drive to work.· My

16· ·neighbors drive to work.· We all have cars.· The

17· ·beaches, Hollywood, Disneyland, that's for tourists.  I

18· ·don't even remember the last time I went to the beach,

19· ·so I obviously don't see a benefit.

20· · · · · · I do thank you guys for having these meetings.

21· ·This is probably the third meeting I've been to, and I

22· ·appreciate you guys giving us the floor to make our

23· ·comments.· Thank you.

24· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Last speaker is

25· ·Patima Komolamit.
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·1· ·don't think you need this on raise level.· Anything

·2· ·underground.· Also security -- many of us who ride the

·3· ·Blue Line, we're concerned about the amount of vendors

·4· ·on the train as well as the comments that were made to

·5· ·us traveling along.

·6· · · · · · Safety is a big issue for us in ridership.  I

·7· ·realize my time is up, but I want to encourage you to

·8· ·look at these concerns with Metro and the concerns of

·9· ·the Metro 91/605 project.

10· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next is Kevin

11· ·Sanata followed by John Clark and Yukio Kawartani.

12· · · · · · KEVIN SANATA:· My name is Kevin Sanata.

13· ·Speaking as a -- someone who works -- has family in the

14· ·Cerritos area, I probably will be using this line when

15· ·it's up.· I want to raise a few concerns.

16· · · · · · First of all, thanks to Metro for this

17· ·opportunity to speak.· I think it's important to listen

18· ·to all us folks.· I think it was mentioned from our

19· ·previous speaker that the community itself has been in

20· ·construction for 15 years itself in Metro projects.  I

21· ·want to raise the concern that it's something that

22· ·will -- something that really is a concern of many to

23· ·the community.

24· · · · · · I hope Metro is very responsive to those folks

25· ·over there and understands we need the right to have as
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·1· ·little impact as possible because of the impacts over

·2· ·the last decade and a half.· Again, I think it's great

·3· ·to be connecting all the cities out here.· I hope there

·4· ·could be more of that, but not at the expense of

·5· ·residents on this end as well as residents on the other

·6· ·end.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· John Butts

·8· ·followed by Yukio Kawartani.

·9· · · · · · JOHN BUTTS:· Hello, this is John Butts.  I

10· ·live downtown.· Personally I would like to see this

11· ·thing go overhead and not on the ground because of

12· ·what's been mentioned before, safety factor amongst

13· ·other things.· Now, the one thing that I've noticed

14· ·here is a slow moving thing, this whole synapsis.  I

15· ·saw this entire plan 25 years ago downtown at the Metro

16· ·station.

17· · · · · · Basically it's about time it got done.· It's

18· ·like I mentioned downtown.· As long as it's up and

19· ·running by the Olympics, it's a good thing.· It's going

20· ·to open up other avenues for a lot of cities.· The main

21· ·thing also you want to keep in mind is you need to put

22· ·the push down, good old dummy David Jered Brown, and

23· ·take that money nowhere because that part of the money

24· ·could be used to open up the other one that was there

25· ·25 years ago, and that was connecting all three

14 

REGAL 



38

·1· ·needs to keep its residents safe and driving.  I

·2· ·realize the rail will be stopping in Artesia, but this

·3· ·will have an impact on Cerritos if extended beyond.

·4· ·Thank you for the opportunity to give you this

·5· ·feedback.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

·7· · · · · · TONY LIMA:· My name is Tony Lima.· I am from

·8· ·the city of Artesia.· I want to say that I'm very glad

·9· ·that the this project is eventually coming to life and

10· ·it will benefit the people between Artesia and L.A.

11· ·and benefit the economic businesses that are on the way

12· ·and will facilitate traffic, alleviate the traffic on

13· ·the freeway and provide better -- let's say less

14· ·expensive ride to benefit everyone.

15· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

16· · · · · · LUIS LAUPATAS:· Luis Laupatas,

17· ·L-A-U-P-A-T-A-S.· I live in Artesia.· I like the

18· ·project.· It's a good for the public.· It's a hot topic

19· ·and we need project like this one to help our

20· ·communities and everybody.· This is -- we need more

21· ·projects like this.· We look like third world country.

22· ·If you don't use projects, like, faster, we're, like, a

23· ·third world country.

24· · · · · · Third world countries are better than here.

25· ·We are behind 100 years in Japan and now China too.
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17
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·1· · · · · · I was looking at the brochure, but as far as

·2· ·the light rail system, as far as I'm concerned, a

·3· ·raised rail is the only way to go as much as you can in

·4· ·this area.· I have a book.· If everybody in this room

·5· ·had that book and see what they originally designed,

·6· ·it's like a triangle.· I just thank God for the access

·7· ·rails and the roadbeds are still there so we can

·8· ·utilize some of them.

·9· · · · · · Not direct access from Bellflower to L.A.

10· ·It's not necessary.· I'd like to see as much separation

11· ·unless we can run them next to each other.· My main

12· ·point is do your homework on which rail you're going

13· ·over, raise, safety.· Someone talked about the

14· ·homeless.· Those are all issues I think would be solved

15· ·I think by having a raised rail.· Thank you so much.

16· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next to

17· ·Marcus Laurent followed by Gerald Behoteguy.

18· · · · · · MARCUS LAURENT:· My name is Marcus Laurent.

19· ·My wife and I just bought a house in Paramount last

20· ·August.· We haven't been here long.· When we did move

21· ·here.· We were excited about Metro.· I work in Culver

22· ·City.· My wife worked in Santa Monica.· It takes me two

23· ·hours to get to work.· We thought let's look at the

24· ·Metro and save some time.

25· · · · · · There was no saving of times.· We still drive.
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·1· ·We still drive all that distance.· Metro doesn't seem

·2· ·to help.· My concern is really just congestion.  I

·3· ·don't really think -- I can't speak in terms of

·4· ·Bellflower or other surrounding communities, but for

·5· ·Paramount, people don't mind driving because all my

·6· ·neighbors have about seven cars per house.· So how do

·7· ·you -- well, I know this is not a question to answer

·8· ·but my favorite is you're not going to get any of my

·9· ·neighbors to say let's get the Metro because they drive

10· ·a lot and we drive a lot.

11· · · · · · So we just have a lot more congestion, a few

12· ·more cars, people looking for parking.· I can't park in

13· ·front of my own house, so where are we going to park?

14· ·I'm just concerned and now I'm looking at the route

15· ·you're doing construction.· I work in construction,

16· ·City Works programs likes to shut down roads, drop

17· ·barricades everywhere.· You can't park on weekends.

18· · · · · · It's just going to be mad chaos, frustration

19· ·for commuters like myself that already have to commute

20· ·a God awful amount of time to go 26, 27 miles.· That's

21· ·my major concern, you guys coming up with a plan to

22· ·help alleviate some of the frustration for us

23· ·commuters.

24· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Up next Gerald

25· ·Behoteguy followed by James Cody Birkey and Dixie
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·1· · · · · · PATIMA KOMOLAMIT:· Good evening.· My name is

·2· ·Patima Komolamit.· I do appreciate the time you're

·3· ·giving to us.· I will say along the lines of the same

·4· ·other two speakers, I have been a resident of Paramount

·5· ·for 40 years, and it's a place where I've grown up and

·6· ·also a place where, you know, we have family and

·7· ·friends.

·8· · · · · · This is the third meeting I've been to where

·9· ·we still are left with the same questions, and I would

10· ·really ask Metro to really look and put yourselves in

11· ·our shoes when we're looking at a map that says

12· ·preliminary and then I'm asking people when are we

13· ·going to know if we're going to be displaced, if a

14· ·portion of our land is going to be taken.

15· · · · · · By "taken," I do mean taken because obviously

16· ·this is not a choice for us to be displaced, especially

17· ·at this time -- this critical time of housing, which is

18· ·inaccessible for people who make 60- to $100,000.

19· ·Also, I live right on the railroad tracks as well.

20· ·Those are about 20 homes just on Arthur Street alone.

21· ·If we're all going to be bought out, that means all of

22· ·us are going to be competing for the same kind of house

23· ·for the same kind of price.

24· · · · · · So if there is a way that Metro can really

25· ·give us some sustainable answers or even bring us into
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·1· ·a more inclusive space where we can actually plan out,

·2· ·okay.· What's going to happen, rather than just say oh,

·3· ·this is preliminary.· It's not going to happen like

·4· ·this, but you lay out blueprints for a reason.· I want

·5· ·you to empathize with us and create real movement for

·6· ·us to know what's going to happen next.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· That brings the end of the

·8· ·public comment portion.· Now I'll turn it back to

·9· ·Julia.

10· · · · · · JULIA BROWN:· Thank you, Edgar, and thank you

11· ·to everyone who decided to participate in the public

12· ·comment of the meeting.· As I mentioned to you earlier,

13· ·everyone should have received a comment sheet.· For

14· ·those who may not have felt comfortable speaking today,

15· ·you have the option to write your comments down and

16· ·submit that hear tonight.

17· · · · · · You can take this with you and write your

18· ·comments and mail that into us.· You can e-mail us your

19· ·comments as well as on our project website and submit

20· ·those comments online.· For those of you here today, we

21· ·also have our court reporter who is also here.· If

22· ·you'd like to sit down with her, she can take your

23· ·public comment as well.

24· · · · · · We're now going to move to the open house.

25· ·You see people with the name badges on.· They're here
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·1· ·Bellflower and not affect the quality of life for its

·2· ·residents.

·3· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Phillip Capo

·4· ·followed by Albert Wilmovsky and Jane Dewitt.

·5· · · · · · PHILLIP CAPO:· Hello.· My concern is the high

·6· ·cost of the project.

·7· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Can you state your name?

·8· · · · · · PHILLIP CAPO:· My name is Phillip Capo.· My

·9· ·concern is high cost for the project.· Since the 1990s

10· ·L.A. has three sale busters.· We have had a reduction

11· ·of busters, and we've never been able to build the

12· ·extent of railroad systems we wanted.· Other cities,

13· ·such as Seattle, San Francisco, Portland, and Denver

14· ·all have much more connective rail systems and have

15· ·expanded their buses.

16· · · · · · The reason for this is we are building

17· ·relatively too much, too expensive.· We need a light

18· ·rail.· The problem with this is three things:· First of

19· ·all, we're building the very expensive subway portion

20· ·in downtown L.A.· We need to accommodate the buses in

21· ·Little Tokyo.· Building a subway running from

22· ·Washington to downtown L.A. doesn't make sense.

23· · · · · · The other problem is this project is almost as

24· ·expensive as a Red Line costs to begin with.· Thirdly,

25· ·this project is going to use up a large portion of

14 

REGAL 



16

·1· ·money again preventing us from expanding in other areas

·2· ·and also preventing us from restoring the service and

·3· ·adding bus service, which we need to do.

·4· · · · · · The other problems are duplicating service in

·5· ·aerial on current portion that goes along with the Blue

·6· ·Line instead of merging with the Blue Line.

·7· · · · · · The third problem is there seems to be no plan

·8· ·to run the service through Orange County.· It's

·9· ·relatively low rider portion from the Green Line south

10· ·to Bellflower and Artesia.· If we don't go through to

11· ·Orange County -- and are a clad of agreement with OCTA

12· ·to run through service.· In fact, make actually certain

13· ·that the Orange County -- constructed in Santa Ana now

14· ·will -- is interoperable with the line into Los

15· ·Angeles.

16· · · · · · I'd like to say I'd like to find out what is

17· ·the reason the subway is being built in downtown L.A.

18· ·Why if we picked the Alameda corridor and once we're

19· ·there we -- from everybody else that's demanding a

20· ·subway.· Finally I'd like to say I think the people are

21· ·going to start insisting on the buses.· The buses have

22· ·been cut dramatically since the 90s.

23· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Albert Wilmovsky

24· ·followed by Jane Dewitt, then Irene Calugo.

25· · · · · · ALBERT WILMOVSKY:· Hi.· My name is Al
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·1· ·many, many accidents at the Blue Line head station at

·2· ·Imperial Highway.· They finally put Imperial Highway

·3· ·over the train.· That could be another option to

·4· ·certainly help with some difficulty.· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Scott Larsen

·6· ·followed by Eukhorn Peter.

·7· · · · · · SCOTT LARSEN:· Thank you very much.· My name

·8· ·is Scott Larsen -- a couple of quick points.· First of

·9· ·all, I appreciate the effort Metro has put in.· Noise

10· ·mitigation is of course a concern in our community here

11· ·in Bellflower, and I also believe that alternative E

12· ·would be better service to the community.

13· · · · · · It would give a higher ridership, and also I

14· ·believe there would be a single seat from wherever all

15· ·the way down into the Union Station.· My main point is

16· ·for speaking in favor of subrogation.· One, I believe

17· ·it's safer.· Let's face it:· Metro doesn't really have

18· ·a stellar track record as far as safety is concerned,

19· ·especially at grade level.

20· · · · · · Here at Bellflower, because it goes through

21· ·all of our streets, I believe that if subrogation is

22· ·good enough for Santa Monica and Los Angeles, it should

23· ·be good enough for the southeast corridor and cities

24· ·like Bellflower and Paramount and the rest of us.· You

25· ·know, if you're going to have five-minute headways, I
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·1· ·understand five-minute headways is what they were

·2· ·planning in peak periods.

·3· · · · · · That means you can have a closing down the

·4· ·roads every two and a half minutes because you got one

·5· ·going north and one south.· During the peek periods

·6· ·when families are trying to get their kids to schools

·7· ·and everything else, I think it can be a real problem.

·8· ·The safest way is for subrogation.· Thank you very

·9· ·much.

10· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Next is Eukhorn

11· ·Peter followed by Marcus Tony Laurent.

12· · · · · · EUKHORN PETER:· Thank you.· My name is Eukhorn

13· ·Peter.· I've been a Bellflower resident and business

14· ·person here, lived in the city all my life.· There's

15· ·reason these telephone poles are up instead of down,

16· ·and we had flooding in this area, and we'll probably

17· ·have more.· Take that into consideration.

18· · · · · · I'm leaning towards a raised rail that won't

19· ·disturb what we have now.· With the raised rail, you

20· ·can create park areas and walk areas.· The fellow

21· ·before me said you go to the City at a diagonal, so

22· ·it's going to interfere with a lot of intersection

23· ·streets and just congestion all the way around.  I

24· ·don't know if you can run heavy rail or heavy freight

25· ·on that rail.
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·1· ·needs to keep its residents safe and driving.  I

·2· ·realize the rail will be stopping in Artesia, but this

·3· ·will have an impact on Cerritos if extended beyond.

·4· ·Thank you for the opportunity to give you this

·5· ·feedback.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

·7· · · · · · TONY LIMA:· My name is Tony Lima.· I am from

·8· ·the city of Artesia.· I want to say that I'm very glad

·9· ·that the this project is eventually coming to life and

10· ·it will benefit the people between Artesia and L.A.

11· ·and benefit the economic businesses that are on the way

12· ·and will facilitate traffic, alleviate the traffic on

13· ·the freeway and provide better -- let's say less

14· ·expensive ride to benefit everyone.

15· · · · · · · · · · · · · * * *

16· · · · · · LUIS LAUPATAS:· Luis Laupatas,

17· ·L-A-U-P-A-T-A-S.· I live in Artesia.· I like the

18· ·project.· It's a good for the public.· It's a hot topic

19· ·and we need project like this one to help our

20· ·communities and everybody.· This is -- we need more

21· ·projects like this.· We look like third world country.

22· ·If you don't use projects, like, faster, we're, like, a

23· ·third world country.

24· · · · · · Third world countries are better than here.

25· ·We are behind 100 years in Japan and now China too.
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·1· ·airports, which a lot of people aren't aware of.

·2· · · · · · That plan was in effect before this was, but I

·3· ·talked to people at the place down there.· That's why I

·4· ·know a little more about it than what the normal people

·5· ·here do, but for the life of me I would insist on being

·6· ·overhead because of the accidents like everybody was

·7· ·talking about and the safety part of it.· That's all I

·8· ·want to say.

·9· · · · · · I commend you guys for what you're doing and

10· ·finding -- after 25 years doing something.

11· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Thank you.· Yukio Kawartani

12· ·followed by Ignacio Pena.

13· · · · · · YUKIO KAWARTANI:· I'm Yukio Kawartani.· I want

14· ·to point out that Little Tokyo doesn't want another ten

15· ·years of construction.· We've been hurting so much

16· ·already from Metro construction.· Also, I don't

17· ·understand it was seen from where we are on the

18· ·southeast here coming to downtown, you're not even

19· ·going to the downtown, where the office is, recreation,

20· ·where the shopping.· None of those things are right at

21· ·7th and Flower.

22· · · · · · That's where the real action is.· Not only

23· ·that -- because none of you -- there's few of you

24· ·that's going to want to go to Little Tokyo for a

25· ·destination or Union Station.· Anyhow, it seems also
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·1· ·when you go to the southern route to downtown, you pass

·2· ·a lot of bus stops.· There are bus routes north,

·3· ·southeast and west because with the transit, the

·4· ·stations are far apart and they only take you to your

·5· ·final destination.

·6· · · · · · So you have to transfer.· There's possibly

·7· ·route to 7th and Flower that gives you a lot more

·8· ·alternatives.· You got buses in every direction and

·9· ·takes you as close as possible to where you want to go.

10· ·If you go to Little Tokyo Union Station, you got to

11· ·transfer and transfer again.

12· · · · · · There's very few bus lines in Little Tokyo.

13· ·The Union Station there's few buses there.· And so it

14· ·seems if you want to get to your final destination, you

15· ·should go to downtown.· That's where you should have

16· ·your morning every day commute to downtown -- should be

17· ·directly to downtown where most of you will want to go.

18· ·Thank you.

19· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· Up next is Ignacio Pena

20· ·followed by Jesus De La Cerda and Patima Komolamit.

21· ·Those are my last speaker cards.· Ignacio Pena?

22· · · · · · IGNACIO PENA:· What is your name?

23· · · · · · EDGAR GUTIERREZ:· My name is Edgar.

24· · · · · · IGNACIO PENA:· I want to thank you for

25· ·allowing me to speak.· I want you to look at me because
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August 23, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: West Santa Ana Branch EIR Scoping (Northern Alignment Options)  

Dear Ms. Wong,  

Established in 1924, Central City Association (CCA) is committed to advancing policies that enhance 
Downtown Los Angeles’ vibrancy and increase investment in the region. CCA represents more than 400 
businesses, trade associations, and nonprofit organizations, and our members depend on a robust and 
reliable transportation network to effectively serve Downtown residents, workers, and visitors.  

CCA, in partnership with our members and other Downtown stakeholders, has been very engaged in the 
advancement of the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) line and is strongly supportive of the project. We 
recognize its potential to serve numerous transportation priorities for our region, including connecting 
the residents and businesses of the Gateway Cities, improving mobility between Downtown 
neighborhoods, anticipating future job and population growth, and encouraging new development that 
is less parking dependent and therefore more affordable and less impactful on our roadways and our 
environment.  

With these goals in mind, we suggest four considerations to include in Metro’s environmental analysis: 
1) planning the WSAB northern alignment based on Downtown’s future, not its present; 2) evaluating 
the potential for Alignment G to terminate at 5th/Flower rather than 8th/Figueroa or Pershing Square 
Station; 3) minimizing or eliminating potential sources of delay along the length of the rail line; and 4) 
designing the terminating station (regardless of which alignment is selected) so that future northward 
extensions remain viable. 

At this time CCA has no established preference between Alignment E and Alignment G, and we believe 
that either alignment will have a very positive impact on regional and local mobility. We hope these 
comments can strengthen the analysis and design leading up to the route selection and provide the best 
information to stakeholders when making their final decision.  

Planning for Downtown’s Future 

According to projections by the Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Downtown LA is expected to 
grow by 125,000 residents and 55,000 jobs between now and 2040, representing approximately 20% of 
the city’s growth on just 1% of its land. CCA has advocated for even more robust growth in Downtown, 
and City Planning’s proposals have evolved to allow more residential development as the community 
planning process has progressed, so we believe this estimate is conservative. For the first time in many 
decades, residential development is expected to be permitted “by right” in neighborhoods including the 
Fashion District, Skid Row, the Arts District, and the Industrial District. Much of the anticipated growth in 
Downtown will occur in these areas. 

CCA 
CENTRAL CITY 
ASSOCIATION 
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This growth will have a significant impact on the performance of both WSAB northern alignments. 
Downtown has a current population of approximately 70,000 residents and by 2040 this is expected to 
triple to 200,000 or more. Because of constraints on road space and declining demand for parking and 
personal automobiles in urban centers, many of these residents will rely on transit for their daily trips. 
Moreover, many riders originating in the Gateway Cities will be traveling to jobs located in Downtown, 
and a large number of those jobs will be located in high-growth neighborhoods such as the Fashion 
District.  

Metro must plan for this growth and incorporate it into its models for environmental analysis. We must 
ensure that the West Santa Ana Branch is designed for the Downtown of 2030 and beyond, not only the 
Downtown of today. Downtown LA is changing too quickly to do otherwise. 

Terminus at 5th and Flower Street (Regional Connector) 

Currently, Alignment G is planned to terminate at 8th/Figueroa, with a pedestrian connection to Metro 
Center, or near Pershing Square Station on the Red/Purple Line.  

7th Street / Metro Center Station already has the largest number of daily boardings on the Metro rail 
network by a wide margin, with approximately 53,000 daily boardings in 2017. Pershing Square Station 
is much less busy, with 10,400 boardings per day. Choosing an alignment that requires a transfer at 
Metro Center Station will place an additional burden on a station that’s already highly utilized, nearly to 
overflowing during peak hours. 

By terminating at Pershing Square Station, Metro’s proposed alternative for Alignment G avoids this 
problem but creates a new one by failing to connect directly to the Regional Connector lines. Under this 
alternative, riders traveling from the Gateway Cities to Soto Station on the Gold Line, for example, 
would require two transfers to reach their destination.  

We believe the most effective route for Alignment G would include a transfer at Pershing Square as well 
as a new station along the Regional Connector at 5th and Flower Streets. This would reduce station 
overcrowding by facilitating transfers at less busy stations, while also allowing riders to connect to any 
station on the rail lines that traverse Downtown — Red, Purple, Blue, Expo, or Gold — with no more 
than one transfer.  

We recognize that this option may be more costly than the alternatives as they’re currently described. 
However, we are already suffering the consequences of cutting corners at other locations, particularly 
along Flower Street where at-grade intersections contribute to significant delay for tens of thousands of 
riders each day (a problem that will be compounded by the opening of the Regional Connector), and at 
Pico Station which is frequently far beyond its safe passenger capacity. CCA believes it’s important for 
Metro to study this option thoroughly and give a fair assessment of its costs, benefits, and anticipated 
environmental impacts. As with the projected growth in Downtown over the next 20 years, we must 
consider the impacts of these decisions beyond present-day conditions. 

Eliminate Sources of Delay 

At 20 miles in length, delays at any point along the West Santa Ana Branch rail line can compound and 
lead to very unreliable service across the entire route. Such delays will affect ridership and potential 
land uses around WSAB stations, both of which play a significant role in calculating the environmental 
costs and benefits of the project.  



 

 
 

The most salient example of delay is the Flower Street section of the Expo and Blue Line, noted above. 
Ongoing maintenance and at-grade delay along much of the Blue Line south of Downtown LA has also 
led to a dramatic fall in ridership in recent years. Unreliable service affects every rider, no matter where 
along the line they live, work, or visit, so it’s essential that Metro design this line to minimize 
contributors to unpredictable delay.  

Specifically, at-grade rail crossings that intersect with vehicular traffic should be eliminated at every 
possible opportunity. At-grade crossings have severely impacted travel times and reliability for the Expo 
and Blue Lines, and they’ve left Metro with few options for improving service in the short or medium 
term. The West Santa Ana Branch must not repeat the same mistake. 

Design for Future Expansion 

Finally, CCA believes it’s important that Metro study and design the WSAB in a way that facilitates future 
expansion, potentially through Silver Lake or Glendale all the way to Burbank Airport. This should be a 
goal regardless of whether Alignment E or G is selected. As with the priorities outlined above, this is a 
matter of Metro planning for the transit network of the future, and the Los Angeles of the future — not 
just meeting the needs of today. 

By including these priorities in the design and environmental study of the West Santa Ana Branch, we 
are confident that Metro can deliver a project that maximizes ridership, reliability, convenience, and 
flexibility. Reaching these goals will minimize significant environmental impacts in the EIR and in fact 
dramatically improve environmental outcomes for residents all along the line and throughout the 
county.  

We appreciate the opportunity to share our comments, and we look forward to continued partnership 
with Metro to ensure a successful West Santa Ana Branch light rail line. 

Sincerely,  

Jessica Lall 
President & CEO, Central City Association of Los Angeles 
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August 23. 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager. Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, MIS 99-22-4 
Los Angeles CA 90012 

Subject: Comments on Revised and-Recirculated Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental 
Impact StatementIEnvironmental Impact Report for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong, 

The purpose of this letter is to provide comments from First 5 LA on the Revised and Recirculated 
Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of a Draft Environmental Impact StatementiEnvironmental Impact 
Report ("ElS/EIR") for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch ("WSAB”) Transit Corridor Project (the “Project'). Please include First 5 LA's 
comments on the NOP into the record of this Project. and provide future notices and circulated 
documents to us. 

First 5 LA is a public entity that owns and occupies a building and property on the Union Station 
campus, in which the entirety of our 148 staff members and operations are housed to carry out 
public functions. First 5 LA's building and property located at 750 North Alameda Street. at the 
southwest comer of the Union Station campus. includes a parking lot with approximately 30 
spaces for our employees and guests. The parking lot also houses a transformer and other 
support facilities for our building. First 5 LA hosts numerous public meetings and business 
conferences in our building throughout the year. In addition. consistent with our statutory public 
purpose of improving the lives of young children and their families. we lease a portion of our 
ground floor to a child care facility, where an operator cares for approximately 80 very young 
children five days a week. As Metro considers downtown locations for the Project. any decision to 
locate a station or terminal in or around Union Station will have a significant impact on our facility. 
our operations. our employees. and the children and families served by the child care center. 

As a leading public child advocacy entity, we are supportive of efforts to enhance family-friendly 
transportation options for populations across Los Angeles County. in a way that has a positive 
impact on the environment. The WSAB Transit Corridor project has the potential to do that for 
many under-served communities across the southeast section of the County. so we want to be 
clear that First 5 LA does not oppose the goals of the Project. 

However. we have .a number of general concerns about the Project at this early stage that we have 
an obligation to raise so that Metro can address them in the planning and environmental review 
process. First. as the owner of this building, on behalf of the taxpayers and the public we serve we 
have a fiduciary responsibility to protect the asset. Any activity that encroaches upon or creates a 
detrimental impact on the value of our building and property would be problematic. Alhough we 
understand the initial proposal is for the Project to create a below-ground facility at Union Station. 
and not directly under our building. that information is not clearly stated in the NOP. and we have 

COMMISSIONERS I! OFFICIO Milli!“ EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR IXIM‘NI VIC! m u m  

Les Angel-s County Supervisor Bobby cute Wette Marthe: Karla mom Howe! Kim neishe John A. Wagner 
Sheila Kuehl lam Ferrel. PhD. Roulette J. m Jonathan E. Shem, no, ”1.0. 
can mm. ”at mm Woods Wendy Smith. mo. Lcsw 

Astrid H090! MD. 
Judy M ' Marlene Zoom. PhD. Deane 11mm 

Vice Char 

A Donut: ENTITY 

750 N. Alameda Street. suite 300 Los Angeles. CA 90012 Phone: 213.482.5902 Fax: 213.482.5903 FIrItlLAmg 



no information regarding the potential footprint of either the construction zone or the permanent 
operational facility. We are concerned about any aspect of the Project that has even the potential 
to compromise the structural integrity of our building. operations. or to adversely impact the 
children and adults who occupy our building every day, whether in the short term during 
construction. or as a part of permanent operations. Further, we have heard that a portion of the 
Project may contemplate the acquisition of part of First 5 LA's property, which is already fully used 
for public purposes. First 5 LA would not be in favor of any attempt by Metro to‘ acquire any portion 
of our building or grounds. 

The following are First 5 LA's specific comments in response to the NOP: 

Project Description 

At present. the available description of the Project is too vague and conditional to permit 
meaningful evaluation of either the merits of the possible alternatives or the potential 
environmental impacts of those alternatives. as well as the Project as a whole. We understand 
that the Project is in the planning stages and that Metro must make difficult decisions about the 
Project configuration. However. for the EISIEIR to be legally adequate under NEPAICEQA and 
useful as an informational document to the public. stakeholders and decision-makers. a detailed 
and finite project description must be provided. 

Because the Project as proposed specifically affects First 5 LA's property. employees and guests. 
we request that the Project description include at a minimum a complete description of the above- 
ground and below-ground facilities during the testing and design phases, the construction phase 
and permanent operations. Please include detailed maps and diagrams which will allow us to 
determine the potential impacts on our property. including the location of the staging area for 
tunneling operations (if any). staging and storage areas for construction operations. and any 
temporary parking and pedestrian facilities. We further request that the project description contain 
useful and accessible descriptions of the Project and its elements that the public and commenters 
who are not Metro staff members can understand. With specific reference to the “Project 
Description" in the NOP. Metro staff members and consultants may understand what and where 
“the San Pedro Branch Right-of—Way" is. and what and where "the Metro-Owned Right-of-Way in 
the southern section of the Study Area" is. but those are not terms that are readily understood by 
us or, we assume. by the public. The NOP's use of vague and undefined terms cannot be carried 
over into a legally adequate EISIEIR document. We do not believe that the NOP’s project 
description complies with CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(a)'s requirement that the NOP contain 
a project description that enable commenters to provide a meaningful response. We request that 
the project description in the EISIEIR document meet and exceed the legal requirements so that 
the public can meaningfully participate in the process. 

If the Project contemplates any acquisition of First 5 LA property. the details of that proposed 
acquisition must be described in the environmental documents. We would expect Metro to explain. 
in detail. how the proposed use of First 5 LA's publicly owned property would be a higher and 
better use than First 5 LA's public use of the Property for nearly 15 years. 

In describing the environmental setting of the Project. please include in the analysis the fact that 
there is a child care facility with an outdoor playground that is directly adjacent to what we 
understand is the proposed terminus of the Project. The child care facility and the children served 
there are considered sensitive receptors subject to additional analysis and mitigation in the 
EISIEIR. 
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Air Quality 

As noted above, short term construction and long term air quality impacts of the Project have the 
potential to impact not just First 5 LA's adult employees and guests. but also the children that are 
served at the child care center. The air quality analysis must take into account the presence of 
sensitive children on the site. Further. we believe the cumulative impacts of projects in the vicinity 
of Union Station, both private and public. combined with the pollution from growing traffic on 
Alameda and in the downtown Highway 101 "slot" vicinity, must be evaluated and mitigated as a 
part of the Project. 

Noise and Vibration 

Property owners adjacent to other Metro underground and above-ground construction projects 
have experienced significant impacts from the noise and vibration of construction and ongoing 
operations. The EISIEIR must address and completely mitigate the impacts of both ground borne 
noise and ground borne vibration. These impacts will occur during design and testing. 
construction, and operations and should be identified and mitigated in all those phases. Again, we 
note the presence of a child care facility and outdoor playground in close proximity to what is 
apparently planned to be the terminus of an underground rail facility and an area where significant 
excavation and tunneling may occur. 

Public Safety and Emergency Response 

The EISIEIR should address and mitigate the increased impacts to public safety and emergency 
response on the Union Station campus as a result of the Project. At First 5 LA. we already deal 
with an increasing number of security and safety concerns given our proximity to Union Station, 
including providing our own uniformed security officers due to law enforcement's competing 
priorities on the campus. Adding more passengers from the Project in the long-term will certainly 
increase the security and public safety impacts. Further, construction activities will present a 
different set of public safety challenges that should be addressed in the EISIEIR. 

With regard to emergency response, there are occasions where police and fire responses are 
delayed due to traffic and activities around Union Station. The Project should be designed. in 
conjunction with the Union Station Master Planning process, to improve emergency response 
access and circulation. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The risk of impacts from hazards and hazardous materials associated with the construction and 
operation of a below-ground facility is significant. Noting again the presence of an operating child 
care facility in the Project area, the EISIEIR should provide a complete analysis of risks from 
hazards and hazardous materials in the area due both to construction and to the long term 
operation of an underground rail facility beneath fully-occupied public buildings. These impacts 
may include, without limitation. the risk of soil gas escape as a result of tunneling and construction, 
the possibility that underground soil in the Project area is contaminated, and the possible presence 
of earthquake faults in the area. 

Traffic, Circulation. and Parking 

As transportation options have increasingly been consolidated in and around the Union Station 
campus, traffic, circulation and parking problems have become more significant. The EISIEIR 

A PUBLIC ENTITY 
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should identify and mitigate the short term, ongoing and. perhaps most important, cumulative 
Impacts of the Project in this regard. Metro should note the existing congestion and poor traffic 
flow around our building which has one parking lot entrance and only one public entrance from the 
street. in fact. there is only one public street on which our visitors and employees can access our 
building. The circulation of the Union Station campus was not designed decades ago to 
accommodate the dramatically increased use it receives now from many new transit uses. 
Construction and operation of the Project should make the situation better. and certainly not worse. 

Metro also should note the existence of the drop-off area for the childcare center at the northern 
end of our building. Parents and caregivers must retain the ability to use short term parking to 
deliver children for care and immediately return to their vehicles. That on-street drop-off area must 
be retained. and perhaps enhanced. in any future configuration of the campus. Ensuring clear and 
easy access to our building, as well as our adjacent parking lot is a significant concern to First 5 
LA, and we are not willing to lose any surface parking spaces to the Project. 

We want to thank Metro's WSAB project team for reaching out to us. We request that Metro 
generally, as well as the WSAB project team specifically, continue to work with us on these and 
other issues that will arise due to a project of this scope and scale. Along those lines. First 5 LA 
would like to be included in the Union Station Stakeholder's Roundtable group, as well as any 
other groups that are assembled to keep us informed. and provide input, on Metro projects 
impacting the Union Station campus. Please add the undersigned to any distribution and public 
notice list for future documents and notices of all future meetings relating to the Project. 

Please also include on those notices and lists our legal counsel: 

Craig Steele 
Richards. Watson & Gershon 
355 South Grand Avenue 40th Floor 
Los Angeles. California 90071 
csteele@n~glaw.com 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. for including them in the record of the 
Project. and for responding to them in the EISIEtR documents. We look forward to ongoing 
communication with Metro and the WSAB Transit Corridor project team. 

Sincerely. 

Kim Belshé 1 
Executive Director 

cc: Craig Steele. Richards. Watson & Gershon 
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August 24, 2018 VIA EMAIL AND POSTAL MAIL 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles CA 90012 

Re: Scoping comments for Draft EIR, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project‘ 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

It is our understanding that Metro will be commencing studies for the environmental impacts 
that may be caused by the implementation of any of several project alternatives for the 
proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. We are aware that a number of 
project routes and configurations are being considered, and that the goal is to expand the 
regional public transportation network. Downtown districts such as El Pueblo and Chinatown 
could benefit greatly from such expansion. 

However, we note that the proposed Alternative E, whether underground or aboveground, will 
involve construction on Union Station and perimeter lands, a known historic site and a known 
archaeological site. Past development in the area has revealed considerable archaeological 
evidence of past native, Spanish, Mexican, and Chinese American populations. Therefore, in 
light of the substantial historic resources that could be impacted, we request that: 
1. full and thorough investigations, including defining the boundaries of such historic 

resources, in compliance with local, state, and federal requirements, be conducted, in 
order to disclose all potential adverse impacts, and that 

2. appropriate mitigation measures be presented for public review prior to any final decisions 
made on the project alternatives. 

In order to provide adequate public input on the potential impacts, it is requested that the 
California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the national Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, and the Chinese Historical Society of Southern California, be consulted early in the 
environmental review process. 

We look forward to hearing further plans for the improvement of Metro’s transportation 
network 

Sincerely, 

Susan G. Dickson 1 % ”  
President 
41] Bernard Street, Los Angeies, CA 90012 (323) 222-0856 email: chschotmaiicom website: www.chssc.org 
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August 24, 2018 

Teresa Wong  
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: LTBA Scoping Comment - West Santa Ana Branch 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

As a community, Little Tokyo has a unique perspective when it 
comes to transportation issues, having experienced the 
challenges that can accompany transit-related pre-construction 
and construction with respect to the Regional Connector.   

We in the Little Tokyo Business Association (LTBA) look forward 
to the day when the Regional Connector becomes operational. 
Along the way, we have learned the importance of mitigations 
and why it is critical for impacted communities like ours to 
continue to engage in meaningful dialogue with the Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) in a 
collaborative atmosphere.  

Since 2004, the Little Tokyo Business Association (LTBA) has 
managed the merchant-based Little Tokyo Business 
Improvement District, which is comprised of more than 400 
stakeholder businesses as well as cultural, arts, and religious 
institutions.   

Little Tokyo, like many of the cities and communities along the 
West Santa Ana Branch corridor, is an environmental justice 
community.  LTBA has been working for several years with Eco-
Rapid Transit and its Board of Directors to share insights and 
advance toward achieving our mutual transportation and 
community development goals.  

As supporters of Option E (Alameda underground ending at 
Union Station), we thank the Metro Board of Directors for 
approving Option E at its May 25, 2018 board meeting as one of 
two options to be carried into the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement / Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for further 
study.  Further, LTBA representatives participated in updated 
scoping meetings.  

We are pleased to be able to recommend that the following be 
included for study in conjunction with the EIS/EIR process:  

LI'I'I'LE TOKYO 
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LTBA Scoping Comment – WSAB (continued) 

1) Consider a Little Tokyo WSAB station at the Regional Connector site along Alameda that
would connect to the Regional Connector station platform (underground) with portals on
either side of Alameda Street, one portal on the existing Regional Connector site and another
portal on the eastside of Alameda.

2) Consider a station and portal on the existing Little Tokyo/Arts District Gold Line station on
Alameda Street north of First Street between First & Temple Streets on the east side of
Alameda Street and a second portal on the westside of Alameda Street. There could be
minimal utility relocation since the Regional Connector tracks will be above the WSAB tracks.

3) Include escalators and/or elevators in the planning for both stations to facilitate access.

4) Review potentially negative impacts during station construction to small businesses on the
east side of Central Avenue and neighboring Honda Plaza as well as the loss of convenient,
affordable public parking that would be eliminated if the Little Tokyo station is sited where
Office Depot currently exists on Alameda Street between First and Second Streets.

5) Achieve cost savings by building a station on existing Metro-owned property.

In making these recommendations, LTBA confirms its desire to continue supporting Metro’s WSAB project goals 
to provide mobility improvements, support local and regional land use plans and policies, minimize environmental 
impacts on businesses and residents during construction, ensure cost effectiveness and financial feasibility, and 
promote equity.  

We look forward to working with Metro. 

Sincerely, 

Masao Mike Okamoto 
President
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Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, MIS 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

August 24, 2018 
Re: West Santa Ana Branch EIR Scoping Public Comment Period 

I am writing on behalf of Little Tokyo Service Center CDC as part of the public comment period 
in the scoping phase for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor. As a 38-year-old 
community based development corporation and social service provider in Little Tolwo, we want 
to express our analysis of what the EIR should pay special attention to. First and foremost, we 
strongly recommend that the EIR include an analysis on gentrification and displacement and to 
demonstrate how future stations will serve low income residents in the project areas to fully 
meet the project goal to “promote equity”. 

At LTSC, we work daily with low-income residents, seniors and small businesses in Little Tokyo 
and the greater Los Angeles area. We have seen the cumulative negative impacts of multi-year 
construction of the Regional Connector and market rate developments in the area. We support 
the expansion of public transit, but are concerned about the negative impacts that occur during 
and after construction. Little Tokyo is a shrinking neighborhood which has faced many pressures 
from excessive real estate speculation and high land costs throughout a booming Downtown 
region. Our residents have expressed concern about the potential for increased noise pollution, 
air pollution, and street and sidewalk closures with options within Little Tokyo, such as Option E. 
The long time businesses have shared their concern of how to weather even more construction 
and real estate speculation impacts without suffering from displacement. 

We are interested in seeing how both lines can be an added value to the already planned and in 
construction new Regional Connector and other rail lines. Vifith Option G, we see the value of 
connection to the heavily used Blue Lines as well as serving the transit poor1 South Park area of 
downtown while also anticipating large increase in residential units in the next few years. With 
Option E, we are very glad to see the line alternative going underground on Alameda. However, 
we do not support any potential “cut and cover” method of construction that would still 
significantly impact the neighborhood particularly with arterial streets or streets with large 
concentrations of small businesses that are not categorized as “industrial” by zoning standards. 
We also do not support any additional Metro land acquisition such as parcels including the 
Mangrove site (currently being used for Regional Connector construction). That parcel was 
formerly Little Tokyo and the community expects a community oriented mixed use project there. 

1 DTLA 2040 http://www.dtla2040.orgl 
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As far as other mitigations, we especially support Metro hiring a community oriented consultant 
to aid in analyzing and breaking down information in the DElR and FEIR and other technical 
documents to improve public participation. Furthermore, we expect similar mitigations for Little 
Tokyo and other small business and low income resident concentrated neighborhoods such as 
the Business Interruption Fund, shuttles and validated parking during major construction periods 
and community events. We also recommend that Metro look into studying smart parking or 
shared parking uses during construction as well as for future joint development. 

We’d like to thank Metro for the extended public comment period for LTCC and appreciate this 
comment being taken into consideration for future EIR analysis and look forward to future 
community participation opportunities. I may be reached at gsunoo@ltsc.org or 213-473—1664 
for any questions or follow ups on the project. 

Sincerely, 

Grant Sunoo 
Director of Planning 
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August 24, 2018 
 
RE: WSAB EIR Scoping Public Comment 
 
On behalf of the Little Tokyo Community Council (LTCC) - the 501(c)(3) community 
coalition of businesses, residents, cultural, community, and religious institutions, and other 
vested stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community, I submit this letter as our public 
comment for the scoping period prior to the WSAB team undergoing the environmental 
studies process. LTCC represents the unified voice and fights for the best interests of 
historic Little Tokyo – a community that at 134 years old is the second oldest neighborhood 
in Los Angeles, and one of three remaining historic Japantowns in the nation. 
 
First, before detailing our comments as it relates to the environmental process, we wish to 
thank the Metro staff team for being responsive to Little Tokyo concerns during the 
previous scoping period, and creating new Northern Alignment alternatives that mitigate 
many of the issues identified by the Little Tokyo community. We were gratified to see this 
quick reaction, and felt it was a positive step for the relationship and community 
engagement between Metro and Little Tokyo. However, during this current scoping 
process, we must emphasize how disappointed, frustrated, and upset we are with how 
outreach and engagement with Little Tokyo was handled. We still strongly believe that a 
second scoping meeting should have been held in Little Tokyo, given that one of the two 
remaining Northern Alignments to be studied is would be constructed directly within our 
historic neighborhood. We are also frustrated with the breakdown of communication and 
process as this was worked out – many Little Tokyo stakeholders did not go to the only 
downtown scoping meeting with the expectation that there would be a second meeting in 
Little Tokyo, and once the briefing meeting was canceled without anything rescheduled, 
these folks therefore had their voices disenfranchised by Metro’s decisions. We therefore 
feel Little Tokyo has not had adequate access and opportunity to comment on a project 
that could possibly add further years of construction in our community, which is currently at 
nearly 15 years of nonstop Metro construction. We urge the Metro team to work closer with 
our community in the future, and make every effort to empower and encourage community 
voices in your process. 
 
Throughout April, LTCC conducted a series of community meetings and discussions with 
stakeholders on and east of Alameda, with businesses, and with the Little Tokyo 
community through a community forum, as well as within our own committees, general 
membership, and LTCC Board. These meetings hosted a wide array of the many different 
Little Tokyo stakeholders – church and temple members and leaders, residents, business 
owners, representatives from the different community and cultural organizations, and 
various community leaders. In these meetings, we found the by and large, our community 
is worried about utility construction (and pre-construction work such as utility relocation) in 
Little Tokyo – even if the rail line is underground, opposed to further traffic impacts, and 
worried about the gentrifying impacts of yet another rail line through Little Tokyo – namely, 
rising land value leading to higher rents, speculative development, property flipping, further  
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displacement of small and legacy businesses, and new developments out of scale and 
character motivated by or connected to the transit-oriented development at each station. 
Many community members also opined that through the Metro Regional Connector, Little 
Tokyo’s transit access needs would be met, and the costs to our community and 
stakeholders outweigh any benefits that another station and rail line would bring.  
 
For the two remaining alignments of WSAB to be studied during the environmental 
process, LTCC currently does not have a position stating a preference for one of the two 
remaining routes. However, we have the following comments with thoughts, concerns, 
priorities, and requests as it relates to each route. 
 
Route G: 
In our conversations and outreach leading up the May MTA Board decision in which the 
MTA board voted to narrow down the 8 Northern Alignment alternatives down to two 
routes, LTCC found many of our stakeholders – particularly businesses and cultural and 
religious institutions that have been deeply impacted by the past 15 years of construction 
to prefer this route, as it does not come through or impact the Little Tokyo community.  
 
The primary reasoning for this support is that Route Alternative G keeps further 
construction, traffic, and gentrification impacts away from Little Tokyo, still provides access 
to the line via a connection from the Regional Connector, and would be a better project for 
Downtown by connecting to the Transit Core and a major hub for jobs, entertainment, and 
local tourism.  Given that it does not come through our neighborhood, we do not have any 
comments to offer about the construction of this route or any possible mitigations. We 
support the analysis Metro has offered as it relates to Route G.  
 
Route E: 
While there are many folks in our community who have expressed that we have enough 
access to transit, enough rail stations, and have had enough Metro construction, there are 
also a few in our community that support a WSAB station in our neighborhood (and/or the 
larger vision of the WSAB line as it relates to the plans of Eco-Rapid Transit), and 
therefore support Route E.  
 
For the studies and considerations of Route E, we offer the following concerns, issues, and 
requested mitigations: 

• Construction: 
o Absolutely no taking of private land for the project 
o Absolutely no above ground impacts in Little Tokyo, including utility 

relocation and other pre-construction work 
o Mangrove site is off limits – no easements or property takes allowed 
o Metro must fix the Commercial St / Alameda intersection which already gets 

backed up due to the Express Lane 
o Pedestrian access must remain open on both sides of a street at all times 
o We are opposed to cut and cover construction through Little Tokyo 
o We would only accept stations that are subterranean 



Little Tokyo Community Council 
106 ½ Judge John Aiso Street, Suite 172 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
213.293.5822 | info@littletokyola.org 

The Little Tokyo Community Council is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) community coalition representing the interests of Little Tokyo, with membership from 
businesses, residents, community organizations, religious institutions, and other vested stakeholders in the Little Tokyo community.  

 

o Should any work be deemed a public safety (not economic or 
cost or schedule) to do above ground work, absolutely no full street closures 
including nights and weekends 

• Development 
o We are concerned about any major Transit Oriented Development that would 

be out of character and scale with Little Tokyo, but would be happy to 
discuss a situation that involves equitable development that is open and 
accessible to a range of residents and users. We only want development that 
enhances and integrates into the character of LT. 

o We understand this project is utilizing a P3 method – we do not want to see 
land rights in Little Tokyo given to financiers or developers as part of these 
negotiations.  
 

In addition to Metro’s standard mitigation measures, Little Tokyo has a number of 
mitigations that we are seeking, should this project move forward with a route that goes 
through and/or affects Little Tokyo: 

 
• Hire a community oriented consultant for Little Tokyo to support in analyzing and 

sharing information in EIR and other technical documents for better public 
participation  

• A Business Interruption Fund with the following improvements: 
o As we learned through construction of the Metro Regional Connector, even 

with mitigations and a Business Interruption Fund (BIF), business will 
regardless be impacted on this project, and many will be displaced. 
Therefore, the current pilot of the Regional Connector BIF should be 
concretized into formal policy, and expanded so that it provides 
assistance to the entire Little Tokyo neighborhood. 

o This means the BIF would consider Little Tokyo as a contiguous, whole 
neighborhood, rather than a piecemeal approach made up of disconnected 
blocks. The “directly adjacent” approach of the Regional Connector BIF has 
rendered many of the small businesses in Little Tokyo ineligible to receive 
funding, despite being similarly impacted by street closures and construction. 

o This would also mean businesses in the neighborhood’s contiguous 
boundaries are able to apply during the entire duration of construction and 
“pre-construction” work, starting from utility relocation until all street closures 
have finished. 

• Money to continue the marketing of the Little Tokyo neighborhood – continuing the 
Go Little Tokyo program, which is currently subcontracted to CARS 

• Money into a community fund to support Little Tokyo and help offset the visual, 
noise, and air impacts that cannot be mitigated through any other measures. We 
request $50 million for this fund. 

• A Legacy Business Fund – as a separate fund from the BIF - which supports the 
historic, legacy small businesses in Little Tokyo 
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• A small business incubator – given that the BIF is only for businesses that have 

been around for at least two years, and that the first few years for a business are 
the hardest, a Metro-funded small business incubator would increase retention for 
new small businesses. 

• Continue and increase the budget for a LT small business counselor to support 
businesses before, during, and after construction with both Metro programs like the 
BIF and other forms of support 

• As with the Metro Regional Connector – a parking validation program sponsored by 
Metro that supports the businesses and institutions during the parking shortage and 
construction impacts 

o Metro must substantially invest in smart parking for the neighborhood or an 
alternative that allows for better parking use including a local return to the 
community 

• Wayfaring signs, notices, and maps for pedestrians and cars to help navigate street 
closures, construction, and detours.  

• Affordable housing and equitable development as a requirement to all joint-
development TOD projects. 

• Mitigations for air quality impacts 
• Proper translation and interpretation for all meetings with the Little Tokyo 

community 
• Ongoing frequent communication, coordination, and meetings with the Little Tokyo 

community 
• Strong coordination and communication between overlapping MTA, city, regional, 

and development projects that all impact this area 
 
Per our negotiations and agreements with Metro and the Downtown Regional Connector 
project, LTCC reminds Metro that in addition to being the second oldest neighborhood in 
Los Angeles, one of three remaining historic Japantowns in the United States, and one of 
fourteen recently state-designated California Cultural Districts, Little Tokyo was also 
deemed during the Findings of Facts that we are an environmental justice community, and 
“certain mitigations must be implemented to offset impacts” 
(https://media.metro.net/board/Items/2014/07_july/20140717conitem61.pdf). This Metro 
document goes on to direct Metro that Little Tokyo, as an Environmental Justice 
community, requires “specific strategies and programs to mitigate the impacts of 
construction of the Regional Connector Transit Project on Little Tokyo's culturally-specific 
and independent businesses, cultural facilities and institutions which are central to 
maintaining and fostering the community's continued vitality, identity and cultural 
preservation.”  
 
Our community knows all too well both the opportunities, as well as the threats, that new 
rail lines pose. The plan to build another new line – just a decade after the Gold Line 
opened, and only halfway through the construction of the Regional connector – is an 
inordinate amount of pressure upon our historic community that is already fatigued from 
transit construction. Little Tokyo is not against public transportation – but after at least  

\Y/ ea: 
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fifteen years of construction from the Gold Line and the Regional Connector in the heart of 
our historic neighborhood, we have witnessed firsthand the impacts that rail brings even 
with a decently strong mitigation program, such as the displacement of historic, legacy 
small businesses, speculation, hyper-development, and other changes that threaten the 
cultural character and integrity of our historic neighborhood. 
 
Again, we are grateful that Metro addressed our previous concerns with the four original 
Northern alignments. We remain more than happy to work with Metro to find a solution that 
benefits both the goals of the West Santa Ana Branch line, and supports rather than 
disrupts Little Tokyo’s future. To that end, we also are requesting any information about 
what other existing and future projects Metro is planning in and/or around the Little Tokyo 
community. 
 
 
Thank you, and we look forward to working with Metro staff further on this project. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Kristin Fukushima 
Managing Director, Little Tokyo Community Council 
 
CC:  County Supervisor Hilda Solis, 1st District 
  Waqas Rehman 

Councilmember Jose Huizar, Council District 14 
 Nate Hayward  

Edna Degallado 
 Joella Hopkins 
 Katie Kiefer 
Representative Jimmy Gomez, 34th Congressional District 
Assemblymember Miguel Santiago, 53rd Assembly District 

 Laura Cornejo, Metro  
 Julia Brown, Metro 
 Teresa Wong, Metro 
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Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
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Re: Scoping comments for Draft ElR, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

it is our understanding that Metro will be commencing studies for the environmental impacts 
that may be caused by the implementation of any of several project alternatives for the 
proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. We are aware that a number of 
project routes and configurations are being considered, and that the goal is to expand the 
regional public transportation network. Downtown districts such as El Pueblo and Chinatown 
could benefit greatly from such expansion. 

However, we note that the proposed Alternative E, whether underground or aboveground, will 
involve construction on Union Station and perimeter lands, a known historic site and a known 
archaeological site. Past development in the area has revealed considerable archaeological 
evidence of past native, Spanish, Mexican, and Chinese American populations. Therefore, in 
light of the substantial historic resources that could be impacted, we request that: 
1. full and thorough investigations, including defining the boundaries of such historic 

resources, in compliance with local, state, and federal requirements, be conducted, in 
order to disclose all potential adverse impacts, and that 

2. appropriate mitigation measures be presented for public review prior to any final decisions 
made on the project alternatives. 

in order to provide adequate public input on the potential impacts, it is requested that the 
California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the national Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, and the Chinese Historical Society of Southern California, be consulted early in the 
environmental review process. 

We look fomard to hearing further plans for the improvement of Metro's transportation 
network 

Sincerely, ‘ 

President 
41 ‘1 Bernard Street. Los Angelos. CA 90012 (323} 222-0556 email: ohsscfihoimoltoom website: wumchsscorg 
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Augufit 23, 201 8 

Teresa wong 
Project Manager, Metro , 
One Gateway Plaza, MIS 99-224 
Los Angeiee California 90012 

Subject Scoping Comments — west Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 

On August 9, 2018. the Board of Commissioners for El Pueblo Historical'MonUmenrrétfe'ived . 
a briefing regarding the wagi‘eéhta Ana Branch Transit Corridor project» The proposed 20- 
mile light rail transit line will connect the communities of southeast Los Angeles County with 
downtown Los Angeles. During the presentation, the Commission was informed that the 
Metro Board selected two Northern Alignment options — Option E (Alameda Underground) 
and Option G (Downtown Transit Core) - to be carried into the Draft Environmental Impact 
StudyiEnvironmental Impact Report for further study. 

The Board of commissioners would like to express sdpport for Option E (Alameda 
Underground) as the northem alignment for the project. The development of a light rail 
terminus in front of Union Station and across the street from El Pueblo Historical Monument 
would likely increase visitation to the City’s birthplace. where guests may shop. dine. and visit 
our free museums and cultural activities. 

The Board of Commissioners would also like to highlight the likelihood of encountering 
archaeological deposits adjacent to Union Station from native populations. the Spanish and 
Mexican historical periods, as well as from the Old Chinatown community. We encourage 
Metro to take special care in dealing with any archaeological records encountered during the 
protect. 
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The Board'of Commissioners are excited about this public investment in our transportation 
network. 'Giur obliaboration with Metro on the Union Station "Forecourt and Alameda 
Esplanade project ls continuing as we both prepare for future rail “expansion throughout Loe 
Angeles County. ' ~ 

.5“ 
Slnoerely,‘ 3% 

Robert Vinson, President 
Boerdof .GornmiSSioners - El Pueblo de Loo Angelee Historical Monument 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — july 2018 

Comment Sheet 

NamejAfiiiiafionIOrganizafion: y iANé M A W  

Address: _’Z_-'LZ 5 Comic ‘Av‘r’ #356; L A .  OOiZa 
5_LD'-_57'Z- [9175’ Phone[Cell' 

Email: I W ‘ l  -‘ C3914 

Thank you for your Interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions andjor comments. 

i winded 7hr; Judd Z4- m 
‘3’ 0° WabreZefiiallom . . ‘ l l fififl— 

Hm I'IZ’now) i wuii bribiefi‘iraml 4mm Umm‘v’i‘a’lion 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday. Augusuii, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

a Teresa Wong wsab®metromet 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M {S 9.9-22-4 
Los Angeles. CA 90012 

Comments submitted rlzmuglr (lie pmjectis social media 
pages or helpline will not be part ofrhe official public scoping 

metro.net]wsab 

record. Please submit all comments via mail. email, and the 
pmjecr website (as abdicated abo WP). 



West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 

NmafAfiIiamromnmuonW/ZL 
Address: W g ’ g ‘  

Phone/Cell: :2] .1? 42- ‘ 73 ¢ 7  

Email: M M  44' 22:1 

Thank you for your interest In he VISAS Project. Pie?» the space below to write down any questions andjor comments. 

2? £63” f,- a‘flgyfl ‘ 

UPDATED SCOPI NG COMM ENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

Teresa Wong wsab®metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro ‘ 
l[Zine Gateway Plaza, MlS 99-224 -' 
Las Angeles. CA 90012 metrometfwsab 

Comments submitted through the project? social media 
page: or helpline will not be part ofthe amt-la! public scoping 
record Please submit all comments via mail. email, and the 

M e t  r0. project website (as indicated above). 
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' LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authorlty 
' ' , Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 

Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 

- Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 9942-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Breach (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos. as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a weak. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next'to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page1of2 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this [nation would be best, as It doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Derritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with art-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i Suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants 'a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch proiect, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Name: £ 1 9 l  5 w 

Signamre:g£m 5 w ' ' ' Date: 

page 2 of 2 Suhiect: Opposltlon to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana lranch 
MBA-Bi hermit Corridor Prolect 
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LA County Metropolhan Transportation mummy 
Attention: 'Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mall Shop: 99-224 
Los Angles, CA 90012-2952 
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July 30, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authm‘ity 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Projeot Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-1952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WW} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

fiver the past few months, I have received information related to Metro’s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Carritos, as proposed by Metro at 133m Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenueIDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and iobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of 2 
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Attiieluly' 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
iiiternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. ii a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Certitos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An sit-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cem‘tos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos prepertles. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for diese reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro lnclude my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident 

Name: fiéfi f ‘ f  E9414; 

PageZol'Z Subject: mum-smmmmm 
(WM!) Tflllll‘ll Corridor Project 
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July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: _ Opposition to Metro's Proposed West santa Ana Branch MEAD] Transit 
Corridor Protect 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, l would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Gerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridloy Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider therstatlon in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 



I! 

Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right'of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail iine run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch projerzt run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, avaiiabillty of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structure in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 
Name: MAKéAEET C. FIELDS 

W W W W W ‘  q z o  1 8 

Page 2 or 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(wane) Transit Corridor Project 
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July 30,2018 

UK County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed WestSanta Ana Branch [WSABj Transit 
corridor Project ' 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received mformation related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd StreetIGridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displating these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution'for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of home next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelofz 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 

' to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of~way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerrltos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at—grade. light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As i mentioned, the City of Cern'tos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i wouid like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro’s public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident 

Name: Kama-“m REID in 

Signature: M y ;  Data: 

PageZofz Subject: OpposiflontoMotro‘sProposedWestSantaAneBranch 
(WSABI Transit Corridor Protect 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Braid: (WM) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24. 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as preposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the t of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATEO home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Fag-10f: 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single—family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. ' 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

,Qfi’flA/ELIE: i/m/ ale-m. Z IACDE/i/ 
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Len Goldsmlth 
19303 Wiersma Avenue 

Cerritos, CA 90703 

August 1, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: M5. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: 
Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recentiy attended a Cerritos City Council meeting and 
the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the Performing 
Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period related to the 
proposed Wast'sarita'Ana Branch project, beginning On July 11, 2018Tand ending on August 24, 
2018. Therefore, l'woul'd like toptoI'Iid‘e yo'uWith my-opinion and comments related to my 
opposition .to Metro'sWest Santa Ana Branch Transit corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro 15 currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station lomtion In the City of 
Cerritos,‘ as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station lecations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia 'would be too close'to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
Shuttleservice or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station. in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes In Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident With various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs' In the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations' In cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1._ No privacy for these homes With trains in plain vIew every 15 minutes . 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

.'-.-2 Increased noise ievels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increased dust pollution for these home. - - : ‘ - - ' =- ~.. ~ 
4- Surveillance from trains, byundeSIrable riders, of homes next 'to this ‘- ' " '  
' trac'k. ' 
5. DEPRECiATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pace 1 or 2 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artsia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street ievel would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 133 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the Wat 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. lfthe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. ltis my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

hanky , 

L clsmith 

Page 2 of 2 Sublect: 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MEAD] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia Would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelof: 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro Would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of.a be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and ‘ 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shapping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, Including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
struttures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: W 

s a w e M M — o m  W 
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12434 v'larna 5t. 
Cerritos CA 90703 . 
iuly 31, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager _ __ ' ' , 
One Gateway Plaza ' 
Mail. Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

' For the past several years, I have been concerned about Metro’s plans for a Santa Ana transit 
‘ corridor. i have attended numerous meetings, the last being the one at the Cerritos 

Performing Arts Center. We did ask some questions and voice some concerns that evening, but 
they were never really addressed, Hence this letter to you. 

We were initially informed that there would be limited ridership in the section from the . 
BrangeCountyborderato Bailfiower, only 25,000 riders each year. Thisiseernsihar'dly worth the 
expense, construction and all the associatedprobiern‘s. .'|-fiaving a'station' in'the rnid'die' rife-1' -' 
residential neighborhood Is not practical. 

in addition, both of the proposed station locations in territos are adjacent to single -family 
homes, and the impacts to these homes would be significant. We have lived in our home since 
1973 and know first-hand the problems caused by trains Some of these are: 

We would definitely experience an invasion of privacy with passengers having a clear view into 
our backyard. Giving strangers a clear view into our yard will lead to an increase in crime. We 

l have already experienced several burglaries and are very fearful of being vulnerable to more. 

"The noise level wouid be unacceptable. And trains, even a single engine that we experienced in 
the past, cause a great deal of vibration, very akin to an earthquake with possible damage due 
to repeated shaking. 

Dust pollution would be a significant problem. Again, even with a single engine in the past, oUr 
upstairs rooms that face the tracks were covered in dust. Keeping all our windows closed all 
day, every clay, is not a viable solution. - ' ‘ 

Street traffic would increase due to the frequency of trains across busy thoroughfares. 

our home value-would drop dramatically. This is_=our'retirfemEnt'inirestment and this'de'crEase 
would impact us greatiy. This situation is supported by value decline experienced by 
homeowners in Santa Monica and Pasadena whose properties are next to the tracks." 



We currently have other rail options and bUsses that serve our area, bUsses that are never fuii. 
This new rail line is a duplication of services and a waste of money. 

i am opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, and i would like to ask that Metro 
include my comments and opposition in Metro's public scoping process and eiso in your future 
planning for the corridor. 

Thank you for your consid eretion'. 

Yours truly, 

Barbara Fiiippone 



LA County Metropolitan-Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager ' 
0ne.Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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July 35, 2018 

LA County Meeopolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WEAR} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa- 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesie, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Corritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
tothese homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothls track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page to” 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro Would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Certitos, this location would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Certitos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, 'Metro ls proposing parking facilities to support Metro's prOposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. its i mentioned, the City of Cerfitos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shapping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities In Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro Include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

. Thank you. 

liege 2 of 2 subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa lira Enoch 
(MAB) Transit Corridor Project 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 6:55 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#8] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Andrew Fox  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

andrew.ellis.fox@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

12820 Sunset Blvd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90049 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

Option G ending at 7th/Metro is the best. It ends in central downtown with connections to all other rail 

and you can reach Union Station easily by transferring there. It will add a station in the fashion district, 

where a lot of growth downtown is happening, and it adds an additional station to the map, which 

other alternatives do not. It adds a route across the center of downtown that currently doesn't exist, so 

increases utility of those moving within downtown itself--this benefits the central cities region, which 

is ultimately funding this leg (the South Bay regions shouldn't get to make decisions for both segments) 

and so enhances regional equity. There's not a lot of utility going to Union Station--that is a transfer 

point, not an end destination. 

 

Option G can also be extended west along Santa Monica Blvd. to serve dense communities-Metro 

should plan for the future extension of the line, and an extension of Option G has more utility than an 

extension through Union Station. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:andrew.ellis.fox@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=12820%20Sunset%20Blvd.++Los%20Angeles+CA+90049+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 8:43 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#9] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Ken Suang  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

anon343@yahoo.com  

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I dislike the routes being considered for the West Santa Ana 

Branch. It seems like a waste for the train to run parallel to the 

Blue Line. If I wanted to go to the Blue Line, I would have gone 

on the Green Line and transferred to the Blue Line. Instead, 

passengers should go north directly to the Gold Line. This will 

give more passengers access to Metro. Many cities are 

bypassed with the proposed route like Vernon and Commerce. 

It's better to reach untapped routes than join into already 

served routes. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Scott Yamabe [scott@socalflowermarket.com] 
Sent: 7/19/2018 9:13 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: New Line 
   

Dear Ms. Wong, 

  

I am writing to lend our support to have the new rail-line run through 7th Street.  As you may have 
heard, the Southern California Flower Market is in the entitlement process to redevelop our 4 acre 
property into a state of the art mixed-use project.  The project would maintain the iconic flower market 
but also include 325 loft-style apartments, creative office, a large food & beverage hall (similar to Grand 
Central Market), a special event center, retail and a lot of open-air green space. 

  

In addition to our project, the parking lot across the street from us on Maple and 7th has been approved 
for the construction of a new 550 unit apartment/33 story building.  Virtually overnight, our 
neighborhood will be transformed into a vibrant and economic center.  Once our projects take root, 
several other property owners in our district as well as our neighbors to the East will certainly follow our 
lead once the Community Update Plan takes effect.  When you look at a map, the only underdeveloped 
areas (and ripe for new development) in DTLA is the area East of San Pedro Street. 

  

With the above in mind, it would make the most sense to have the line run through 7th Street to connect 
the City and rejuvenate a lot of the blighted and dilapidated areas of DTLA. 

  

Thank you for your time and please feel free to contact me should you have any questions. 

  

Best Regards, 

  

Scott Yamabe 

SoCal Flower Market 

Executive Vice President 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


  

755 Wall St. 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 

213-627-2482 x222 

www.socalflowermarket.com 

 

http://www.socalflowermarket.com/


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/20/2018 4:16 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#13] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Alexandrea Macias  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

a_macias1990@yahoo.com  

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:a_macias1990@yahoo.com
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 9942-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Breach (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos. as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a weak. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next'to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page1of2 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this [nation would be best, as It doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Derritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with art-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i Suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants 'a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch proiect, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Name: £ 1 9 l  5 w 

Signamre:g£m 5 w ' ' ' Date: 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of 2 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: MAMREEA/ y gAKI<EKS 

Signaturezw‘W—uW Date: {/6// 8 
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From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/4/2018 11:10 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor [#202] 
   

1. Where would you prefer to end/begin in downtown 

(Downtown Transit Core, Union Station, Arts District)? 

¿Dónde preferiría terminar/comenzar en el centro (centro de 

transportación, Union Station, Distrito de las Artes)? 

???????????????/???????????????????????????????????????????????????????? 

Union Station or somewhere near 

another transit hub. 

2. Are there destinations beyond you ultimately want to reach? 

¿Hay destinos más allá de los que en última instancia desea 

alcanzar? 

?????????????????????????????? 

Cerritos. 

3. What are your comments on the new Northern Alignments? 

¿Cuáles son sus comentarios sobre las nuevas Alineaciones 

del Norte? 

????????????????????????????????? 

Honestly, I don't care. There will be 

some people inconvenienced at the 

expense of helping much more people 

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Patrick Sawyer  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? * patricksawyer@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

1428 Grandview Avenue 

Glendale, CA 91201 

United States 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:patricksawyer@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=1428%20Grandview%20Avenue++Glendale+CA+91201+United%20States


From: Matthew Hartzell [matthew.hartzell@gmail.com] 
Sent: 7/10/2018 10:35 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: WSAB planned headways 
   
Hello,  
  
My name is Matthew Hartzell and I am a researcher at the UCLA Lewis Center working on a project on 
behalf of the Urban Land Institute and Metro. 
  
I am trying to determine what the planned peak headway time will be on the future West Santa Ana 
Branch. Is this information that you are able to share with me? 
  
I need the same thing for the Crenshaw Line as well. 
Thank you 
  
Matthew Hartzell 
UCLA Lewis Center 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 2:55 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#5] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Dixie Primosch  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

dixiedlp@msn.com 

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

11247 Park St. 

Cerritos , CAlifornia 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I oppose surface light rail project thru Cerritos. I support underground or Mag Lev type rail. I oppose a 

station here in Cerritos—especially oppose station on Studebacker nears Artesia as this is very close to 

both Gahr High & Valley Christian High School. Crossing gates at this location & also Gridley @ 183rd 

would be unsafe to student walking to school. Also the noise from rail on rail & announcement of 

stations announcements are loud enough to disrupt classes. As both of these routes are active arteries 

(I.e. Studebaker & Gridley) are major street to the Cerritos Mall, it would cause major back ups which 

would deter people coming to shop at the mall, as well as the Cerritos Auto Mall-resulting in loss of 

major income to the City of Cerritos. As a 45year resident of Cerritos who has been here when the train 

came thru on this route, I was glad to see it end. Many long time residents remember the noise & 

incovenience of railroad crossings. We don’t want to go back in time! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:dixiedlp@msn.com
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fmaps.google.com%2F%3Fq%3D11247+Park+St.%2B%2BCerritos+%2BCAlifornia%2B90703%2BUnited+States&data=01%7C01%7Cbrownju%40metro.net%7Ce1aa3cf1446445d8fb6d08d6095b6daf%7Cab57129bdbfd4cacaa77fc74c40364af%7C0&sdata=IT5y6Zg9OYS8cbK7sjnddT4OhBiZVzwr06%2FHemvudBA%3D&reserved=0


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 9:53 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#2] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? 

* 

Eliot Phillips  

Email 

Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

eliot@robotskirts.com  

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

West Santa Anna Branch public comment 

 

I'm excited to see these plans develop. I plan on traveling from Highland Park to the Arts District. 

Routes that terminate at Union Station are best for that since now often the shortest path is a bus 

through skidrow. Ending the WSAB at Union Station also reduces the number of connections someone 

has to make before arriving at our region's transit hub. Other routes would put more pressure on the 

red, purple, and regional connector while taking the alignment all the way to Union Station brings 

people directly to more bus and train options. 

 

Thank you for your time and good luck with the project! 

Eliot 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:eliot@robotskirts.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 2:33 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#4] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Esteban McKenzie  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

estebanmck@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

3117 E 65th St 

Long Beach, CA 90805 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

BOTH: expensive tunneling through DTLA. Priority to assure direct connections to EVERY line going 

through DTLA to get the most utility possible. 

 

Option E: 

Good. Provides connections to Blue & Expo at 1st/Central and Red & Purple at Union Station. This will 

spread out transfers without funneling through one connecting point 

Bad: Transferring in Union Station is lengthy and cumbersome, it is such a big station. Also fewer jobs 

in the direct vicinity of Union Station than the "transit core" 

 

Option G: Depends on the design of the stations. THIS IS KEY! 

 

At Flower MUST be connecting tunnels to BOTH Blue & Expo, and Red & Purple 

Negative - All transfers to Expo, Red & Purple, as well as some to Blue go through one station = 

crowding 

 

Pershing Square - Has connection to the Blue line further south, and the Red & Purple at Pershing, but 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:estebanmck@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=3117%20E%2065th%20St++Long%20Beach+CA+90805+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 12:55 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#3] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Yong Shin  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

yongxshin@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

12229 Creekwood Ave. 

Cerritos, CA 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

My entire family and most of my neighbors are vehemently opposed to this project. 

 

I have lived at this address for over 25 years, and can remember vividly what is used to be like when 

the same railroad you are planning to use again was operational. 

 

Multiple times a day, our entire house would shake violently every time the trains went by. Electrical 

appliances would constantly break, objects not locked down would fall, and we used to worry that the 

homes in our neighborhood (almost a century old at this point) would suffer structurally as a result of 

the daily train movement. 

 

I understand that as an area of rather diverse minorities that are least likely to take measurable action 

towards stopping this route from happening, it may seem like an ideal route. However, we will not 

stand for daily property damage (not to mention 6 years of construction noise RIGHT behind our back 

yards, before we have to deal with rail related noise every day) without properly litigating all damages. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:yongxshin@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=12229%20Creekwood%20Ave.++Cerritos+CA+90703+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 8:43 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#9] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Ken Suang  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

anon343@yahoo.com  

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I dislike the routes being considered for the West Santa Ana 

Branch. It seems like a waste for the train to run parallel to the 

Blue Line. If I wanted to go to the Blue Line, I would have gone 

on the Green Line and transferred to the Blue Line. Instead, 

passengers should go north directly to the Gold Line. This will 

give more passengers access to Metro. Many cities are 

bypassed with the proposed route like Vernon and Commerce. 

It's better to reach untapped routes than join into already 

served routes. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:anon343@yahoo.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 1:19 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#10] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Kit Chan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

kitlchan@yahoo.com 

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

12537 Bayberry Circle 

Cerritos, California 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I strongly object to put a Light rail station at Bloomfield even 

it is considered as optional right now. 

 

1. the surrounding area is mainly residential with one 

business entity, not much foot traffic. 

 

2. the light rail will generate too much noise for the residents. 

 

3. crime rate will go up with so many new faces in and out of 

the area. 

 

Thank you for your considerations! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:kitlchan@yahoo.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=12537%20Bayberry%20Circle++Cerritos+California+90703+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 12:04 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#7] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Matt Mason  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

mattwmason@yahoo.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

916 Georgia St Apt 105 

Los Angeles, California 90015-1336 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

As a longtime downtown resident, I strongly support the "G" option to 8th/ Flower. This would provide 

a new one-seat ride from South Park to the Arts District, strengthening downtown as a transit-friendly 

place where a car is not necessary. It would also add a new station in the rapidly-growing and already 

dense transit desert of the Fashion District. 

It would lead the line directly into the heart of downtown, with transfers to all metro lines. The station 

at 8th street would also open additional pedestrian access to an expanded 7th St/Metro Center station 

south of 7th Street. The western expansion option toward the dense, transit-underserved 

neighborhoods of City West/ Westlake is another advantage of this option. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:mattwmason@yahoo.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=916%20Georgia%20St%20Apt%20105++Los%20Angeles+California+90015-1336+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/18/2018 4:07 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#12] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * JOE ANCEWICZ  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

joeancewicz@hotmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

10357 RUFFNER AVE 

GRANADA HILLS, CA 91344 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: Route G into downtown would be optimal...hopefully hooking 

up the the blue line and expo line to make a seamless line. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:joeancewicz@hotmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=10357%20RUFFNER%20AVE++GRANADA%20HILLS+CA+91344+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/22/2018 3:47 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#14] 
  
 

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Angela Artman  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

rubi_leigh@yahoo.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

9707 Cedar Street 24 

Bellflower, Ca 90706 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

From what I see, it's coming across Lakewood, Clark, Bellflower and Woodruff... there is no way that can 

be good. And I truly feel terrible for the homes along the route... the new homes between Lakewood 

and Clark near the bike path, the mobile home park between Clark and Bellflower, the newer homes by 

the bike path between Bellflower and Woodruff.... and the homes on the east side of Woodruff along 

the bike path... the noise, trash, etc. I feel really bad for the home owners. I drive through a lot of cities 

with the metro running through for work. It's not pretty and the traffic is terrible. (My post on Facebook 

during a discussion on this subject) 

I do not want to see the metro come through Bellflower. I believe it will only bring traffic, noise, yeah 

and graffiti and be a horrible nuisance to the home owners whose homes are extremely close to the 

proposed route. It also runs right along our bike path & will cause people to stop using it. I'm not that 

only one that feels this way 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:rubi_leigh@yahoo.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=9707%20Cedar%20Street+24+Bellflower+Ca+90706+


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/22/2018 8:32 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#15] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * bobby guevara  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

bguevara2648@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

3069 Hope St 

Huntington Park, California 90255 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

hello, 

 

i would like to express my interest in connecting the wsab to the downtown transit core. the gateway 

community, continuing to the oc, already has access to union station via metrolink. this is why i believe 

that terminating at the transit core would allow for more connection to the city as a whole. much of the 

city has been developing westward (expo line, purple line, crenshaw line) and connecting closer to 

these locations would allow for more efficient travel times. commutes from downtown are unbearable 

due to the existing infrastructure (east la interchange, la river, 710 freight corridor) which makes the 

wsab location even more influential. furthermore, i believe that an eventual extension to glendale & 

burbank could serve the city as a whole, and would be made possible with a route torwards the 

downtown transit core. the lack of connection to the east side would be an issue but could be 

addressed down the line via an eventual eastern la north/south branch. 

 

thank you. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:bguevara2648@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=3069%20Hope%20St++Huntington%20Park+California+90255+United%20States


Ms Teresa Wong, 
 
I have attended the July meeting concerning the WSAB project in Cerritos. 
I was surprised to learn that you are considering the “Optional Bloomfield 
alignment & station” 
 
As I understand, the project is trying to utilize the existing abandoned 
railroads passing through the city. Please note that the City of Cerritos 
has grown without the track for years. Stopping the traffic for the train 
passing through a major artery like Bloomfield Ave to serve a single 
department store may not be the best idea. Just because it is there, does 
not mean that you have to use it. They are ABANDON for a reason. There are 
other routes that can serve the community better. 
 
Yes, the Bloomfield station is in optional proposed state. My suggestion, 
DON’T EVEN THING ABOUT IT - EVER. 
 
Sid (resident of the City of Cerritos) 
 
 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/25/2018 11:17 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#16] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Mario Anderson  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

marioander2@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

14905 South White Ave. 

East Rancho Dominguez, CA 90221 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: Please leave little Tokyo alone. Theyve had enough. 7th is too 

dense. I worry about connecting at Pershing square. I would 

love to have it at 4th And flower the spot the regional 

connector was supposed to have one. If it’s not feasible just 

connect to pershing square and leave little Tokyo and 7th and 

metro alone. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:marioander2@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=14905%20South%20White%20Ave.++East%20Rancho%20Dominguez+CA+90221+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/26/2018 3:26 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#17] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Antonio Edward  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

antonio@shiz.tv 

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

1710 Ute Trl #B 

Harker Heights, TX 76548 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

Hello. 

Looking at the latest project map, I am seeing that the north terminus will be all underground. Maybe it 

is the map that was drawn but I would love for the Alameda option to hop on the current track system 

for current Gold Line, future Blue Line to make a stop at Gold Line (future Blue Line) Union Station. The 

last stop will be Chinatown Station. Now I know this will block some of the traffic for Gold Line (future 

Blue Line) going to the foothills, so the storage yard located north of Chinatown will be the turnaround 

point. 

 

I am thinking of a light construction of where the West Santa Ana Line will continue north on current 

Gold Line tracks, change track near the current storage yard and go onto a layover track. The driver can 

then move to the opposite side and drive the train back to Chinatown Station, Union Station, and then 

south along the proposed West Santa Ana Line. I believe this will be a more valued situation than the 

current proposal. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:antonio@shiz.tv
http://maps.google.com/?q=1710%20Ute%20Trl%20#B++Harker Heights+TX+76548+United States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Paul Buckley [pbmusic@mac.com] 
Sent: 7/26/2018 1:16 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Scoping Comment 
 
My name is Paul Buckley. I own an operate a recording studio located at 1424 Newton Street, 90021, 
which I think is about 300-400 feet from the proposed train line. I’m a vocal proponent of transit 
investments and I strongly support the continued expansion of Metro’s train system via the WSAB 
Transit Corridor Project. However, my business is extremely sensitive to acoustic disturbances and 
ground-bourne vibrations. We’ve constructed the studio in such a way that ordinary traffic in the 
vicinity, including freight trucks, is seldom an issue, but we’ve noticed that vibrations and mechanical 
impacts of the kind generally associated with heavy construction can still be a significant disruption. 
 
We’d like to be kept informed about what remedies will be available in the event that construction noise 
impacts our business, including eligibility for the Business Interruption Fund, any specific mitigations we 
can request with respect to the techniques used at the construction site, duration and work hours, and 
possible temporary relocation. Please feel free to share our contact information with Metro’s 
engineering staff or contractors who can provide technical information about projected impacts, or with 
similar businesses who have been impacted by other projects and who can share their experiences and 
solutions. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Paul Buckley 
Tangent Recording 
1424 Newton St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90021 
213-747-0338 

mailto:pbmusic@mac.com
mailto:wsab@metro.net
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to singlecfamily homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at~grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident \77 
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Iuly 30, 2018

LA Cou nty Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong
ProJect Manager
One Gateway Plaza

MailStop: 99-22-4
Los Angeles, CA 9@12-2952

Subject Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABI Translt
Corridor Proiect

Dear Ms. Wong:

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workhop held at the Cerritos Center for the
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beglnning on July 11, 2018 and ending
on August 24,z}L&.Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project.

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield
AvenuelDel Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a

shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in
the City of Artesia. ln addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. ln addition, both of
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts
to these homes would be significant.

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes
from 6 am to l0 pm seuen daYs a week.

2. lncrease noise levels wlth earthquake type vibrations.
3. lncrease dust pollution for these home.
4. Surueillance from trains by undesirable rlders of homes next to this track.
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks.
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July 3_0, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro’s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, l would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of 2 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. lf a station needs
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feelthat a station is needed in Cerritos.

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a

rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffiq safety, noise, and
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with atgrade street
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Ceritos patrons from shopping or
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not
at street level.

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the CiW of Cerritos provides great opportunities
to the Cerritos community for shopping including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the
economic potentialthat these shopping centers have. ln addition, the proposal for parking

facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. lf the City of
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to
that area will increase the difflculty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to
adjacent Cerritos properties. lt is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking

structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station.

tt is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project,
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor.

Thank you,

pagezof2 Subject:
(WSABI Transit

Opposltion to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch
Corridor Proiect

At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single~family homes in this area. Again, l do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: gem/£413 l/AM dire Z Ik/DEA/ 
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July 3O,2018

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong
Projea Manager
One Gateway Plaza

MailStop: 99-224
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABI Transit
Corridor Proiect

Dear Ms. Wong:

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the
performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending
on August 24,2}t}.Therefore, lwould like to provide you with my opinion and comments
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project.

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a

shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in
the City of Artesia. ln addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. ln addition, both of
the proposed station tocations in Cerritos are adjacent to single'family homes, and the impacts
to these homes would be significant.

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes
from 6 am to 10 Pm seven days a week.

2. lncrease noise levels with earthquake type vibrations.
3. lncrease dust pollution for these home.
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track.
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks.

Page I of 2

July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my Opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

’1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of 2 



At the July 2018 meeting Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. lf a station needs
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feelthat a station is needed in Cerritos.

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not
at street level.

Lastty, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the CiW of Cerritos provides great opportunities
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the
economic potentialthat these shopping centers have. ln addition, the proposal for parking
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. lf the City of
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking

in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to
adjacent Cerritos properties. lt is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking

structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station.

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project,
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor.

Thank you,

Cerritos resident
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pagezof2 Subject: Oppo$ltlon to Metro's Proposed trltest Santa Ana Branch
Corldor Proiec(WSABI Transit

At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of~way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, lsuggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. DeVeloping parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the preposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name/:(AlfieAZMflfi—MA 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Matt Ruscigno [mattruscigno@gmail.com] 
Sent: 7/31/2018 10:26 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: comment on WSAB transit corridor project 
   
Hi Teresa,  
I'd like to submit my comment for WSAB: 
Please give the heavy rail / redline extension serious thought, as discussed in the posts below. There 
would be no tunneling, which saves money. Plus the obvious benefit of integration into an existing line. 
Would love for this to be given serious thought! 
  
thank you, 
Matt Ruscigno 
  
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/03/possible-west-santa-ana-branch-win-win-heavy-rail-connection-
to-union-station/ 
  
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/14/metro-estimates-west-santa-ana-branch-surface-heavy-rail-
could-cost-more-per-mile-than-purple-line-subway/ 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/03/possible-west-santa-ana-branch-win-win-heavy-rail-connection-to-union-station/
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/03/possible-west-santa-ana-branch-win-win-heavy-rail-connection-to-union-station/
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/14/metro-estimates-west-santa-ana-branch-surface-heavy-rail-could-cost-more-per-mile-than-purple-line-subway/
https://la.streetsblog.org/2018/05/14/metro-estimates-west-santa-ana-branch-surface-heavy-rail-could-cost-more-per-mile-than-purple-line-subway/


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: piedad donoso [piadono7@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 7/31/2018 4:59 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Metro Link passing Cerritos, California 
   

Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
  
          I am writing to express my opposition to the Metro Link crossing and building a station in 
the City of Cerritos and/or Artesia.  Cerritos is a beautiful city that will be harmed if this project 
becomes a reality. 
  
         There are many reasons why this should not happen: this peaceful city will be disrupted by 
the noise of the train during the day and night.  This 60 year old city with the majority of 
residents in their senior years will be greatly harmed making our remaining years 
less enjoyable.  Our property values will decline.  I am afraid that this will attract outsiders 
loitering and littering in our shining and manicured city. 
  
          I live in a city of proud owners that have invested their time, money and energy in 
maintaining their properties. The Cerritos Mall has been more than a successful shopping 
center full of residents and non residents that visit daily and on weekends and it is impossible 
to find a parking space.  I cannot imagine how crowded it will become with more people 
flooding into the malls. 
  
          Planes flying over our city in route to the Long Beach Airport create more than enough 
noise nowadays and running a train through our city would create more of a disturbance. 
  
          Please hear our voices, our plea. Do not bring the Metro Train to our city.  Please vote NO. 
  
Thank you for your attention. 
  
A concerned resident of Cerritos 
  
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: [vwbabyluvdove@aol.com] 
Sent: 8/1/2018 3:11 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Metro Link -Cerritos, CA 
   

7/31/2018 

To Whom It May Concern, 
  
I am in opposition to the Metro Link building a station in the city of Cerritos, 
California. I live in La Palma barely a mile away from the potential site being 
considered for the station. Both cities will be greatly compromised. The air quality 
will be further polluted. Our city’s tranquility, day and night, will be disrupted by 
the noise of the train. Our property values will decline.  
  
The beauty of our cities will be tarnished. I fear attracting outsiders loitering and 
littering in our cities. I live in a city of proud owners that have invested their time, 
money, and energy in the upkeep of their properties. Planes flying over our cities 
in route to Long Beach Airport is more than enough noise nowadays and running 
a train through our cities would create more of a disturbance.  
Our voices must be heard. Do not bring the Metro Train to our city. Please vote 
no. Let the citizens determine their fate, their own destiny. I fear a decline in our 
safety is headed our way.  
  
A concerned citizen, 
Vickie E. Williams 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Antonio TwizShiz Edward [antonio@shiz.tv] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 6:28 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: North Terminus should be Union Station, in my opinion 
   

Hello. 

  

I watched the video. How a Metro train traveling on 8th St. is a cool idea, I really believe that the future 

will not like that option due to the fact that the west side of 8th St. will not see an opportunity for 

expansion. I believe the north terminus should be Union Station, the same platform as the current Gold 

Line. Then why not Chinatown Station as well. The reason I mention that is because the conductor can 

continue north on an empty train and veer off the alignment into the train yards and layover there on a 

new layover track. From there, it will head south to Chinatown Station and into West Santa Ana. 

  

The reason I would like to see this because in the future, I see a Burbank/San Fernando line that will 

parallel the current Metrolink. So as one line, imagine a train from Santa Clarita, San Fernando, Burbank, 

Glendale, Union Station, then onto Santa Ana. Then the Metro Light Rail Map will look like a spider. 

  

Blue Line > Ontario Airport - Montclair - Azuza - Pasadena - Union Station - Compton - Long Beach 

Gold Line > Whittier - Montebello - East LA - Union Station - USC - Culver City - Santa Monica 

Green Line > Norwalk - Aviation Blvd - LAX - UCLA - Sepulveda Pass - Van Nuys - San Fernando 

Teal Line > Norwalk - Aviation Blvd - Redondo Beach - Torrance 

Aqua Line > Santa Ana - Cerritos - Paramount - Union Station - (my proposed line) -> Glendale - 

Burbank - San Fernando - Santa Clarita 

Orange Line (light rail) > Chatsworth - North Hollywood - replacing current line 501 and portion of line 

780 - Pasadena - Azuza - Montclair 

Yellow Line > Hollywood/Highland - West Hollywood - Crewshaw/Expo - Crenshaw Line - LAX - Aviation 

Station - Norwalk 

  

Thank you, 

Antonio TwizShiz Edward 

CEO & Chairman 

Shiz, LLC 

Mobile Phone: +12107538506 

Office Phone: +15124890003 

FAX: +18444972676 

Email: antonio@shiz.tv  

  

Portfolio: https://www.shiz.tv 

Services: https://www.shizmediastudios.com 

Subsidiary: https://www.evolveforward.media  

  

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:antonio@shiz.tv
https://www.shiz.tv/
https://www.shizmediastudios.com/
https://www.evolveforward.media/


April or May 2019 

At EVO Entertainment in Kyle TX. 

Shiz third Annual Red Carpet Event (SARCE) 

Get more information at https://www.sarce.us 
 

https://www.sarce.us/


From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 6:48 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#21] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Brian Proffitt  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

briproffitt@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

315 E. 8th Street #504 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: In regards to the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor: 

 

I am a home owner in the Fashion District. I would like to give 

my support to Option G. This connector will provide much 

need coverage for the downtown area. 

 
 
ref:_00Df42UDS._500f46V 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:briproffitt@gmail.com
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 5:35 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#20] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Gilbert Contreras  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

gcontr8435@aol.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

14155 Paramount Blvd 

Paramount, CA 90723 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

Hello, 

 

I am the property owner at the north/west corner of the intersection at Paramount & Rosecrans. The 

property is a mixed use occupancy built pre-1933. currently used as retail furniture store on first story 

with twelve residential units on the second floor. I was in attendanceat one of your community meeting 

held at Paramount City Hall and was told that my property will not be needed to build the project. 

 

I have a great deal of concern with the amount of vibration and damage to my structure that this new 

commuter railcar will produce. I understand the plan is to build above grade at this intersection, 

placing the railcars extremely close at the same level as my residential units and causing a great deal of 

noise to my tenants. 

 

What measures are being taken to deal with these problems? 

 

Please contact 

Gilbert Contreras 

(310)721-4252 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:gcontr8435@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=14155%20Paramount%20Blvd++Paramount+CA+90723+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Gregory Kay [gregoryskay@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 8:52 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch 
   
Alternative G with the terminus in the Downtown core should be selected. 

 
 
ref:_00Df42UDS._500f46V2iI:ref 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 8:43 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#18] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? 

* 

Matt Diaz  

Email 

Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

mattdiaz81@gmail.com  

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I’m writing to express my support for WSAB route G ending in the Downtown core. It adds a station 

near the one section of downtown (Fashion District) that will be left without rail if not chosen. This 

section has many mixed use and residential projects remaking the area as well as a lot of businesses 

and foot traffic. A station connecting to 7th/ metro can allow for easy transfers to all other lines 

serving downtown. Three options that will quickly get you to Union Station. (Btw DC Union station is 

served by only one metro stop, and Chicago’s union station has no El connections. It isn’t always 

beneficial for a line to terminate at the cities main rail hub, especially if there are easy and frequent 

transfers already available to that hub.)The G route finally allows for future extensions to be made to 

underseved, transit dependent communities east of downtown. Please seriously consider this option. 

Thank you. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:mattdiaz81@gmail.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/2/2018 5:02 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#19] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * renee acero  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

r_acero@msn.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

5775 Roosevelt Ave 

South Gate, CA 90280 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

Hello, I wasn't able to attend this meeting but just wanted to provide a comment regarding the WSAB 

TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT... I live in Hollydale (South Gate) near the proposed Gardendale stop. I 

don't see any reason to have a stop here. I am familiar with the areas of Rosecrans/Paramount and the 

Firestone proposed stop and feel those areas are much more capable of handling on/off pedestrian 

traffic as well as parking traffic from these trains. We already have enough issues with parking and a 

SEVERE lack of police presence as well as an increasing homeless population. Please take these things 

into consideration as you decide where to place these stops. Also, with a stop in Paramount I don't see 

any reason to have one so close (gardendale). I hope you will consider us residents/tax payers in your 

planning process. 

 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:r_acero@msn.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=5775%20Roosevelt%20Ave++South%20Gate+CA+90280+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: David Blumenthal [dblumenthal@downeyca.org] 
Sent: 8/3/2018 5:29 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Cc: mesparza@downeyca.org 
Subject: Response to NOP 
   

Attached is the City of Downey’s response to the recirculated NOP.  Please let me know if you have any 
questions. 

  

David Blumenthal 

City Planner 

 

11111 Brookshire Avenue 

Downey, CA 90241 

  

Phone Number (562) 904-7154 

  

Email:  dblumenthal@downeyca.org 

  

 Please consider the environment before printing this email.  

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:mesparza@downeyca.org
mailto:dblumenthal@downeyca.org


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/3/2018 4:55 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#22] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Polycarpio Gomez  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

polygomez@verizon.net 

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

18108 harvest ave 

Cerritos , CA 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I live one house from the wall that borders the neighborhood 

and the proposed railway, my backyard 

boarders Gridley street. 

The existing wall is approximately five feet high. How will you 

buffer the noise and sight 

Of the electrical lines over the tracks ? 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:polygomez@verizon.net
http://maps.google.com/?q=18108%20harvest%20ave++Cerritos%20+CA+90703+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/4/2018 11:23 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#24] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Rommel Barrantes  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

barrantes0120@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

5738 1/2 Harding Ave 

South Gate , Ca 90280 

United States 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:barrantes0120@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=5738%201/2%20Harding%20Ave++South%20Gate%20+Ca+90280+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Brian Riseley [riseleybw@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/4/2018 12:11 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Support for Plan 
   
Greetings: 
I live in Bellflower and am enthusiastic for the proposed WSAB line.  I am legally-blind and rely on public 
transportation to get around.  Moreover, I work for the County of Los Angeles and am required from 
time to time to travel for my work. This project would provide me with a super convenient starting and 
ending location for my trip.  Previously, if I needed to go downtown, I would walk over a mile to get to 
Lakewood Blvd.  I would then: take the 266 North to the Green Line, take the Green Line to the Blue 
Line, and take the Blue Line to downtown.  This new rail line running right by my house will be infinitely 
more convenient.  
  
Thanks, 
Brian Riseley 
(562)213-8221 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/4/2018 9:15 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#23] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * jerome weymouth  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

jeromeandjosey@msn.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

171 e. Platt st. 

Long beach, ca. 90805 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

The construction phase should be re-thought with this in mind: Convivence! 

The first phase should be built to the 105 freeway and then the second phase should be built from the 

105 freeway and up the Slauson junction. and finally to the down town terminal. 

It will of little use to go to Imperial Hwy. with only the one bus line that runs from east to west. While 

the majority will transfer to the Green line. I foresee very little ridership to the Imperial Hwy terminal. 

It is better that the second phase go to the Slauson junction. There people can transfer to the Metro 

blue line to points north or south. and thirdly people will ride from the Slauson Junction to the desired 

points north. remember the rail lines should be built for the convenience of the transit riders and not 

for the engineering. Think convenience! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:jeromeandjosey@msn.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=171%20e.%20Platt%20st.++Long%20beach+ca.+90805+


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/4/2018 11:23 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#24] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Rommel Barrantes  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

barrantes0120@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

5738 1/2 Harding Ave 

South Gate , Ca 90280 

United States 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:barrantes0120@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=5738%201/2%20Harding%20Ave++South%20Gate%20+Ca+90280+United%20States


M I NETA’QASSOCIATES, LLC 
Norman Y. Mineta 
President & CEO 

August 7, 2018 

Phillip A. Washington 
Chief Executive Officer 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: Environmental Scoping Comments for Little Tokyo and the West Santa Ana Branch Rail Transit 
Project ' 

Dear Phil, 

I am writing to commend you and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro) Board of Directors for supporting the selection of Option E (underground Alameda ending at 
Union Station) as one of two options being considered for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) 
alignment and to add my voice to those calling for a new station in Little Tokyo. 

Further, I suggest that this new station and Regional Connector station can be combined and planned 
together in a seamless coordinated approach that truly embraces the concepts of transit—oriented 
development, thus avoiding unnecessary costs and reducing community impacts. 

When completed, the entire WSAB line from Artesia to Downtown Los Angeles will serve a series of 
environmental justice communities. This can be attributed in large part to the collaborative efforts of 
Eco—Rapid Transit and its member cities, who are working together in a collaborative manner with 
you as envisioned many years ago under ISTEA (Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act). 

As Metro proceeds with the WSAB alignment environmental scoping process for Little Tokyo, please 
include a station and, if possible, a direct entrance to the Japanese American National Museum 
(JANM), which has served as an educational resource since 1992 and will continue its important 
mission for years to come. Perhaps this can be the “Little Tokyo/JANM” Station. 

I thank you and your staff for your efforts to ensure that the positive benefits and negative impacts 
faced by Little Tokyo community are taken into consideration as you look at the WSAB alternatives. 

Sincerely 

Norman Y. Mineta 

C: Teresa Wong, Metro Project Manager 
Michael R. Kodama, Eco—Rapid Transit 

1631 Cliff Drive Edgewater, MD 21037 T :  443607—8019 F: 410-798-7447 norm@minetallc.com 

@ -  



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/7/2018 7:56 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#25] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Sara Navarro  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

snavarro@warasic.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

9315 Alondra Blvd. #3 

Bellflower, CA 90706 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I am extremely concerned now that I learned one of the proposed segments ( Santa Ana Branch) is 

actually an option. This proposed segment will literally be a few feet from our back door. We are a 

newer community and this would propose an extremely stressful and unhealthy environment for all of 

the families in our community. The noise, waste, increased probability of crime along the trail would be 

unbearable & extremely unfair to those of us that purchased a home in this area. Most of us are 

couples whom are first time home owners & settled down to start our families. Families use the trail 

behind us to go for walks with our children, get out after a long day to get exercise or use it to visit 

local businesses without having to travel the busy main road. There is a lack of park maintenance & 

upgrades in our city. I sincerely feel that putting in this segment would reverse the hard work our 

community has put in to achieve beautification in our city. 

 

Thank you for your time. 

Sara Navarro 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:snavarro@warasic.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=9315%20Alondra%20Blvd.%20#3++Bellflower+CA+90706+United States


July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2352 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/'Dei Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to flilstrack. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f 2  



At the iuiy 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station ls needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is pmposlng that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i sugest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. - 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, Including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would llke to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Name; m fi  C: ’2 U Z -  

S I g n a t u r e : W  Date: y [I “E 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Austin, Jim [jsaustin@railworks.com] 
Sent: 8/9/2018 8:50 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Updates 
   

Please add my email to the updates list. 

  

Thanks 

  

Jim Austin 

General Manager 

Southern California Region 

RailWorks Corporation  

12740 Lakeland Road, Unit B 

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670 

Phone:   1-562-698-1155  

Mobile:   1-562-320-3679 

jsaustin@railworks.com 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:jsaustin@railworks.com


Hello, 

  

CCA received an email notice about WSAB TOD plan outreach happening in Huntington Park next 

weekend, and we were hoping to learn more about the TOD SIP. 

  

We’ve been very involved in the conversation about northern alignments for WSAB, but haven’t heard 

much about the TOD plan and we’re curious how it’s being coordinated with ongoing local planning 

efforts – particularly DTLA 2040 – and how (and which) stakeholders are being engaged. 

  

Any info you can provide would be helpful; feel free to give me a call at my office number below if that’s 

easier for you. 

  

Best, 

  

 

Shane Phillips 
Director of Public Policy 

  

626 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 850  I  Los Angeles, CA 90017 

office: (213) 416-7535  I  fax: (213) 624-0858 

  

sphillips@ccala.org 

ccala.org 

  

 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

JL. 
CCA 
CENTRAL CITY 
ASSOCIATION 
OF LOS ANGELES 

mailto:sphillips@ccala.org
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fccala.org%2F&data=02%7C01%7Csha%40steinberg.us.com%7Cba5792a97e4544965cdb08d501fa98f9%7C636a8cb361304e86bcf2c3a6a773b55c%7C1%7C0%7C636417098193763758&sdata=sgtft%2BnDNJ5yzlHVpPbwIrPggr04z%2F1%2FsCu2Pa9aOes%3D&reserved=0
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings -~July 2013 

Comment Sheet 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/16/2018 11:16 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#28] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Jean Dare  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

jdare@ca.rr.com  

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I am concerned because the actual ridership has decreased 

and there is not sufficient actual justification for this new line. 

I am concerned about the fact that it will present traffic 

problems on Woodruff and Bellflower Blvd. I am concerned 

about the time it will take for construction. I’m concerned that 

there will not be sufficient security onboard. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:jdare@ca.rr.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/16/2018 8:09 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#27] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * marcy garcia  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

garciamarcelina@rocketmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

5775 roosevelt ave 

south gate, CA 90280 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I am opposed to the proposed stop for this rail in my neighborhood. With all the proposed projects and 

projects already in development this area CANNOT take more traffic! In addition, we feel that this stop 

would bring more homeless to our area that's already being overrun. Please know that the cities of 

South Gate and Downey RARELY patrol this area and it's difficult to to get police assistance or any other 

kind of assistance here. These cities will do little to nothing to improve or upkeep this stop should it be 

put here. PLEASE do NOT put a stop in our area. It's bad enough we'll have the train cutting right 

through our backyards! 

thank you! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:garciamarcelina@rocketmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=5775%20roosevelt%20ave++south%20gate+CA+90280+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/16/2018 8:08 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#26] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * mario acero  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

maacero13@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

5775 Roosevelt Ave 

South Gate, CA 90280 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I am opposed to the proposed stop for this rail in my neighborhood (Hollydale, Gardendale stop). With 

all the proposed projects and projects already in development this area CANNOT take more traffic! In 

addition, we feel that this stop would bring more homeless to our area that's already being overrun. 

Please know that the cities of South Gate and Downey RARELY patrol this area and it's difficult to to get 

police assistance or any other kind of assistance here. These cities will do little to nothing to improve 

or upkeep this stop should it be put here. PLEASE do NOT put a stop in our area. It's bad enough we'll 

have the train cutting right through our backyards! 

thank you! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:maacero13@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=5775%20Roosevelt%20Ave++South%20Gate+CA+90280+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Zenas Tham [ztham@assessor.lacounty.gov] 
Sent: 8/17/2018 2:42 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Public Comment 
   

Dear Ms. Wong and fellow LA Metro Transit Authority Associates, 

  

From what I was able to gather from the Final Alternatives Analysis Report (Final Recommendations 
Section 7.12.3), it appears the report is recommending the LRT Alternative with the removal of the 
Bloomfield Station in the City of Cerritos.  Being a resident of Cerritos, my comments, questions and 
concerns are directed primarily in response to the project’s impacts on the city below: 

  

1)      The current recommendation for LRT with two station stops at 183rd/Gridley and Pioneer Blvd in my 
local area appear in line with the purpose of providing a cost effective alternative mode of transit in 
order to alleviate increasing congestion.  However, although the two stations attached to this 
recommendation identify a strong concentration/need for transit stops, their proximity to one another 
creates redundancy.  The major commercial interests that would benefit from the alternative transit 
access points are located near the intersections of 183rd/Studebaker Rd (Auto square), South St/Gridley 
(Cerritos Mall), Pioneer/186th St (Little India).  Ideally, I believe in order to reduce the redundancy 
between the two stops, a single location that benefits all commercial interests in this local area should 
be identified.  

2)      As seen in the analysis report, the removal of a station at Bloomfield Ave is correct as there is not 
enough commercial interests in the area for the location to be viable.  The surrounding land uses are 
primarily low density residential with a high ownership rate of private vehicles and ample parking, which 
would not be receptive to public transit, as would an area with high density residential land uses and 
limited parking spaces.  It is also in my personal opinion that the regional park by Bloomfield Ave is not 
large enough, as compared to the Great Park in Orange County, to warrant an interest for a LRT transit 
station. 

3)      I have concerns for increase opportunities for criminal activity and hazardous occurrences in the area 
due to the LRT line and would like the future studies to provide an in-depth look into the corridors 
ability to protect the ridership and the surrounding neighborhoods (i.e. local police 
involvement/response procedure, contracted police force agreements, security surveillance, safety 
guard rails for pedestrians and vehicles, structural concrete barriers due to derailment, etc). 

4)      Is there a study for below grade/subway type LRT (similar to the purple line that passes underneath 
Beverly Hills High School)?  I believe that if the LRT is installed within a tunnel, this option would reduce 
many security, air quality, noise, visual and privacy issues concerning the local residents.  

5)      Will there be a landscape plan for the corridor?  

mailto:wsab@metro.net


6)      When vibrations and increased traffic from construction and operation of the LRT occur, it will 
deteriorate the surrounding infrastructure and property.  How does Metro intend to remedy the 
damages? 

Thank you for your efforts as responsible civic employees in helping the community to alleviate the 
increasing traffic burdens on the region.  Any responses/answers/corrections to my comments above 
are welcomed. 

  

Kind Regards, 

Zenas Tham 

  

 



July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2352 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/'Dei Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to flilstrack. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f 2  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Min, I do not support a station in 
the City of Gerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly. Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shapping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also in yourfuture planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Can-Ito: resident 

Name: 9' L o ”.3 

M W... possess an... at {/3 / 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2352 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/'Dei Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to flilstrack. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f 2  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best. as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections In Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro’s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: 

Signatu m: eZ/g/a/ 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2352 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/'Dei Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to flilstrack. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f 2  



At the .iu'ly'Z'UIB meeting. Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to b e '  In Cerritos, this location would be best, as‘ it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doe‘sn’ t contain single-family home's' In this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of territos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro Is proposing that the 'right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail-to 
cr'cIss multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these‘ shopping centers have. "In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Gerritosto support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that aréa will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

It is for these reasons that i am curtently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro Include my comments and opposition-in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Date: 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed Westfianta Ana Branch 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2352 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/'Dei Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to flilstrack. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering In Its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single—family homes In this area. Again, i do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch proiect run through Cerritos below ground andnot 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great Opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro Include my comments and opposition In Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Anita [buddysmycat@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/19/2018 6:13 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Community Concern regarding ridership 
   

Good Morning Teresa, 
  

My name is Anita McInnis. I live in Bellflower and am a community advocate 

who has been keeping people informed about meetings and other issues 
with this project. As you well know, there are many who are still skeptical 

and/or opposing this project, however futile it may be. Some of them came 
to me yesterday and stated they were concerned about what would happen 

if the ridership diminished in the future and didn't sustain this project. Could 
you please respond, so I can share your response with them? I would really 

appreciate it.  
  

I think you all are doing a fabulous job on keeping us informed and working 
on this project. I have attended meetings in Paramount, Bell, Bellflower, and 

several other cities in the past year, or so and am very impressed with how 
well organized you are and how you are handling all of this.  

  
I have attended the last two Eco Rapid meetings and am very interested in 

seeing the process and progress as we move along.  

  
Thanks to you, your team and all who are involved in making this project a 

success. I look forward to your response. I'll share it in Facebook in the 
three community pages that are set up for our city.  

  
Anita McInnis 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Antonio TwizShiz Edward [antonio@shiz.tv] 
Sent: 8/20/2018 6:46 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Cc: metroplan@metro.net; regionalconnector@metro.net; hancej@metro.net 
Subject: WSAB and my dream line Burbank Line 
   

My dream line to connect with the Santa Ana line - 

https://www.google.com/maps/d/viewer?mid=1ADfI5acYMs56b_Dvd2ROkrsmW8KGOi-

i&hl=en&usp=sharing 

Hello. 

I really hope that the final layout is going to connect with the current Gold/Blue Line on the north 

terminus. I believe that the current layover can be at the current Gold Line yards north of Chinatown 

Station. The reason why I really want this is because I believe in the future, a Burbank Line will be created 

to follow the current Metrolink line. 

Phase 1 is of course from Washington Station to Union Station which is the current plan for the Santa Ana 

alignment, which is what I hope you finalize on. 

At the junction near Little Tokyo, it would be nice if the West Santa Ana Line would stop at this station but 

is not necessary. The train can just meet up and join the current Gold Line, future Blue Line,  going north 

to Union Station, then to Chinatown Station and then continue north (no passengers) to the current train 

yards layover point so it can be out of the way of the Gold Line current alignment. The driver will then set 

up a southbound route back to Chinatown, Union Station, then continue south on Alameda underground. 

It might be a good idea for all three lines (Gold Line, Blue Line, and WSAB Line) to meet at Tokyo Station 

together. So when it is traveling north on Alameda, it veers off west and then connect to the tunnels to 

meet at Tokyo Station. At Tokyo Station, the passengers will then have a choice to continue to Montclair, 

East LA and beyond, Santa Monica, Long Beach, West Santa Ana, and my dream line to Santa Clarita. 

For the current construction of the Regional Connector, a break away wall somewhere on the South East 

of the Little Tokyo Station would be a good idea in case you guys decide to implement the connector for 

all three lines at Tokyo Station. 

Please check out my map I made in Google. Of course, I do not have the expertise of alignment and best 

station locations. That is what an EIR is for. Thanks. 

https://www.google.com/maps/d/viewer?mid=1ADfI5acYMs56b_Dvd2ROkrsmW8KGOi-

i&hl=en&usp=sharing 

Thank you. 

Thank you, from Antonio TwizShiz Edward of Shiz and Evolve.Forward.Media. Please keep it green, keep 
it all electronic. Please try to refrain from printing. If you want to report anything suspicious, please 
Email info@shiz.tv . For information about Shiz security and privacy, please visit https://shiz.tv/privacy . 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: FERZAY Jimenez [fercinj@live.com] 
Sent: 8/20/2018 3:04 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Suggestions for consideration and support for Alternate G Alignment 
   

 
The WSAB Project has the potential to reduce motorist traffic and our carbon emissions while 
saving commute time. I support the project with preference to the alternate G (Downtown 
Transit Core) alignment. I commute  250 days out of the year to/from the Arts District and have 
some important comments for the project. 
 
One challenge that arises with public transit is the need for a last-mile form of 
transportation such as bicycles and scooters that would encourage motorist to leave the 
highways for Metro transportation (such as myself). Ride sharing companies like BIRD and 
LimeBike have found ways to address the problem, but unfortunately created others along the 
way. 
 
I suggest that we build metro stations with scooter/bike sharing solutions to better compete 
with motor vehicles in our roads. One solution to continuously fund costs would be to license 
the use of Metro facilities with a "right-of-way" annual fee to each ride sharing company that 
wishes to be part of the program. In this way, Metro would have more leverage to implement 
usage rules against users and ride-sharing companies alike. A ride sharing solution plan would 
ensure that we address the problems that the City of Santa Monica is currently dealing 
with,such as: scooter nuisance, pedestrian accidents and lack of space. 
 
A way to entice ride sharing companies to be part of the solution could be to build WSAB 
stations with dockless charging stations that would benefit all parties a like. Ride sharing 
technologies are beneficial to the commuters like me that need a "last-mile" form of 
transportation to make the leap from cars to bus/train. As Uber, Lift, Lime, and Bird companies 
grow, their services will be used by more and more commuters and we have an opportunity to 
bring all stakeholders together and solve these complex issues now, rather than later. 
 
I do have one question in regard to the life expectancy of a railway car. How long does a rail car 
last until it becomes absolete? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Arizay Jimenez 
Ph (323) 423-0102 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 
Name/Affiliation/Organization: B A R? R Y  D .  P A R L 50 N 
Address; (7153 ALGERDOMA ST. 
Phone/Cell: B E L L F L O W E  1:? " C A  9d70 é " 4 2 0 3  

Email: 

Thank you for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions and/or comments. 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong @ wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22-4 . 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 '. @ metro.net/wsab 

Comments submitted through the project's social media 
2 pages or helpline will not be part of the official public scoping 

record. Please submit all comments via mail, email, and the 
M e t  r0. project website (as indicated aba ve). 
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Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Chris Carrera [carrera01@verizon.net] 
Sent: 8/20/2018 4:52 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH (WSAB) TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 
   

I would like to comment that Alternative G, with the project ending in the Downtown 
LA core is the best route for this project. I like the project ending at Pershing Square 
because it would be a shorter walk and it is not as crowded as the 7th Street 
station/Metro center, that station is VERY crowded. 
  

Thank you 

  

Chris Carrera 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 20'! 8. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

a TeresaWong @ wsab@metro.net 
ProIect Manager. Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 @ metro.net/wsab 

Comments submitted through the prO/ect s sacral med/a 
pages or helpline will not be part of the off/‘a‘a/ public scoping 

M t record. Please submit all comments via mail, email, and the 
project website (as indicated abo ve). 



Fold Here 

Place 
Stamp 
Here 

Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22—4 
Los Angeles,-CA 90012 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: [oceananteater@aol.com] 
Sent: 8/20/2018 3:33 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Public Comments 
 
While I agree with the concept of option G, I disagree with the proposed route. After the Arts District 
South station, the route should travel west beneath 5th Street to intersect the Red & Purple lines at 
Pershing Square and intersect the Regional Connector at the in-fill station. This would also position the 
line for future possible extensions. The way the lines are oriented now in option G leaves very few 
possibilities for meaningful extensions.   
  
Also, are the Washington, Vernon, and Slauson stations going to be shared stations with the Blue Line or 
completely separated? The presentations are vague about that. The Slauson station is shown over 
Slauson Ave, while the current Blue Line station is south of the street. If the stations are separate, will 
pedestrian walkways be provided to access both stations and provide for easy connections? Or will 
riders be forced to exit one station and then re-enter the other station? 
  
Sincerely, 
Philip Provencio 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: James M Okazaki [jokazaki@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 3:40 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net; wongte@metro.net 
Cc: nate.hayward@lacity.org; hancej@metro.net; kristin@littletokyola.org; aihara.chris@gmail.com 
Subject: Comments on the new SCOPE of WORK for the WSAB Project 
   
Teresa, 
  
Here are additional comments about about the northern segment of the WSAB work looking at the 
alignment along Alameda St. to Union Station (Option E): 
  
1.   Construction work during the Utility Relocation was not adequately covered with the Business 
Interruption Fund,  So, please make sure that impacts of the Utility Relocation Work is included and 
covered by the new revised BIF.      2.   The Outreach during construction of the Regional Connector was 
not totally adequate, so please increase the Outreach efforts during the WSAB work, both for Utility 
Relocation Work and Station Construction, 
3.    Traffic impact is expected to be significant during Utility Relocation and Station Construction Work, so 
schedule any closure of Alameda St. to ONLY nights and weekends.  And be through developing a 
satisfactory DETOUR Route with adequate mitigation measures to minimize the traffic impact to the 
community and motorists. 
4.    Station Location is important in serving the community, yet it's also important to situate it such that 
the traffic impact for vehicles (such as DASH, Metro bus, UBER/LYFT, Taxi, and bicycles) accessing it 
and circulating around it does not create unnecessarily traffic and safety impact afterwards when the 
Station is OPEN. 
5.   Although mentioned earlier, the existing BIF was not adequate in addressing the business impact in 
Little Tokyo during the Regional Connector.  Therefore, Metro needs to MODIFY the rules of the BIF to 
allow more broad interpretation of the Board's intent for the BIF, not to impact and destroy businesses 
during the construction of the Metro Rail Project.  Please talk to the LTBA and others in Little Tokyo on 
how to improve its effectiveness to reduce impacts to mom and pop stores in Little Tokyo and the Arts 
District. 
6.   Metro needs to continue to work closely with the Little Tokyo Community Council in addressing the 
issues of the community in developing viable MITIGATION Measures during the Utility Relocation and 
Construction work. Metro must continue its regular meeting with the LTCC and the community during the 
Study and during the Construction period. 
7.   Little Tokyo is working with the City of Los Angeles in developing the Mangrove Site, so Metro should 
not continue to use it as a CONSTRUCTION Staging Area. 
8.  Study should adequately address the impacts of the TUNNELING work along Alameda St., particularly 
the JET GROUTING operation, and its potential impact to traffic. 
  
Thank you! 
  
James Okazaki, member, Transit Committee 
Little Tokyo Community Council 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: lee eveline [lee_eveline@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 5:16 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Fwd: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor - Metro Expansion Project Route G 

Attention Teresa Wong, Project Manager 

As a resident and owner at 100 South Alameda Street between 1st and 2nd Street. I understand the need 
for better public transportation, but we have had deal with the gold line construction in the past and 
now the new orange line that is still under construction. The impact on our building and quality of life is 
tremendous. 

I highly recommend Route G – Closest to South Park/Fashion District. As most of the transit riders will 
benefit more from this route to more DTLA attractions – shopping at Fashion District and 7th Street 
Market Place, LA Convention Center, LA Live, Staple Center, and Restaurant Row on 7th. 

  

 

  

  

However, if the consensus is for Route E and our building continues to be impacted, here are some 
concerns I would like addressed and answers. 

  

•         BIF (Business Interruption Fund) 

|||' 
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•         Community consultant to analyze EIR and other technical documents 

•         No taking of private land 

•         No above ground impacts including utility relocation and preconstruction work 

•         Mangrove is off limits 

•         Commercial St. and Alameda intersection must be fixed 

•         Smart parking for neighborhood 

•         No full street closures for any work that must be done above ground 

•         Thorough and transparent outreach and updates to all businesses and residents during 
construction process. 

  

I want to take this opportunity to thank you in advance for your consideration. 

  

Eveline Lee 

Savoy Resident/Owner 

  

 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Marc Dedeaux [mdx71@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 4:17 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net; rsmith@savoyhoa.com 
Subject: Re: Savoy | METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 
   
  
Option E. 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Fran Bakkers [fran4usc@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 6:07 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Teresa Wong Stop (WSAB) Metro 
   

To Teresa Wong and Metro Committee, 
  

We have been Cerritos residents for 47 years. We moved to Cerritos known 

as, "Dairy Valley" in 1971 and have seen the city develop 
exponentially.  This rapid expansion included the vibrant Cerritos Mall, 

prosperous Cerritos Auto Square, excellent Cerritos Public Library and 
renowned Cerritos Performing Arts Center. 

  
Cerritos has always been a forerunner in its outreach and development to 

the local city, neighboring communities and beyond.  All these 
enhancements and expansions have made Cerritos the outstanding First-

Rate city it is today. 
  

However, we are TOTALLY OPPOSED to and have major concerns about the 
introduction of the new Light Rail Transit line that would connect downtown 

Los Angeles to southeast LA County.  Specifically, the West Santa Ana 
Branch(WSAB)Transit Corridor Project which could be extended to Bloomfield 

right behind our home.  This is NOT the type of expansion Project Cerritos 

needs. 
  

There are major DISTURBING CONCERNS not only to our home and other 
Cerritos residents, but further outlying residents as well. Our home is located 

exactly next to the existing tracks with our backyard directly facing the 
tracks. 

  
Below is a listing of all the NEGATIVE IMPACTS this  Metro Light Rail Project 

will pose: 
1) Home Real Estate values Plummet directly next to tracks (Cerritos 

becomes less desirable) 
2) Crime and Burglary Increases (It is documented that crime outpaces 

other areas where           Tracks and Trains are involved) 
3) Vandalism & Trespassing 

4) Transient & Homeless population Boom (It is already at an All-Time 

High) 
5) Noise & Privacy Disturbances (Every 5-10 minutes directly behind our 

home) 
6) Traffic Congestion and Road Access Issues ( Long wait times for 

passing Metro and                delays for Emergency Ambulances) 
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7)  Railroad Safety Concerns 
All the above reasons are valid and serious concerns why a new Metro Light 

Rail Transit would be a MAJOR DETRIMENT to the entire city of Cerritos and 
its loyal residents. 

  
We have seen Cerritos thrive over its 47 years and we hope this Metro Light 

Rail Project will be STRONGLY OPPOSED and REJECTED!!  This is NOT the 
type of expansion Cerritos needs to keep its residents safe and thriving. 

  
Thank you for the opportunity to share our feedback and do make every 

effort to please pass this along to ALL the necessary Committee Members 
and Planners involved in this Project. 

  
Maureen Bakkers(Owner) 

Fran Bakkers(Daughter/Resident) 

19623 Sequoia Ave 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

562-402-1949 
  
 



From: Bobby Anand [mailto:bobby.s.anand@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 5:41 PM 

To: Robert Smith 
Subject: Re: Savoy | METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 

  

Hi Rob, 

  

I would prefer Option E. 

  

Thanks, 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 

Name/Afiiliation/Organization: afl/fi (7L lA/fl LL; 

Address: Q7411 [oflalF/la ” V ;  ”EMFQWE& 90709 

Phone/Cell: 512' /L/6/ ' 0 91,1 2/ 

awn/.Laaq (0, GMfi/L. Com 
Email: 

Thank you for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions and/or comments. 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August 24, 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong @ wsab@metro.net 
Pro;ect Manager. Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 @ metro.net/wsab 

Comments submitted through the project’s social media 
pages or helpline will not be part of the official public scoping 
record. Please submit all comments via mail, email, and the 

M e t  '0 project website (as indicated abo ve). 
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Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:39 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#36] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Farhad Natan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

farhadnatan@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda St. Unit 436 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: Line G is much preferable. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:farhadnatan@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20St.%20+Unit%20436+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:35 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#35] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Farhad Natan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

farhadnatan@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda St. Apt. 135 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I much prefer route G 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:farhadnatan@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20St.%20+Apt.%20135+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:06 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#33] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Farhad Natan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

farhadnatan@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda Street Unit 135 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I definitely choose rout G, Alameda Street is already too busy 

without the metro. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:farhadnatan@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20Street+Unit%20135+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 10:57 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#31] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Farhad Natan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

sharonmax1@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda Street Apt. 917 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I vote to route G. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:sharonmax1@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20Street+Apt.%20917+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: lee eveline [lee_eveline@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 5:16 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Fwd: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor - Metro Expansion Project Route G 

Attention Teresa Wong, Project Manager 

As a resident and owner at 100 South Alameda Street between 1st and 2nd Street. I understand the need 
for better public transportation, but we have had deal with the gold line construction in the past and 
now the new orange line that is still under construction. The impact on our building and quality of life is 
tremendous. 

I highly recommend Route G – Closest to South Park/Fashion District. As most of the transit riders will 
benefit more from this route to more DTLA attractions – shopping at Fashion District and 7th Street 
Market Place, LA Convention Center, LA Live, Staple Center, and Restaurant Row on 7th. 

  

 

  

  

However, if the consensus is for Route E and our building continues to be impacted, here are some 
concerns I would like addressed and answers. 

  

•         BIF (Business Interruption Fund) 

|||' 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


•         Community consultant to analyze EIR and other technical documents 

•         No taking of private land 

•         No above ground impacts including utility relocation and preconstruction work 

•         Mangrove is off limits 

•         Commercial St. and Alameda intersection must be fixed 

•         Smart parking for neighborhood 

•         No full street closures for any work that must be done above ground 

•         Thorough and transparent outreach and updates to all businesses and residents during 
construction process. 

  

I want to take this opportunity to thank you in advance for your consideration. 

  

Eveline Lee 

Savoy Resident/Owner 

  

 



July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012—2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed Wesll Santa Ana Branch (WSABi Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an upd ted public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch projec , beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide on with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana B nch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station locati within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Stree A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridle Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the stati n locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia ioc ion that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cert itos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in th e City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains n plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake t pe vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes n xt to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro ouid be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road a cl Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doe n't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this er 3. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is no dad in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be use for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would gen rate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade Ii t rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes wouid dete Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it cold take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project ru through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support etro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City f Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at t e Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developin parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at th e shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these sh pping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia st tion is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that ation should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently ery difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking nd will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Bouleva d for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to etro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comme ts and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for t e corridor 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: “ ) l  AWAY] 

Signature: {Li/Z a ”  Date: 8 [2/ I [8 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 4:41 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#29] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Pei-Shin Wu  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

pswu1886@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S Alameda St 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: Regarding the WSAB train line, from the current proposed two 

Northern Alignment options, my preferred route is Route G. 

This will cause less disruption of the Little Tokyo area and the 

needed connection from south of downtown to the downtown 

transit core. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:pswu1886@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S%20Alameda%20St++Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Randy [dgoodson@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:59 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion Comments 
   
Hi, I'd like to express my support for ROUTE E, underground along Alameda. Additionally, I strongly 
request the following:  
   

• BIF (Business Interruption Fund) 
• Community consultant to analyze EIR and other technical documents 
• No taking of private land 
• No above ground impacts including utility relocation and preconstruction work 
• Mangrove is off limits 
• Commercial St. and Alameda intersection must be fixed 
• Smart parking for neighborhood 
• No full street closures for any work that must be done above ground 
• Thorough and transparent outreach and updates to all businesses and residents during 

construction process  

Thank you for listening to my feedback. 
  
Randy Hui 
100 S. Alameda St. #462 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
310-709-8898 

 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Robert Navarro [npi@pacbell.net] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 6:41 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Route choice 
 
I choose G route. Little Tokyo and Arts District has suffered enough. 
 
Robert Navarro 
100 S Alameda St #341 
LOS Angeles, CA 90012 
 
ref:_00Df42UDS._500f47zxCT:ref 

mailto:npi@pacbell.net
mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:11 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#34] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Shahla Shafii  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

shahlashafii@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda Street Unit 436 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I much prefer Line G vs Line E. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:shahlashafii@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20Street+Unit%20436+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/21/2018 11:03 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#32] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Shahla Shafii  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

shahlashafii@yahoo.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda Sreet Apt. 135 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I choose Route G since Alameda St. is very busy Street from 

6th to 1st Street. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:shahlashafii@yahoo.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20Sreet+Apt.%20135+Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


From: theresa cong [mailto:theresacong_2001@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 5:58 PM 

To: Jesse Brown; Robert Smith 
Subject: Re: Savoy | METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 

  

Hi Robert/Jesse, 

  

We prefer Route G, it does not effect Little Tokyo. 

  

Thanks 

  

Theresa Cong 

Unit 271 

  

 

mailto:theresacong_2001@yahoo.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 8:31 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#37] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Richard Brutchey  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

brutchey@hotmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S Alameda St 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I am writing to express my strong opposition as a property 

owner to the proposed Route E for the WSAB. There will be 

negative economic impact to residents and small business 

owners in Little Tokyo for years. Therefore Route G passing 

through commercial and industrial sections of east part of 

downtown is preferred. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:brutchey@hotmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S%20Alameda%20St++Los%20Angeles+CA+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: BUNTHOON VIVATPATTANAKUL [bvivatp@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 5:33 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Opposing WSAB Cerritos station 
   
Dear Ms. T. Wong: 
  
We are Cerritos residents for over 30 years and would like to keep the city away from too high 
traffic/crowd and pollution from the project 
So, we are opposing this WSAB to build a  station in Cerritos 
  

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Geoffrey Boynton [geoffrey.boynton@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 10:57 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 
   
 Hi Teresa,  
  
As a resident and property owner living directly on Alameda Street inside of this project zone I felt it 
imperative to submit my opinions on these proposed routes. 
  
At this time Metro has narrowed their choices to two options. Of these two I would select option E but 
with the following stipulations. 
  
BIF (Business Interruption Fund) 
 
Community consultant to analyze EIR and other technical documents 
 
No taking of private land 
 
No above ground impacts including utility relocation and pre-construction work 
 
Mangrove is off limits 
 
Commercial St. and Alameda intersection must be fixed 
 
Smart parking for neighborhood 
 
No full street closures for any work that must be done above ground 
 
Thorough and transparent outreach and updates to all businesses and residents during construction 
process.  
  
However, there is another critical and important alignment option which Metro has not yet offered us. 
Run the same heavy rail equipment used on the L.A. Red/Purple Line subway on the WSAB and connect 
the two lines in the Arts District. This is similar to Option H, but with no forced transfer and no tunnel. 
WSAB, from the rider perspective, becomes part of the subway. Not only do passengers get a one-seat 
ride to Union Station, but they can ride directly all the way to North Hollywood, Koreatown, and West 
L.A. The problem of getting through downtown is solved, since the WSAB simply connects to the end of 
the subway storage yards at 6th Street. 
 
Joining the subway with the WSAB has the potential to be a win-win-win for Metro riders, and for the 
communities the WSAB would serve. 
 
Where would WSAB heavy rail go? 
 
This WSAB heavy rail proposal would run along the L.A. River, east of Little Tokyo, sharing some features 
of Metro’s easternmost alignment (option H). 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


 
The heavy rail WSAB would extend the Red/Purple Line east out the back of Union Station into Metro’s 
Division 20 Metro rail yard located between the downtown L.A. Arts District and the river, south of First 
Street. Metro is already working to retool this yard as part of its Division 20 Portal Widening and 
Turnback Facility project, which lays the groundwork for an Arts District Station for the Red/Purple Line. 
 
WSAB heavy rail could extend these tracks south – all the way to Artesia. 
 
The subway tail tracks already extend south of 6th Street. Below that, the WSAB would continue south 
along the L.A. River along a right-of-way currently used by Amtrak to reach its shops and car-wash 
facility. There’s actually a pretty open ROW along this route, some portions currently used for parking 
lots. 
 
Where Amtrak turns east across the river near Washington Boulevard, the WSAB would continue on a 
flyover over the Alameda Corridor freight line at Redondo Junction, and then take an abandoned freight 
ROW into the city of Vernon. From there it could include a possible station in Vernon as the line 
continues south on an existing rail right of way between Santa Fe Avenue and Soto Street. 
 
Continuing south-southeast, the WSAB heavy rail would follow Metro’s proposed alignment. It would 
reach the planned Huntington Park Station at Pacific Avenue and Randolph Street and would continue 
along the planned WSAB alignments all the way out to the city of Artesia. 
 
Benefits of Heavy Rail vs. Light Rail 
 
There are several advantages to running heavy rail on the WSAB: 
 
Cheaper to build: No, really. By eliminating the need for boring a new ROW tunnel through downtown 
to reach Union Station, this should cost less than LRT. Yes, there will probably need to be a few more 
flyovers and a few more streets closed on the WSAB branch south of Redondo Junction, but these 
additional costs will be more than offset by the elimination of an all new ROW through downtown. 
Metro’s tunneling under 100+ year old streets downtown has meant encountering “unforeseen 
discoveries” leading to serious cost overruns. 
 
Higher capacity: Red/Purple Line heavy rail trains have quite a bit more passenger capacity than  
Metro LRT can carry maximum loads around 14,000-19,000 passengers per hour, while Metro heavy rail 
maximum capacity is around 100,000+ passengers per hour. 
  
Faster: Red/Purple Line trains accelerate faster and run faster than LRT trains. The proposed eastern 
heavy rail alignment would be shorter and straighter than Metro’s other alternatives. These would 
combine to provide riders faster trip times. 
  
Potential Phasing: Initial service could potentially be brought online faster, since segments of the line 
could be built from the Arts District going south, and opened in increments. An early phase could consist 
of adding station platforms along the existing tracks in the Arts District. The trains, maintenance 
facilities, operators, etc. are already in place. 
 
Benefits to Communities 
 



There are big benefits for the communities along the 20-mile West Santa Ana Branch transit corridor 
route. 
 
The South East L.A. County cities – the Gateway Cities from Huntington Park to Artesia – would get a 
faster and more direct one-seat ride into Union Station, and through downtown into Red/Purple Line 
destinations in the Valley and on the Westside. Heavy rail would mean more capacity for ridership, 
especially needed to serve population-dense southeast cities. 
 
The downtown L.A. Arts District would get its (long sought-after but never quite funded) Red/Purple Line 
station. Instead of a limited utility dead-end spur, a WSAB Arts District station would offer community 
connections both north and south. 
 
Little Tokyo would avoid additional Metro construction. 
 
Other Costs and Questions 
 
Heavy Rail would need longer platforms. 
 
Just because there is existing rail ROW, doesn’t mean there are no costs. But surface costs should be 
significantly less than underground ones. 
 
The ROW will need to be fenced in and grade crossings should probably be eliminated, as was done on 
Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) in areas where it runs on the surface. This is because L.A.’s heavy-rail 
subway equipment is powered by third rail, which could be a potential hazard to anyone trespassing on 
the tracks. However, there’s nothing unusual about running third-rail powered, heavy rail subway trains 
above ground. 
  
  
Thanks for your consideration from the homeowners, businesses and Metro fans who this project will 
directly affect over the next decade and beyond. 
  
Cheers, 
  
Geoffrey Boynton 
 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: gshy101684 [gshy101684@aol.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 8:09 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: NO on Proposed WSAB 
   
To: Ms Teresa Wong 
I'm strongly opposed to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. The WSAB in not 
needed in the Cerritos Area. Cerritos area citizens can use existing MTA Shuttle buses from current rail 
routes. I'm against the WSAB for the following reasons: 1. Traffic congestion on Pioneer Bvld, Norwalk 
Blvd, and 183rd St. 2. Safety concerns at the Rail crossings, 3.Privacy for nearby homes, 4.Increase noise 
levels, 5. Potential for increased crimes in our communities, and 6. Deprecated home values.  
It is for these reasons that I strongly oppose the WSAB Project and I request that my comments are 
included in Metro's public scoping process. My phone number is 562-210-8248. My cell phone is 310-
619-8241. Thank you.  
George Shy 
  
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Nancy [xie892003@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 12:07 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 
   

Hi Teresa,  
Hope all is well!  
As a resident of Little Tokyo community in DTLA, I vote for Route G-Will turn towards DTLA at 
7th/Alameda. 
  
Regards, 
Nancy 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Peter [duongpeter@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 8/22/2018 11:20 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Metro WSAB Corridor Expansion Project 
   

I would like to submit my vote for ROUTE G for the Metro WSAB Corridor Expansion Project. 
  
-Peter Duong owner 
100 S. Alameda St. Unit 312 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/23/2018 11:26 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#38] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Benjamin Steele  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

bcsteele1@gmail.com 

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  
Los Angeles, California 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I encourage Metro to explore a western alignment (Alternative 

G) that connects directly with the jobs- and destinations-

centric DTLA core rather than a peripheral alignment to Union 

Station. Union Station is not a final destination for Metro 

riders (myself included), unlike DTLA, and connecting to 

Union Station is no faster than connecting to 7th/Metro and 

much slower and more inconvenient when the forced, lengthy, 

needless transfer at Union Station is included. Please choose 

Alternative G for further study and drop consideration of 

Alternative E. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:bcsteele1@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=++Los%20Angeles+California++


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/23/2018 11:26 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#38] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Benjamin Steele  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

bcsteele1@gmail.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

Los Angeles, California 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I encourage Metro to explore a western alignment (Alternative 

G) that connects directly with the jobs- and destinations-

centric DTLA core rather than a peripheral alignment to Union 

Station. Union Station is not a final destination for Metro 

riders (myself included), unlike DTLA, and connecting to 

Union Station is no faster than connecting to 7th/Metro and 

much slower and more inconvenient when the forced, lengthy, 

needless transfer at Union Station is included. Please choose 

Alternative G for further study and drop consideration of 

Alternative E. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:bcsteele1@gmail.com
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CITY OF Los ANGELES 

BOARD OF 

COMMISSIONERS 

ROBERT VINSON 
PRESIDENT 

DENISE CAMPOS 
VICE PRESIDENT 

GERLIE COLLADO 
SCOTT CRAWFORD 

SALVATORE DICOSTANZO 
JESSICA P. ESTRELLA 

JACQUELINE LE KENNEDY 
DAVID W. LOUIE 
JESSE MAREZ 

August 23, 2018 

Teresa Wong 

Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 

Los Angeles California 90012 

CALIFORNIA 

ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

EL PUEBLO DE LOS ANGELES 

HISTORICAL MONUMENT 

CHRISTOPHER P. ESPINOSA 
General Manager 

125 PASEO DE LA PLAZA, SUITE 300 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 

TEL: (213) 485-6855 
TDD: (213) 473-5535 
FAX: (213) 485-8238 

Subject: Scoping Comments - West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 

On August 9, 2018, the Board of Commissioners for El Pueblo Historical Monument received 

a briefing regarding the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor project. The proposed 20-

mile light rail transit line will connect the communities of southeast Los Angeles County with 

downtown Los Angeles. During the presentation, the Commission was informed that the 

Metro Board selected two Northern Alignment options -- Option E (Alameda Underground) 

and Option G (Downtown Transit Core) -- to be carried into the Draft Environmental Impact 

Study/Environmental Impact Report for further study. 

The Board of Commissioners would like to express support for Option E (Alameda 

Underground) as the northern alignment for the project. The development of a light rail 

terminus in front of Union Station and across the street from El Pueblo Historical Monument 

would likely increase visitation to the City's birthplace, where guests may shop, dine, and visit 

our free museums and cultural activities. 

The Board of Commissioners would also like to highlight the likelihood of encountering 

archaeological deposits adjacent to Union Station from native populations, the Spanish and 

Mexican historical periods, as well as from the Old Chinatown community. We encourage 

Metro to take special care in dealing with any archaeological records encountered during the 

project. 

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER Recyclable and made from recycled waste @ 
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The Board of Commissioners are excited about this public investment in our transportation 

network. Our collaboration with Metro on the Union Station Forecourt and Alameda 

Esplanade project is continuing as we both prepare for future rail expansion throughout Los 

Angeles County. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Vinson, President 

Board of Commissioners - El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Joel Ilao [joey90703@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/23/2018 9:16 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Cerritos - Metro Rail - 
   
Hiya, 
  
      My name is  Joel Ilao, and I live near the Cerritos Mall.  I’m hoping that the Metro Rail project pushes 
through, and hoping that it’s above ground... For safety reasons, it would be much easier to escape and 
get out. Than if it were underground, that would be so much harder.. 
  
      Hope that this letter helps in some way...  Thank you for reading my email.. If you need to get in 
contact with me, my information is listed below... 
  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Joel Ilao 
(562)-650-1776 (cel) 
joey90703@gmail.com  
  
-- 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:joey90703@gmail.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Vanessa Ying [vanessaying@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/23/2018 5:54 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: WSAB Vote 
   
Hello - I am a resident of Little Tokyo and have lived here for over 5 years.  
  
I would like to cast my vote for Route G. 
  
Thank you, 
Vanessa Ying 
  
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Cornelis van der Linden [vanderlindencw@msn.com] 
Sent: 8/23/2018 9:55 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net; ca38ls.outreach@mail.house.gov 
Cc: tcontreras@cerritos.us; markpulido@yahoo.com; council@cerritos.us; jbnunez@lasd.org; 
kaguila@cerritos.us 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch 
 
This segment should be underground or none. Consult the Dutch to accomplish that.   
   
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:ca38ls.outreach@mail.house.gov
mailto:tcontreras@cerritos.us
mailto:markpulido@yahoo.com
mailto:council@cerritos.us
mailto:jbnunez@lasd.org
mailto:kaguila@cerritos.us


Hello,  
I am an owner and resident at the Savoy Building located at 100 S Alameda Street. 
  
My preference for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor is the Route G, branching out at Alameda 
and 7th Street. 
  
Thank you, 
Florent Lebert 

 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Gabriela Contreras [gabriela0617@icloud.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 12:01 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Option G 
 
Hello Metro, 
 
I live on 100 S Alameda Street and I am concerned about the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor-
Northern Alignment Alternatives. 
 
Option G is the best choice as it would cause less disruption in an area that is already being greatly 
disrupted by the Regional Connector. 
 
Please choose Option G. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Gabriela Contreras 

mailto:gabriela0617@icloud.com
mailto:wsab@metro.net


Email to Brian Martinez, 

I am e—mailing my comments to the Metro Board on the West Santa Ana Branch 
Metro Line. 

Attached : 

Cover letter to Project Manager Fanny Pan West Santa Ana Branch —Metro 

Notes on meeting with City Manager, Paramount — May 21, 2018 

Comments given on 8-7-18 to City Council — Paramount. 

Copies from Internet on “ACCIDENTS ON THE BLUE LINE” 

Brian please forward my comments to the correct person or dept. 

Irene Reynolds 
iremolds39@gmail.com 



COMMENTS TO PROJECT MANAGER 

WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH METRO RAIL LINE 

I have attended many of your meetings. I live in Paramount, and I am very concerned 

for our city to have a Rail Line going through School areas, residential areas and impacting 

our SMALL STABLE CITY. And maybe buying homes. We have lived in Paramount for 

almost 60 years with our 

business here. I have read articles on the internet a bout '” ACCIDENTS ON THE BLUE 

LINE” Putting a Metro Rail line in our city is not worth losing one of our friends, 

neighbors, or family members. 

I have attached my comments to this COVER LETTER. 

I HOPE YOU WILL CONSIDER MY CONCERNS AS I DO NOT WANT TO 

IMPACT. CHANGE OR HURT ANY OF OUR RESIDENTS OR INVESTORS 

Notes on meeting with city manager, Paramount May 21, 2018 

Comments given on 8-7-18 to City Council ~--Paramount 

Copies from Internet on 'ACCIDENTS ON THE BLUE LINE” 

I also think the project is very costly and would like to be able to connect to some 

of the existing lines that would reach the same goal of Downtown L A 

I HOPE YOU HAVE READ MY COMMENTS AND UNDERSTAND I DO NOT 

WANT A METRO LINE IN PARAMOUNT. 

IRENE REYNOLDS 
ireygold339@gy_iail.com 



Mayor Martinez, Council members and staff: 

Irene Reynolds. Metro Light Rail is proposing a Metro train from Artesia to Downtown 

LA. Going through Paramount (Lakewood Blvd to thelOS freeway) maybe 2 miles. 

I have attended many meetings and talked to many people. 

At peak times Metro train operates every 5 to 6 minutes (two trains would be every 

2 V2 to 3 minutes passing top speed 65 mph average speed 35 mph 

Hugh concern is the train crossing at Downey Ave. as this is Paramount High School 

The train is proposed at ground level and as stated every 2 V2 to 3 minutes the gate arms 

would be down. Traffic could be backed up to Alondra and defantely Rosecrans 

Walking students would be impacted and very very unsafe as they would be crossing 

three tracks (the petroleum co would still have their transient line) 

Very very unsafe for our students, neighbors, friends and parents. 

Rosecrans and Paramount crossing have two schools, and Paramount Park which 

already impact this crossing without outside people coming to use the train. 

The train now continues to the Union Pacific right away between Arthur ave 

on the East a multiple unit street with maybe 160 units and Facade Street on the West. 

With aprox 40 single family homes. 

Metro has stated the right away is not wide enough for three tracks, two for Metro and 

the existing freight line. The freight line is proposed to be moved closer to Arthur street 

and if the train is elevated these families will feel like they are living in a “fish bowl” 

Facade street owners are being told Metro needs more land and they could take some 



of their backyard and maybe purchase their homes 

I do not feel Metro has been out to assess this area for the impact, noise vibrations, conjestion 

and just plain disruptions for these families. Would you like to put your children 

to bed each night knowing a train will be by every 7 to 10 minutes. 

Please Mayor Martinez, Council members and staff look at this area as if it was 

your home and not take their homes or impact a multi family area. 

I do not feel safe with a train in our city going 55-65 miles per hour 

You can google the blue line for accidents and they have had many. They may be 

shut down in 2019 for safety repairs. 

The comment period to Metro Light Rail Line ends August 24, 2018 and I urge everyone 

here to e-mail or write your concerns. 

IT IS OUR CITY AND WE WANT THE BEST FOR EVERYONE. 

Thank you for listening to me. 

Given August 7, 2018 Paramount City Council 

Memo: I was limited to 3 minutes therefore my comments do not contain any 

adj ectives to really express my concerns. 

This may be slightly different than was given due to the time limit, but I stand by 

by comments" 



WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH 
METRO LINE 

May 21, 2018 

Regarding: Proposed Metro Line in City Of Paramount 

Lakewood Blvd. To North Paramount Station 
Over 105 Freeway 

1. Lakewood Blvd. is a main thorough fare through Paramount and Bellflower 
We are being told two metro tracks will cross this Street, one train going 
North and one going South to Artesia every 7 (maybe 5 ) minutes. 
Common sense would tell us the train crossing could be every 3 V2 
minutes ( or maybe every 2 1/2 minutes) Would the Blvd be cleared of 
traffic in this amount of time? Would sidewalks be blocked so people 
could not go around barrier? This does not sound like a good place for 
a train crossing. 

2 Continuing north the track to Somerset Blvd is removed / now a walking path 
with residential homes to the south. Spoke with resident and he said the children 
use this area all the time The train will cross Somerset then continue 
North through the refinery (Alt Air) with a very large apt building directly 
to the South, once again impacting our residents. The train will exit the refinery 
at Downey Ave .The Metro line -plus now a transient line (Alt Air) will continue to 
Paramount and Rosecrans Avenues 

3 Downey to Pararnount/Rosecrans--—-the train will now pass 3 schools, residental 
and businesses. Downey ave and the train crossing will be very impacted 
due to the school being Paramount High with many children walking and driving. 
Again with the train schedule will the crossing ever be clear? Two schools are 
connected with an over pass over the train lines.. the safety of our students is 
every parents concern. The metro line will be elevated somewhere in this section 
with the freight line at grade level. Concem----noise level of equipment used to 
elevate train----COMPRESSERS ??? The Metro Line will be elevated over 
Paramount and Rosecrans and also the train station. At some point North the 
train will return to grade level. They will now be at grade level with the freight 
train on a different track. The trains, now traveling North, are passing through a 
residential neighborhood on the East and West. 

4 Paramount/Rosecrans to the Paramount Station North at 105 Freeway. 
The Metro train is now traveling North in between residential properties (single 
houses on the West and Multiple (rental units on the East.) Both trains are now at 
grade level impacting both neighbor hoods. This is not in the best interest of the 
residents of Paramount. Someone, maybe Metro is proposing taking property on 
the West, and maybe removing the homes. Arthur Street to the East is a very impacted 



May 21, 2018 Page2 of2 
Regarding: Proposed Metro Line in City of Paramount 

neighbor hood now and cannot have Metro customers parking or using their streets. 
The Paramount North Station/ 105 is above the freeway accessing the Green Line. 
Parking for this station may be in South Gate on Center Street and Century Blvd. 
Per Metro. 

The Metro Line as proposed will continue to Union Station, Downtown L. A. 

S U M M A R Y 

1. Congestion at all street crossings: 
Lakewood Blvd 
Somerset 
Downey Avenue (School students) 
Paramount/Rosecrans ( School students-Seniors— Residents) 
Metro train ( one train No and one train South) aprox every 5 or 7 minutes 
per Metro 24 hrs day (More if needed) 
Will crossings ever clear? What is rate of speed? 
2. Removing of walking trail and usage by residents 
3. Impacting residential 
4. Impacting our streets 
5. Many students will be crossing these rail lines Safety concerns 
6. Bringing more cars to Paramount Streets 
7. Noise Noise Noise 
8. Making people move from their homes! ! l!!! 
9. Any financial benefit for Paramount” ‘7 
10. Too much noise, impacting, and danger for our City 



Los Angeles County . One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goon-2952 metromet 

AUGUST 28, 2012 

TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

THROUGH: ARTHUR T. LEAHY IV 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

FROM: PAUL C. TAYLOW 
DEPUTY CHIEF XECUTIVE OFFICER 

SUBJECT: INTERIM REPORT ON METRO BLUE LINE ACCIDENTS 

ISSUE 

This report serves as a preliminary progress update on Metro staff efforts to 
evaluate accidents on the Metro Blue Line and actions taken to date to identify 
additional safety measures to mitigate the accidents. 

BACKGROUND 

In accordance with a motion passed by the Metro Board of Directors at the 
August 6, 2012 meeting, staff invited and convened affected stakeholders, 
including Los Angeles Department of Transportation, Los Angeles County Public 
Works. The City of Long Beach — Traffic Engineering. Union Pacific Railroad 
(UP), Los Angeles Sheriff‘s Department (LASD), City of Compton, and California 
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), to establish a task force to assess the Metro 
Blue Line (MBL). and to recommend additional safety enhancements. The extent 
of safety enhancements identified by the task force will be based on data 
contained in the MBL quarterly accident report which is distributed the agency 
stakeholders list above. The latest quarterly report is included in Attachment A. 

The Metro Blue line is comprised of essentially two alignment types — mid- 
corridor and street running. These two alignment types are prevalent across 
North American light rail transit systems. Mid-corridor alignment, describes areas 
where the train crosses intersections that have gates, railroad flashing lights. and 
bells installed. Trains operate at speeds up to 55 mph in the mid-corridor 
segment of the line. Street running alignment describes areas where trains 
operate at a maximum speed of 35 mph. Instead of railroad gates, flashing 
lights. and bells, street running alignments have traffic signals and special train 
signals (known as “bar signals") installed to ensure a safe interface between 
vehicles, pedestrians and trains. The mid-corridor section is between the 



Washington Station and the Willow Street Station. The street mnning sections 
are between the ”Metro Center Station and the Washington Station in Los 
Angeles, and as well as south of the Willow Street Station in Long Beach. See 
Attachment B for a map of the MBL and the locations of the alignment types. 

mmary of Metro Blue Line Alignment Types 

_..-,___.__~ ~——»—- .._. . -JWEIEEL_ ' _’”"'_‘_’_] 
Signals Flashing lights. gates. belts Traffic signals and special train signals (”bar”) 
Speed MaximumspeedofSSmph Maximumspeedot35mph 
Froml'l'o Washington StationNV‘llaw Sheet 7"IMetro Center Station/Washington Station 

Station (Los Angeles) 

South of Mlow Street Station (Long Beach) 

The decision to classify an intersech'on as street running or mid-corridor is made 
during the preliminary engineering design phase in close coordination and 
agreement between the local traffic agency. CPUC, and Metro. The decision 
takes into account factors such as traffic volumes. train speeds, available right- 
of-way. congestion at adjacent intersections, etc. Ultimately. approval of all 
intersection classifications rests with the CPUC and in the case of the MBL every 
intersection was approved by the CPUC. 

Over the last 10 years. numerous safety enhancements have been implemented 
to mitigate accidents on the MBL; the specific improvements are descrbed 
below. The implementation of these measures resulted in a 62% reduction of 
trainlvehicte accidents in the mid-corridor portion of the line and a 49% reduction 
of trainlvehicl‘e accidents in the street-running portion when comparing the last 
eleven years to the first eleven years of MBL operation. Metro’s demonstration 
project to install four-quadrant gates in 1998 at the 1241" Street grade crossing 
was effective in reducing vehicle accidents on the MBL, and acted as the catalyst 
for the CPUC's adoption of this technology in their regulations. The safety 
devices installed at the MBL grade crossings exmd the minimum requirements 
of the CPUC. 

Metro has been challenged with reducing the train and pedestrian accidents in 
both alignment types. The rate of suicides has increased from 8 incidents in the 
first eleven years of operation, 1990-2001, to 22 incidents in the last eleven 
years of operation. 2002-2012. This represents a 175% increase in the number 
of suicide related incidents. 

lire quarterly accident report presents the train versus vehicle and train versus 
pedestrian trend over the latest rolling 10-year period. The data in the quarterly 
report ending June 30. 2012. indicates an increasing trend of accidents with 
pedestrians. with most ending in fatalities. A statistical analysis of the fatalities 
and suicides is shown below. 

lntarlrnRepOnonmtroBlueUnecldentc Page: 



TABLE OF METRO BLUE LINE FATALITY AND SUICIDE STATISTICS 
"112002 THROUGH 613012012 

g u m  OTHER FATALITI§§ 
MALE FEflALE MALE FEMALE 

Ethnicity 
Caucasian 5 1 2 2 
African American 4 1 9 4 
Hispanic 7 1 14 5 

Age 
10 to 20 o o 3 2 
21 to 35 3 1 10 1 
36 to so 6 2 7 3 
so + 7 o 5 5 

Time of day 
4am to 12pm 2 o 6 3 
12pm to 4pm 3 1 8 5 
4pm to 8pm 5 o 9 3 
3pm to 4am 6 2 2 o 

“0N8 TAKEN 

Since the opening of the MBL. numerous enhancements have been 
implemented to mitigate accidents. Photographs of many of these 
enhancements are included in Attachment C. 

Between 1990 and 1995, the following measures were implemented: 

- installed a "Cyclops" light on all trains to enhance the visibility of 
approaching trains for pedestrians and motorists 

0 Reduced the height of the right-of-way fencing at highway rail grade 
crossings to improve visibility for train operators of the grade crossings 

0 Changed the mechanical horn on the trains to an electronic horn to 
provide a more focused warning 

0 installed additional flashing lights and bells at grade crossings to 
provide added active visual warnings on all approaches to the crossing 

MWmuethreuneAccidem P8903 



Metro 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

SUMMARY OF METRO BLUE UNE 
TRAIN I VEHICLE AND 

TRAIN I PEDESTRIAN ACCIDENTS 
(July 2002 - June 2012) 

Compiled Quarterly By 

Abdul Zohbi. Systems Safety Manager, (213) 922-2114 

CORPORATE SAFETY 

PLEASEBEADVIQTHATTHIS REPORTISMTTOBERELEASEIBYTHERECIPIENTASAPUBUCRECORDAND 
THAT THE REPORT IS THE PROPERTY OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
(LACMTA). WHICH IS SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR ITS CONTENT. THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR THE SUE 
USE OF THE MEMBERS OF THE MTA'S SAFETY PARTNERS. INCLUDING ANY DESIGNATED PROFESSIONAL STAFF. 
YOUR ACCEPTANCE AND RECEIPT OF A COPY OF THIS REPORT INDICATES YOUR AGREEMENT TO BE SUBJECT TO 
THE MT A'S ADMINISTRATIVE POLICIES AND PROCEDURES REGARDING ACCESS. USE AND CONTROL OF MTA 
DOCUMBNITS. IN DOING SO. IF YOU RECEIVE ANY INQUIRIES FOR THE REPORT OR INFORMATION CONTAIN- 
THEREIN. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO IMMEDIATELY CONTACT MT A'S RECORDS MANAGEMENT CENTER LOCATED AT ME 
GATEWAY PLAZA LOS ANGEES. CALIFORNIA. 90012. MTA WILL HANDLE ALL SUCH INQUIRIES AND YOU WILL BE 
AWISEDREGARDINGWHETHERORNOTYOU MAYRELEASETHE REPORTOR ITSCONTEQTS. IFANYONE 
AUTHORIZED TO RECENE THIS REPORT FAILS TO FOLLOW THESE CONDITIONS OF ACCESS TO THE REPORT. SID'I 
FAILURE COULD SUBJECT THE INDIVIDUAL TO PERSONAL LIABILITY. 

THIS DOGJMENTIS EXEMPTFROM RELEASE ASAPUBLIC RECORD ANDSHALLNOT BE REPRODUCEDICOPIEDOR 
RELEASEDTOANYTHIRD PARTYTHATI-IASNOTBEENAUTHORIZEDBYMTATORECEIVEACOPYOFTHE 
DOCUMENT. ANYTHIRDPARTY RECEIVINGACOPYOFTHIS REPORTISNOTENTITLEDTOREVIEW.USE.COPYOR 
RETAINTI-IECOPYFORANYPURPOSEANDSHAuIMMEDMTELYRETURNTHECOWTOTIELOSANGaESOOINTY 
MEMPOUTAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY. RECORDS MANAGEMENTCB‘TER. ONE GATEWAYPIAZA. FIRST 
FLOOR.LOSAM3ELES.CALIFORNIANOIZ. 
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5" Augustus. 2012 
To DISTRIBUTION 

From Abdul Zohbi. Sysbms Safety Manager 
Metro Blue Line Accident Rapon ailing 

sum 4th Quarter of FY2012 
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ACCIDENTS OOCURRING April 1 to June 30. 2012 

0m 1m L00 mg FACTOR 01: mus 
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06I29I2012 020 pm 0004 TA LT s 0 
0073012012 10:55 pm 0112 TA LT S o 
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METRO BLUE LINE ACCIDENTS BY SEGMENT S LOCATION 
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NEWS Home / News 

http:Ilwww.gazettes.com/news/metro-blue-line-accident-kills-man-at-pacific-avenue- 
stop/article_98121a04-37ab-1 1 e4-91 5a-001a4bcf887a.htm| 

Metro Blue Line Accident Kills Man At Pacific Avenue Stop 
ByJonathan Van Dyke 
Staff Writer Sep 8, 2014 

Photo byJesse Lopez 

An accident involving the Metro Blue Line has killed a pedestrian this afternoon 
(Monday). 
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West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
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Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMT A) 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

• Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MT A's West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative E, At-Grade on Alameda, is the best & most direct route to 
the front of Union Station! But this will only work only if it's At-Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunnel ing (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this line ... there won't be much funding available under this Administration, so you must 
take out tunneling which wi ll kill this project! Staff hinted at political pressure against running at-grade: expose them! 
Both Alternative G's are no good. T hey wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rai l transfer, wasting riders' time. Don't do e ither Alt. G. 

2 . T he South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomtield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the OC Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You provided no information about interagencv coordination with OCTA; get busy 
to ensure both agency's trains & svstems are inter-operable! OC Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streei; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they a lready worked with MetroRail's LRV specs ... At 
least ion platfom1s (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trains s too; & if the OC Streetcar wishes, at least I station in LA County shou ld accommodate the QC Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both LA & OC Streetcars could run as 
expresses ... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the ca keys, drivers just keep going!" Eliminate giant parking lots at all stations- driving & 
arkin defeats the ur s ass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross-

platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
day!) at the furthest edge of the park C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales/ coffee shop/ 
bike rental/ travel agency ... No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modem, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies bui lt over platform must both shade & shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's US<:;.that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way. : A. 
Pacitic Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PE/ Southern Pacitic (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA, & C. Union Pacitic 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two .•• Instead of serving 3 rail corridors badly & at high cost, vou should have studied paying main-line 
MetroLink (born to do this), to add much better passenger sen•ice to the 2 freight lines (B. & C.) to their present 
End-Of-Track immediately, and "re-training" them: B. to Brea near-term, and C. to Long Beach Airport... Diesel 
Multiple Units cou ld be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomotive plus 5 rai lcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars co~d also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This el iminates the need for pricey rai l 
mode separations ... and in the case of B., West Santa Ana Branch only serves I station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This a lso frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost(demolishing or relocating hou uatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 

cheaper & better than subway tunneling) ... (\ L W 

{e-c.) r-. 

Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Aufltority ([ACMTA) 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: West Santa Ana Branch c n'idor (WSAB), Soopi C mments -- 

. f 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative E At~Grad n is the best & most direct route to 
nion Station! But this will onl w r ' ' ' t-Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 

of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build. and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this line... there won‘t be much funding available under this Administration, so you mm 
take Out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at litical a inst runni at- e‘ e them! 
Both Alternative G's are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rail master-{wasting riders’ time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there 1Will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You rovided no inf rm i about inte nc coordination with TA- 

sure both one '5 trains & t m ' r-o rabiel 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Street ; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA. so they already worked with MetroRail’s LRV specs... At 
least ion platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
train too; at if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA Countyr should accommodate the CC Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both Let. S: 0C Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Mani bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the ca keys, drivers just keep going!" Eli ' e 'ant arki lots at all stations- drivin 
Elm-II defeats the anguish; tgyfl 5 A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail! bus! bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis 8r. limos on one edge, Kiss-&~Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car—parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 

. day!) at the firrthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower}? Reopen it for ticket sales! coffee sl‘roprf 
bike rental;Ir travel agency... No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade Sr. shelter {unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USGthat do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT allgnment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of—ways A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA, & C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Lns Angelee & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of serviu 3 rail corrid b a; t h '  h cos on should have studied a in main-Ii 
MetroLink to do this to add much better assen er service n th 2 frei ht lines d: C. to their resent 
E ‘ " them: B. t Brea near-term and C. to Lon Beach Ai rt... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better titan the standard locomotive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars cotxld also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations... and in the case of 3.. West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost (demolishing or relocating ho uatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 
cheaper do better than subway turmeling)... - 

(e-c.) 



ParkNelayosLLP 

August 23, 2018 

VIA E-MAIL {WSAB@METRO.NET) 
AND U.S. MAIL 

Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

801 South Figueroa Street, Suite 450 
Los Angeles, California 90017 
213.570.8000 teiephone 
213.570.8010 facsimile 
www .parkvelayos.com 

Re: · West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project ("Project") 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

This law firm has been retained by the Los Angeles Wholesale Produce Market 
("Market") to comment on the scope of the draft Environmental hnpact Statement/ 
Environmental hnpact Report ("EIS/EIR") for the Project. We appreciate the opportunity to 
convey our questions and concerns that should be addressed in the draft EIS/EIR. 

By way of background, the Market and other large produce warehouses operate in an 
industrial area of downtown Los Angeles bordered by Central A venue to the west, 7th Street to 
the north, Alameda Street to the east, and Olympic Boulevard to the south. The Market is a 
roughly 30-acre site with 529,000 square feet of operations in five buildings. Millions of pounds 
of produce from all over the world are shipped from the Market to grocery chains, storefronts, 
and local restaurants in Southern California and neighboring states. Millions of dollars of 
equipment, pallet jacks, forklifts, and trucks are used at the Market on a daily basis, 24 hours a 
day, seven days a week, with peak operations from 10 p.m. to 9 a.m. Tenants at the Market each 
sell millions, and in some cases, tens of millions of dollars of produce per year, with the Market 
as a whole selling billions of dollars of produce each year. 

Each day, thousands of commercial vehicles, semi-trailer and other large trucks and 
vehicles pass through the Market to deliver and purchase produce. These vehicles travel 
constantly between the Market and countless off-site warehouses located up and down Alameda 
Street between 1st street to the north, and Vernon Avenue to the south (the "Alameda Corridor"). 
The Alameda Corridor street system infrastructure was built specifically with the produce 
industry in mind. We cannot stress enough how critical this infrastructure is to the current and 
future success of the produce industry in Southern California. 
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While the Market is not opposed to the development of the Project, it is concerned about 
the impacts that the construction and subsequent operation of the Project will have on the Market 
and other businesses operating in the Alameda Corridor. Given the Alameda Corridor's 
significant contribution to the Southern California economy, we ask that Metro do everything in 
its power to fully identify the Project's impacts upon businesses in the Alameda Corridor and 
study how those impacts can be minimized or eliminated. 

We understand that Metro is considering a number of options for the Northern 
Alignment. From the Market's perspective, the Northern Alignment options are similar in that 
they would run underground as twin tunnels approximately 60 feet wide and 60 feet below the 
existing ground surface beneath South Alameda Street and McGarry Street along the eastern 
border of the Market. The Market would support these options, subject to the following: 
(1) Metro agrees to provides us as soon as possible, but in no event later than the commencement
of the required draft EIS/EIR comment period, detailed maps describing and depicting the exact
alignment and depth of the tunnel options closest. to the Market, as well as a detailed description
of the contemplated construction activity, including, without limitation, tunneling and cut and
cover construction areas and methods, duration, equipment, staging areas, street closures, haul
trips, temporary encroachments to Market property and hours of construction; (2) the tunnel
options shall not encroach on any Market property; (3) the tunnels shall be constructed
underground adjacent to the Market property as currently envisioned (rather than aerial or at
grade); and (4) there shall be no material impact or disruption to Market operations during
construction or operation.

It is important that the draft EIS/EIR provide a comprehensive and comparative analysis 
of all anticipated impacts of each option, taking into account empirical data regarding baseline 
existing conditions in the Market vicinity. We continue to have the following concerns that 
should be addressed in the draft EIS/EIR: 

• Project Impacts During Construction. Construction of the Project will cause
impacts on the Market and other Alameda Corridor businesses such as increased
and/or altered traffic, noise, vibration, subsidence and other geotechnical impacts, air
quality and dust emissions, health risk, glare, construction worker parking, and
perhaps most significantly, road and ramp alterations, detours and closures. The
EIS/EIR should monitor and document existing micro:.conditions in the Market
vicinity relative to all CEQA and NEPA issue areas to ensure that all incremental
impacts of the Project are appropriately analyzed. The EIS/EIR should specifically
identify and discuss the nature, extent and duration of such impacts, as well as study
and recommend measures that would be employed throughout the construction period
to reduce them (such as preserving left tum lanes and center lanes, ensuring existing
circulation along the Alameda Corridor and surrounding streets, and maintaining
freeway access).

• Lasting Project Impacts. The EIS/EIR also should specifically discuss the nature
and extent of impacts that each option would have on the Market and other Alameda
Corridor businesses, such as vehicular and pedestrian traffic and access to freeways
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and arterial streets. The study also should identify and discuss all measures that could 
be taken to minimize or eliminate adverse impacts. 

• Impacts on Property Owners. The draft EIS/EIR should identify the specific 
locations and extent of all anticipated temporary construction easements and/or 
property acquisitions necessitated by the Project along the Alameda Corridor. 

We appreciate your consideration of the foregoing, and request that all.of the issues 
identified above be addressed in a thorough and comprehensive manner in the draft EIS/EIR. 
We also hereby request that we be provided with copies of all public notices relating to the 
Project. We look forward to our continued participation in the preparation of the EIS/EIR. 

cc: Mr. Richard Flamminio (by e-mail) 
Mr. Richard Gardner (by e-mail) 
Ms. Estela Lopez (by e-mail) 
Steven D. Atlee, Esq. 
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Very truly yours, 

�Ptvk . 
Francis Park /� 
of PARK & VELA YOS LLP 



To: Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA  90012 
 
RE: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB), Official Comments 
August 22, 2018 
 
Project Manager Wong, 
 
 Subway on Alameda: While it is important to provide mitigation to Little Tokyo area, it is not good to build an 

expensive surface or above-ground light rail line. Why? because if subway is built in a low-density NIMBYs and 

opponents of light rail will be demanding a subway in every neighborhood in Los Angeles, and we will never be 

able to afford rail expansion to other areas. If the reason for constructing the subway is for future development, that 
future development should pay for the subway. It is expensive & unethical to gift an underground subway to developers; 
let them pay the additional cost. Besides, new development should only go into place when they are willing to accept 
streetcars & light rail on the surface or aerial. We don't want any new development that doesn't accept the necessity of 
surface or aerial rail next to new development. The other problem is truck travel on Alameda? It should be able to 
accommodate surface and light rail. Besides, this light rail system is supposed to result in densifying of the area, which 
will probably eliminate most of the truck traffic, so it makes no sense to accommodate something that might not be there 
in the future. Besides, areas south of 9th Street, is proposed to have an aerial structure which will accommodate where 
most remaining truck traffic is likely to be near the I-10 freeway.  
 
 One of the other major problems with extensive major routing next to the MTA Blue Line, there is no reason to 

think headways for this line and the Blue Line cannot be accommodated on the same tracks. In fact the headways, if 
the Expo Line, Blue Line, & West Santa Ana Branch ran together, would result in headways of one and a half minutes- 
which can be accommodated without automation.    


 Another unnecessary expense is unnecessary grade separations at major streets. There's no reason most of this 

system can't be run at the surface. By doing the above, the cost of the WSAB is driven up dramatically. Money would 
be better-spent restoring & expanding bus service. Expanding rail service to other areas in this corridor such as: 
light rail or Diesel Multiple Unit service along the Slauson Corridor to Whittier & Brea, 
the Firestone Rail Corridor to Downey & Norwalk, 
and the UP Rail corridor to Lakewood & Long Beach Airport, and possibly further south.   
 
 The area of the WSAB between Artesia & Stanton in OC is low density & low ridership. It has to go all the way 

between Santa Ana and Los Angeles. 



 At the same time the only way to make other ridership on this route successful is from other areas to go all the 

way to Los Angeles & Santa Ana. Keep in mind, forcing a transfer at the county line is a waste of taxpayer money and 
absolutely critical to the success of this route to run through. OCTA & MTA must run thru-service and make sure joint 
services now being planned use compatible & interoperable equipment. If this cannot be done, this route is a waste of 
money and should not be built. Again, if a thru route from Santa Ana & Los Angeles express (& possibly local service) 
cannot be run, this route should not be built. If the MTA & OCTA are so incompetent and provincial as to be unable to do 
this, no Federal or State funds should be spent to do this project. By making sure this agreement is made, future thru-
service along Brea, Katella Willow, and possibly east to Cal State LB across county lines will be possible. In fact, if this 
cannot be implemented, we will insist the Environmental Impact Report should not be given a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. 
 



 Unlike in the past, when MTA has done nothing but reduced bus service, or service frequency. And did nothing 

but reroutes without adding new service to rail stations, there must be a comprehensive plan to expand frequency, 

span of service, and add new routes (where warranted) to feed into this new  service. The locations of bus stops at 

stations must be planned now, not as an afterthought at the end. In fact, station locations must be decided based upon 
the need so riders and pedestrians, not where the best location for a parking lot is. The project should encourage transit-
friendly development, not just building at new sites for redevelopment. 
 
 
 
Western Land Use & Transit Information Center 
wtluic@aol.com 
 
 

mailto:wtluic@aol.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Cheryl Davis [the.cheryl.davis@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 1:43 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
   

The following are comments on the Cerritos/Artesia portion of the West Santa Ana 
Branch Transit Corridor. 

  

I SUPPORT THE ARTESIA PIONEER STATION (as long as the parking is not in 
Cerritos as presently shown).   The location is central to both Cerritos and Artesia 
commercial and residential centers. 

  

I am NOT in favor of the Gridley/183rd station.  The location appreciably overlaps 
the area served by the Pioneer Station and poses significant congestion and loss of 
retail revenue for Cerritos. 

  

I FULLY SUPPORT THE CERRITOS CITY COUNCIL’S PROPOSAL  OF A STUDEBAKER/ 
ARTESIA STATION.  The property is owned by Cerritos.  It is not a big revenue 
producer.  It is a short walk to Gahr High School, Valley Christian School, PCI 

College, Fremont College and Rio Hondo Mental Health Clinic.  Cerritos on Wheels 
(COW) public transit connects this location with Cerritos Community College, 

Cerritos Auto Square, Los Cerritos Center and residential, commercial, medical, 
civic, school and recreation sites throughout Cerritos for just 50 cents. 

  

I AM OPPOSED TO ANY STATION AT BLOOMFIELD/DEL AMO - EVER.  This area is 
single family homes, not a commercial or industrial center.  As the terminus of the 

line for the foreseeable future, congestion, safety, parking, noise and light pollution 
would be magnified over en-route stations.  

  

Safety is an issue.  An elementary and a middle school are within ½ mile of this 

location on Del Amo.  The traffic on Del Amo is already heavy.  Mixing more 
commuters, children and parents in their cars at rush hour is dangerous even if Del 

Amo is widened at Coyote Creek.  Both schools have crossing guards but the City of 
La Palma felt the necessity of placing electronic warning signs as drivers frequently 
exceed 40 miles/hour in a school zone! 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


  

Additionally, the location is unique in that it is the nexxus of two counties (Orange 
and Los Angeles) and four cities (Cerritos, Lakewood, La Palma and Cypress) which 

all come together at Del Amo Blvd., Coyote Creek and the rail line . LA County fire 
and police serve Lakewood and Cerritos while La Palma and Cypress each have 

their own dedicated police and fire departments.  Reporting an emergency can, and 
has, resulted in being shuttled between different agencies when calling 911. It has 

happened to me twice when reporting an auto accident and a fire. This could result 
in serious delays in the event of an emergency at or near the station. 

  

Creating parking for the station causes two problems.  First, removing Target would 
deprive Cerritos of a significant source of retail revenue.  Secondly, as the terminus 

of the line for the foreseeable future the number of cars parking at the 
Bloomfield/Del Amo location would be higher than en-route stations.  Transit riders 

parking in residential neighborhoods is an issue and parking enforcement creates 
an additional burden for residents and law enforcement.  But how do you control 
those who would park in the heavily used adjacent Don Knabe Regional Park? 

  

Noise would be a problem.  As a residential neighborhood, quiet hours are generally 
7 am to 10 pm weekdays and midnight on weekends. And yet, the hours of 
operations for all other LA Metro light rail terminus trains begin at 4 am and 

continue to midnight weekdays and 3 am on weekends at 15 minute 
intervals.  Even if the trains are reasonably quiet, embarking and debarking 

passengers (and their cars) at these hours would significantly disrupt the 
surrounding neighborhoods. 

  

There would be significant light pollution.  Stations, by definition, require more 

light.  Although there is some parking lighting at Target and security lighting in the 
park, the amount of lighting necessary to make the station and parking safe would 
be a significant increase over the existing lighting spilling into adjacent residential 

neighborhoods. 

  

Lastly, there is no need for a second station in Cerritos.  In reality, there would be 
three stations since the Pioneer Station in Artesia is embedded within Cerritos and 

will serve both cities.  All other cities along the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor 
have only one station or are sharing a station (Bell/Huntington Park).  More than 

one station in Cerritos negatively impacts the revenue from commercial property 
and costs for safety, fire and other maintenance, wear and tear issues. 



  

I accept that at some future date this line may connect to Santa Ana.  But let OCTA 
build the next station.  LA Metro would save construction costs and the ongoing 

expenses required in the maintenance and security of a station.   Cerritos and LA 
County residents would still be adequately served and it would preserve our 

residential neighborhood. 

 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Cornelis van der Linden [vanderlindencw@msn.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 8:48 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Cc: anjanmuhury@hotmail.com; tcontreras@cerritos.us; kaguila@cerritos.us 
Subject: Opposition to Metro’s proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
 
August 24, 2018 
LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 
Dear Ms. Wong: 
Concerns by Mr Anjan Muhury a Cerritos resident anjanmuhury@hotmail.com 
? Long term vibratory impacts to residential structures; 
? Socioeconomic effects of light rail on existing community; 
? Impacts to residential property values; 
? Funding sources for the proposed light rail system; 
? Pollution generated by light rail; and, 
? Sound impacts associated with light rail. 
 
In accordance with California Environmental Quality Act law, an environmental analysis must 
be prepared in advance of approving and/or commencing construction on a project that might 
result in environmental impacts to: aesthetics; air quality; biological resources; cultural 
resources; geology and soils; hazardous materials; water quality; land use and planning; mineral 
resources; noise; population and housing; public services; recreation; and, transportation and 
traffic and utilities. Accordingly, Metro is legally required to address the referenced concerns 
and provide reasoning by way of scientific analysis about why a perceived impact is 
insignificant, or if found to be significant, what measures shall be taken to ensure that said 
impacts are rendered insignificant after mitigation. 
 
Sincerely 
CW van der Linden Cerritos resident since 1971 
 
Enclosed: reply from City of Cerritos 
As this project is being wholly initiated by Metro, independent of the City of Cerritos, City staff 
does not possess blue prints, or any other information beyond that which has been made 
available by Metro to the general public. The public scoping process that Metro is currently 
conducting is in preparation of completing the required EIR that will contain all the information 
requested as well as the answers to your questions. 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 4:51 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#41] 

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Daniel Berger 

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

dberger@treepeople.org

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: TreePeople 12601 Mulholland Drive 

Beverly Hills, CA 90210 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

On behalf of TreePeople, I advocate that the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 

prioritize incorporation of active transportation and green infrastructure. TreePeople is a nonprofit 

organization and regional urban forestry leader for over 40 years. 

The WSAB Project represents an exceptional opportunity to positively impact the day-to-day life of 

countless community members. It is critical that the Project’s vision not be singularly focused on public 

transportation, but expanded to ensure that the corridor provides a full range of community benefits, 

including beautification, active transportation, stormwater capture and expanded tree canopy. 

At the very least, the Project must not limit inclusion of active transportation options and expanded 

tree canopy in adjacent projects, such as the Rail to River segment planned for Randolph St. 

We look forward to continued dialogue on this vital project. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Berger 

Director of Community Greening 

TreePeople 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Evelyn Contreras [dejavu1119@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 2:23 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Metro 
   

Hello Metro,  
  
Please choose route G as the best choice for the West Santa Branch project. 
  
It is the best choice for the community. 
  
Thank you,  
  
Little Tokyo Resident 
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Greenlight Transit 
Post Office Box 7232 
Van Nuys, CA 91409 

Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) 
1 Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
wsab@metro.net 

RE: WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH (WSAB) TRANSIT CORRIDOR, OFFICIAL COMMENTS 

Dear Project Manager Wong, 

This should've been an easy project to support ... but after driving along most the proposed routing with others, & 
attending 2 meetings ... I cannot support the current proposal without changes (noted: * * * * * below). Disturbing 
features were snuck into what should've been a fairly simple plan, such as: Not using the Blue Line is bad for 
connections ... rollercoastering (undulating between at-grade levels then above- or below- grade separations) severs 
neighborhoods & costs too much ... not going to Santa Ana is unacceptable ... but worst of all is a lengthy gold-plated 
subway >2 miles long = a show-stopper which must be deleted!) I'm trying to understand if their source is internal or 
external so that source can be called out & exterminated. Will you name them (see last paragraph)? 

Almost as troubling, LACMTA overlooks how this route integrates with its own network (ignores it), along with other 
muni's bus lines', and freight track where Metrolink's special status can get passenger service started faster than any 
other means, freeing up funding to add passenger trains to other track. And though millions of drivers in private cars 
seamlessly cross LA County lines daily to Santa Ana (-3 miles away in Orange County Transportation Authority-land), 
LACMTA won't talk to them regarding getting its train there or thru-running? - Santa Ana might as well be the moon! 

Rather than the usual "MTA Staff', according to different people (staffing) WSAB's Scoping Meetings, the 
main source of mistakes seems to be "Engineers" ... though (other?) "engineers" at the meeting seemed 
unwilling to own these mistakes. Accepting staffs' narrative, "Engineers" abused your mission statement 
(quoting): "The main Goals of the WSAB project are to: 

#1. Provide Mobility Improvements 
#2. Support Local and Regional Land Use Plans and Policies 
#3. Minimize Environmental Impacts 
#4. Ensure Cost Effectiveness and Financial Feasibility 
#5. Promote Equity" ( ... your words, not mine! Following comments will refer back to these goals by their numbers) 

A. "Engineers" are not providing deductive, common-sense Alternatives(= best solutions). Thankfully, since
the last public meeting, you exterminated Alternative F on the rail-crowded LA River's west bank, which would have
forced a transfer (transfers repel up to half of potential ridership) + mode change at the end of the Red Line railyard!
(Note: neither would be required had Red & Purple lines originally been built for light rail (LRV) mode). But you may
not have understood why, because you forgot to also eliminate both "Alternative G's," whose forced transfers + Dash
bus-like meanderings (which rail lines do VERY badly!) around downtown violate Goals #3, #4. LACMTA's system
over-serves Downtown Los Angeles (DTLA) now at the expense of everyone everywhere else in the County (Goal #5).
*****ONLY LOCATING ALTERNATIVE E's WEST BRANCH AT-GRADE ALONG ALAMEDA MAKES ANY
SENSE AT ALL! ( & CONVERTING LAUS' SURFACE PARKING TO A STATION-AT-GRADE IN FRONT OF LAUS
IS THE ONLY SENSIBLE PLACE FOR WSAB TRAINS TO GO.) 3 other LAUS rail lines/ projects will benefit from
demolishing Catellus' "Museum Building" (occupied by First Five), + "snipers apartments" (Mozaic), + surface parking
lot between them ... for outdoor platforms to improve rail access & capacity east of Alameda (not in Alameda).

You also failed to exterminate sub-Alternative E's eastern branch at LAUS, that would add infinite complications to 
LAUS' troubled Run-Thru-Tracks project, whose proponents have yet to design fixes for its self-inflicted wounds: its 
wrenching streetcar-sharp curves would derail California High Speed Rail trainsets ... that grade drop to keep the 
turnback over the top of the Red Line tunnel's headframe (arbitrary & unneccesary) cuts off all but a few of LAUS' 
westernmost, low-numbered tracks (making that project near-useless!) ... the cable-car-like steepness of those grades 
will not work for Amtrak's diesel-hauled trains, AND unless LAUS platforms are extended south across the freeway, 
will not accommodate the length of Amtrak's Long-Distance Trains, or the extra station capacity needed for Metrolink, 
Amtrak, & CAHSR expansion. Making Run-Through-Tracks work requires expansion over the freeway with substantial 
foundation work to the south (in alluvial material that hasn't been delineated or designed yet)! The bottom line for 
WSAB entering Union Station is: Keep WSAB completely out of there (at least between LAUS tracks & 1st Street)! 
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WSAB's alignment as proposed is convoluted, overlaying parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way 
(Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, formerly PE/ Southern Pacific to Brea & historically beyond Yorba Linda CA, and 
Union Pacific affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake to Long Beach- shortened in more recent times to Boeing's Long 
Beach Airport Plant) . Today, Union Pacific operates parts of those last 2 main-line tracks in the WSAB project area for 
freight customers (thankfully keeping heavy commodity freight off local roads) ; both lines eminently eligible for the 
addition of Metrolink commuter rail service. In your plan , WSAB rollercoasters over them at great expense. 

(i. ) Taken together, where is that Alternative which simplifies WSAB back to resemble its original rail right
of-way from LA-to-Santa Ana, on its namesake former Pacific Electric "West Santa Ana Branch"?: 
Alameda Street at-grade from the front of LAUS to the Blue Line at Washington Sta . (the most affordable scheme 
would interline WSAB trains with Blue Line LRV) 
... branching southeast at Watts Sta. (demolishing parking lots & housing squatting on top of the historic rail corridor 
would be FAR CHEAPER, HAVING FAR LESS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT than high-priced, long construction 
timelines for subway & aerial shenanigans of the present scheme) 
... turning southeast over/ under/ near the 1-105 + affiliated Green Line (which stole WSAB's alignment) ; the 
present proposal's disruptive WSAB-to-Green Line Sta. in the center of the 1-105 could be eliminated. 

(ii.) Taken together, for the most savings & elimination of flyovers, where's the 
Alternative simplifying WSAB (all or parts) to main-line mode? Paying Metrolink to 
add passenger service immediately, improving it incrementally, using either: 
DMU's resembling LRV's, except using freight tracks, Metrolink/ Amtrak-size railcars & 
stations, which pass FRA locomotive crash standards without waiver (US 
Ra ilcar's shown at right above)- (see B. below) 
or EMU's ... ((Denver RTD's at right below) , which , like LRV, use overhead 
electrification) ... whose costs & scalable capacity are more appropriate to 
th is line's initial ridership than Metrolink's standard 5 railcar + diesel train . 

(iii.) ***** EITHER WAY, THE SOUTHEAST "TERMINAL" MUST GO ALL THE WAY TO DOWNTOWN SANTA 
ANA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CENTER (SARTC) FOR ANY OF THIS TO WORK! FAILING TO GO 
THERE WILL MAKE WSAB A RIDERSHIP FAILURE! One of your young staffers stated (wrongly, perhaps reciting 
a script you gave her?) : "MTA can't build or run outside the County; others would have to build the last station ." 
No, LACMTA runs Line 161 with stops in Thousand Oaks -in Ventura County- I've been there, I said; There MUST 
BE AN INTER-OPERABILITY AGREEMENT with OCTA's "OC Street Car Project," and that southeast destination 
MUST be Santa Ana! As you can see from their plan (QC Streetcar map below) they plan to cross the Santa Ana 
River .. . now instead of using the F-word (= the "Future" that will never come) ... both agency Plans must close that 
bi-County gap IN THIS PHASE, pounding the Golden Spike through the heart of Unnecessary Forced Transfers 
holdin g back the potential for inter-agency thru-rides! Riders don't care where county lines are, or wh ich agency 
sticker is on their transit. But they're going to be furious if they're forced to get off before their destination for trifl ing 
agency reasons ! N .. 

Don't feel picked-on , A 9 
LAC MT A; at the start 
of the OC Street-car 
project, I & others also 
warned OCT A officials 
to adapt their specs. to 
MetroRail LRV specs. 
in order to MAXIMIZE 
INTEROPERABILITY 
with future LAC MT A 
tra ins on WSAB !. .. & 
co-operatively build 
joint stations having 
dual platforms (with 
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few of each agency's trains , say one every half hour, could run with doors shut (not poaching the other's riders) as a 
Limited or Express(!) to the other's terminus (as non-LA muni buses (Foothill , Big Blue) do now to downtown LA). 

Page 2 

WSAB's alignment as proposed is convoluted, overlaying parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way 
(Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, formerIyPE/ Southern Pacific to Brea & historically beyond Yorba Linda CA, and 
Union Pacific affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake to Long Beach- shortened in more recent times to Boeing's Long 
Beach Airport Plant). Today, Union Pacific operates parts of those last 2 main-line tracks in the WSAB project area for 
freight customers (thankfully keeping heavy commodity freight off local roads); both lines eminently eligible for the 
addition of MetroLink commuter rail service. In your plan, WSAB rollercoasters over them at great expense. 

(i.) Taken together, where is that Alternative which simplifies WSAB back to resemble its original rail right- 
of-way from LA-to-Santa Ana, on its namesake former Pacific Electric "West Santa Ana Branch"?: 
Alameda Street at-grade from the front of LAUS to the Blue Line at Washington Sta. (the most affordable scheme 
would interline WSAB trains with Blue Line LRV) 
...branching southeast at Watts Sta. (demolishing parking lots & housing squatting on top of the historic rail corridor 
would be FAR CHEAPER, HAVING FAR LESS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT than high-priced, long construction 
timelines for subway & aerial shenanigans of the present scheme) 
...turning southeast over/ under/ near the MOS + affiliated Green Line (which stole WSAB's alignment); the 
present proposal's disruptive WSAB-to-Green Line Sta. in the center of the I-105 could be eliminated. 

(ii.) Taken together, for the most savings 8. elimination of flyovers, where's the 
Alternative simplifying WSAB (all or parts) to main-line mode? Paying MetroLink to 
add passenger service immediately, improving it incrementally, using either: 
DMU's resembling LRV‘s, except using freight tracks, MetroLink] Amtrak-size railcars & 
stations, which pass FRA locomotive crash standards without waiver (US 
Railcar‘s shown at right above)- (see B. below) 
or EMU's... ((Denver RTD's at right below), which, like LRV, use overhead 
electrification)... whose costs 8. scalable capacity are more appropriate to 
this line's initial ridership than MetroLink's standard 5 railcar + diesel train. 

(iii.) * * * * * EITHER WAY, THE SOUTHEAST "TERMINAL" MUST GO ALL THE WAY TO DOWNTOWN SANTA 
ANA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CENTER (SARTC) FOR ANY OF THIS TO WORK! FAILING TO GO 
THERE WILL MAKE WSAB A RIDERSHIP FAILURE! One of your young staffers stated (wrongly, perhaps reciting 
a script you gave her?): "MTA can't build or run outside the County; others would have to build the last station." 
No, LACMTA runs Line 161 with stops in Thousand Oaks -in Ventura County- I've been there, I said; There MUST 
BE AN lNTER-OPERABILITY AGREEMENT with OCTA's "OC Street Car Project," and that southeast destination 
MUST be Santa Ana! As you can see from their plan (OC Streetcar map below) they plan to cross the Santa Ana 
River... now instead of using the F-word (= the "Future" that will never come)... both agency Plans must close that 
bi-County gap IN THIS PHASE, pounding the Golden Spike through the heart of Unnecessary Forced Transfers 
holdin 9 back the potential for inter-agency thru-rides! Riders don't care where county lines are, or which agency 
sticker is on their transit. But they're going to be furious if they're forced to get off before their destination for trifling 
agency reasons! , “1:3; 

Don't feel picked-on, " ' 
LACMTA; at the start 
of the OC Street-car 
project, | & others also 
warned OCTA officials 
to adapt their specs. to 

MetroRail LRV specs. - We???“ 
in order to MAXIMIZE 
INTEROPERABILITY 
with future LACMTA 
trains on WSABI... & LEGEND 
co-operatively build - «mm _ mggnm 
joint stations having : Xmmmmw 9 “mum 
dua' platforms (With smunum - cmccanncismcr 

2 different platform m'mm " “mm 
heights), so at least a m” WWW 
few of each agency's trains, say one every half hour, could run with doors shut (not poaching the other's riders) as a 
Limited or Express(!) to the other's terminus (as non-LA muni buses (Foothill, Big Blue) do now to downtown LA). 

murmur 
- ( ” X M L  m t  



Page 3 

May I suggest: Now that OC's choices are being made fast, you (or appropriate MetroRail executive, or LACMTA 
CEO Phil Washington) mail OCTA's counterpart a summary of MetroRail's LRV electrical specs./ car floor heights/ 
station dimensions, along with your business card & hand-written cover letter saying let's talk (or play golf or whatever 
you do) ASAP. I have no "inside track" there, except to start with your peer "Project Contact Tresa Oliveri (714) 560-
5374 ocstreetcar@octa.net" Hurry! they're ready to lay track (& chose Siemens to build streetcars; good news since 
they're familiar, having sold LACMTA LRV's in 1996), but don't dawdle! I'll try to arrange a meeting & remind them too. 

May I suggest: how to minimize or eliminate planning partial property-takes slicing off back yards of what appear 
to be family homes south & west of the proposed WSAB-to-new Green Line Transfer Station crossing over the 1-105 
freeway ... at this point it is sunken below grade so level bridges for the LA & Salt Lake freight trains and several 
neighborhood roads cross at surrounding grade levels. Though it did not look like much slicing from your maps, 3 
people ( of less than 10 residential properties it appears would be affected) gave emotional testimony at the Bellflower 
hearing , saying their property & equity will be ruined . They're obviously not considering how much their properties' 
value will be increased from having a station close-by: a rush-hour-proof train ride to downtown Los Angeles or Santa 
Ana a few steps away ... but I believe the following design alternatives can save them, because the property slicing is 
at an angle, wh ich seems to be generated by LRV tracks' "station throat" , spreading around the wide corners of the 
"center platform"; there is no spreading with "side platforms" which would not continue beyond the platform ends: 

(i.) Relocate the LA & Salt Lake freight line to a new bridge to the west side (l ike your plan, except scooted over 
east just far enough to prevent any property-take slicing of properties to the west). Immediately east of th is freight 
track, build one new bridge structure carrying 2 "side platforms" (handicap-ramping down to grade at the ends of 
both 1-105 trench embankments) ; with the 2 "throat-less" LRV tracks, tight & parallel in the middle. OR, 

(ii.) Keep the LA & Salt Lake freight track bridge where it is (saving new bridge construction) . Add one new concrete 
bridge span to carry southbound LRV track just west of the freight track (tightly as clearances allow) with a side
platform west of it spanning the 1-105 freeway, handicap-ramping down to both north & south embankments. Add a 
second new bridge to carry northbound LRV track just east of the freight track (tightly as clearances allow), and its 
side-platform to the east of that spanning the 1-105 freeway, handicap-ramping down to both north & south 
embankments. Probably LACMTA would not want Green Line passengers to go up an elevator that on ly reached 1 
direction tracks at the WSAB level, requiring riders then walk around the end of the station & cross 3 tracks to reach 
the platform for trains in the opposite direction .. . so LACMTA might want 2 elevators in this case (which could be 
narrower in the north-south dimension to benefit clearances around them on the platforms of the new Green Line 
station) . Caution: If there is an active spur for a fre ight customer nearby that must cross WSAB, this won't work. 
BUT IF, SOMEHOW, NEITHER OF THESE PREVENT THE SLICING, 

(i ii.) Spare the single family homes' back yards west of the tracks; slice the property east side of the tracks instead. 
Whether the long thin buildings running east-west are public storage, apartments, or commercial , they are likely to 
impact only 1 owner, & likely impact fewer occupants than single family dwelling 's; buy only one "unit" on the west 
ends of each building (nearest the slices) for demolition , so equity "damage" would be minimized (#5). 

B. "Engineers" are deciding things the p.ublic should decide instead. Apparently, LACMTA HATES paying 
Metrolink (despite the fact that no matter who the final operator is, a Metrolink CPUC filing is the quickest, lowest 
cost way to add passenger service to existing track; after 1994's Northridge Earthquake, Metrolink stations stuck on 
the drawing boards were suddenly built within days, not decades ... and track improvements can be made 
incrementally rather than catastrophically (catastrophically: like LACMTA's proposal to totally sever the Blue Line for 
rebu ilding in 2019) !). Also , LACMTA never asks the public if they'd rather have Metrolink (despite LACMTA's pre-JPA 
fa ilures to bu ild light rail there , in South Pasadena a neighborhood group opposing the Foothill Gold Line light ra il 
claimed their demands with LACMTA for Metrolink on that already-main-line corridor were kicked to the curb (then a 
bridge over the LA River was built intentionally incapable of carrying Metro link trains , ending their argument) .. . 
.. . The same happened to advice from myself & others who suggested immediate Metrolink reuse of the entire Harbor 
Subdivision after LACMTA took ownership (former Santa Fe track along Slauson next to WSAB's Randolph Corridor) 
for the most common-sense FlyAway Train + future California High Speed Rail (CAHSR) "Missing Link" routing via a 
tunnel centered under the airport: Retrofit with pantographs, Metrolink cab-cars or Locomotives could haul both kind 
of trainsets rush-hour-proof from LAUS to LAX tunnels at commuter speeds. Passing close by SouthBay Galleria and 
Banning Museum (with connections to the Port of Los Angeles) , hosting Consultants said they'd "been hearing a lot 
about using the Harbor Sub for main line (DMU/EMU !". But (in a clear violation of #1 & #5,) after those meetings went 
silent, LACMTA's began its "DEATH OF 1000 CUTS" TO THE HARBOR SUB, PUSHING OFF A REVIEW DATE FOR 
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OF 2028!. .. Dropping Crenshaw LRV's Study Alternative (to stay elevated above the Harbor Sub), LACMTA voted for 
severing the Harbor Sub with Crenshaw Line LRV rollercoastering on & over it.. . "Because it was slightly cheaper," 
said the Project Manager sympathetic to our plight after Crenshaw meetings. (Rollercoastering over the Harbor Sub 
also prevented rebuilding it as elevated main-line (which could have provided free supports for Crenshaw LRV's 
overhead power) , ... wasted the easiest, most direct LAUS-LAX main-line rail route possible. ( .. . also wasting the 
potential for rush-hour-proof express Goods Movement to airfreighters UPS, OHL, etc. on the airport's south edge) 
without informing the public ... warnings from myself & others were presented at LACMTA Crenshaw Line meetings, 
and in writing to LAC MT A Board afterwards .. . to no avail. 

Since engineers at the meetings said "all freight lines have to be relocated," ***** SHOULDN'T THE PUBLIC 
NOW GET TO DECIDE IF LACMTA SHOULD PAY METROLINK TO REBUILD TRACK FOR EXISTING FREIGHT+ 
NEW METROLINK THAT COULD SERVING THE WHOLE CORRIDOR, linking many more communities from LAUS 
than WSAB, (include WSAB's one Huntington Park Sta. at Pacific on the Randolph corridor) , but adding Stations for 
Maywood, Bell , Bell Gardens, Commerce, Pico Rivera, etc .... to Brea (& historically to beyond Yorba Linda) while 
we're at it? ... and maybe connecting westward , rebuilding derelict track in Los Angeles along Slauson, starting now
complicated post-Crenshaw Line work of restoring main-line rail access to LAX (for Metrolink FlyAway + CAHSR)? 
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C. "Engineers" are leaving it up to the public to decide things where they have no expertise to decide. I and 
others also wrote multiple times to warn about misappropriating the Rudolph Corridor to bike thieves, (former Southern 
Pacific part now in the middle of the WSAB project Area) , on its historic rail alignment to Brea/ Yorba Linda) were 
never answered . Instead, lnsultants hired by LACMTA were busily organizing support to carve up the corridor for a 
low-productivity bikeway (settling on a route alternative along the tracks using the furthest, least-direct route for a 
bikeway to reach the river's west bank; and doubtlessly because it lining up to steal the rail bridge over the river too). 
At those meetings, the local audience inquired if LACMTA would be getting rid of Union Pacific's tracks, & about 
allowing street vendors (food, trinkets etc.) to take part of the Randolph right-of-way (they've already started in on the 
margins!) Does WSAB supersede that "Active" mode/ bicycle project? Does LACMTA pre-empt the bikeway-first 
nonsense, or going to facilitate bicyclists stealing the railroad bridge next? I'm FOR discreet bicycle routes & lanes, but 
"Trails-to-Rails" serves many more users (bikes can ride MetroRail as long as they're accompanied by their owners). 

LA County & adjacent counties are full of rail corridor ruins ... but a perfectly clean one is hard to find ! From Watts , 
the original West Santa Ana Branch alignment is clogged with a neighborhood-full of residential buildings ! But after 
driving reconnaissance: only a few buildings, parking lot aisles, bikeways, & limited amount of playground equipment 
currently squat on the southeast end of proposed WSAB (note: a great scream directed at LACMTA may arise when 
these are evicted/ bulldozed ; Resist it! Now won't LACMTA stop facilitating plans like playgrounds & parking lots, & 
educate all City & County Planning offices TO STOP ALLOWING LOW-PRIORITY TRANSIT-KILLING USES ON 
RIGHT-OF-WAYS IN THE 1ST PLACE (Goal #3)? Or start restoring them all to rail (esp. Pacific Electric's) , so their 
future is not in doubt, nor "up for grabs"? Carving a new route through a community is terribly expensive ... 

D. "Engineers" are not providing enough detail to the public to make informed choices. Not breaking ground 'til 
2022 is awful enough (the public needs to be reminded their 8th graders will graduate High School by then !); but what 
is the Estimated Timeline for Completion? A 30 year difference could flip the preferred mode choice! but you didn 't say: 

(i.) if Metrolink starts to Gardendale by .f Q 1 ~ with trackless part of the line to be completed by .f Q .f _ vs. 
(ii.) if the Alameda end is built at-grade by MetroRail in .f Q .f _ vs. 
(iii.) if the Alameda end is built as subway .f Q J _, or unstable alluvial soil/gas pockets/boulders= .f Q 1 _ or worse? 
Compare cost differences now- $TAGGERING! You tell us the numbers, but Tunneling was AT LEAST 7 times 
more expensive than Rail-at-grade! Elevated is AT LEAST 3 ~ times more than at-grade. Another way to say th is 
is: LACMTA could build AT LEAST 7 times more route-miles of rail-at-grade than subway ! 
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At the 2nd presentation , instead of laying them end-to-end around the wall , the long detailed aerial views (bomber's 
maps) were on tables scattered around the room, making it difficult to figure out which ends connected to which 
others ... this got better but was still somewhat confusing at the Bellflower meeting ... (At the Bellflower venue, there 
was enough floor space to lay out tables to match the shape of the route ... why this was not done for clarity?) 
Especially the Randolph corridor map had several of us (including a geographer) baffled ... until we found it was 
"flipped", (the north arrow pointed "down", upside-down from its customary position "up"- nearly universal on all maps). 

Another puzzle was an odd schematic drawing, broken in parts, supposed to show vertical cross-sections- With 
errors (Green Line shown at the same level as WSAB, which 1 engineer offered to try to fix before the last meeting). 
When asked, staff announced , "these will not be posted on-line until after the public meetings are over." (Great) 

Showing only color patches depicting city boundaries, & naming only a few major roads , WSAB's lone handout 
map lacks useful context- Such as: current transit ridership/ trip generators/ population density (which would be more 
useful than city boundaries) ... Or, such as: the Operator, Subdivision name, & location shown of all existing trackwork 
near WSAB/ the Operator, Line number, & location of all existing bus lines intersecting WSAB (like LAC MT A 
schedules do)- Not even a Master LACMTA network map was brought to the meetings in schematic form (which is 
less than ideal , but still could help the public work out Line numbers for themselves) . 

There was no information showing LAUS/ Little Tokyo Sta./ Alameda Subway/ other stations that are not at-grade. 
(i) . Besides concerns RE: LAUS' Run-Thru-Tracks project, how deep would your eastern Alternative (E) subway go: 
not just under the pedestrian concourse, but under the Red Line station box also? This would be a deep elevator 
ride! Would passages connect to the Red Line at LAUS, or go to the surface (for whatever reason there no Red-to
Gold Line elevator now)? to East Side Gold Line station boxes? Or surface? Is it a secret because it's so bad? The 
ra il tunnel alone is ridiculously unaffordable, but th is hidden station information is crucial to public comment ! 
(ii.) At Little Tokyo Sta., since you were not planning for running at-grade; where would a WSAB subway go in 
relation to the Downtown Connector tunnel ; in a diamond (crossover) on the same level (though this does have 
merit, doubtful you would agree) ... Or underneath it all with connecting stairs/ elevators? Will the Gold Line East 
Side/ Downtown Connector have a switch to allow trains to reach Union Station (or will we be repeating the same 
Red- to-Blue Line forced-transfer mistakes & limitaitions the Downtown Connector was supposed to eliminate, in 
yet another location? I admit I didn't understand how Little Tokyo Sta . would work before, much less how a WSAB 
subway might cross it. No drawing depicts this , and It was unclear if the Staff I asked understood it, or they just 
didn't believe in drawing pictures in the air with their hands either. 

When asked about seeing the locations of columns at ramps vs. "Chinese Walls" (as in the neighborhood
dividing Great Wall of China) at ramps, one "engineer" said , "It's too early to provide this information". (Well , if you 
lived next to rollercoastering , wouldn't column vs. ramp make a difference to your neighborhood?) (Goals #2, #5) 

There was no sketch , so did participants understand all that's involved with CalTrans spreading both sides of the 
1-105 & Green Line tracks 12' apart to squeeze in a Transfer Station there? It's intensive disruption, CalTrans would 
have to do most of the work, and it might seriously be better to consider refusing & rerouting the Line (Goal #5). 
(iii.) Also, the public may have come to the meetings & left not even knowing YOU ARE NOT SHARING BLUE LINE 
TRACK! Why not?-Outbound from LAUS, Expo Line trains have already peeled off southwest to USC & Santa 
Monica? ... if the Expo trains' operating time window was retained intact ("as-if" the southwest-bound Blue Line tra in 
took the switch continuing travel toward Leng Beach} , WSAB trains would fit back into that "as-if' time window at 
Washington Sta .. . ) Instead, WSAB wouid apparently be building an entirely separate elevated structure instead- & 
really confuse passengers if it's built like that- wou ld be better to stay on WSAB's previous Alameda Corridor 
Alternative; why was that ditched? Because there was no drawing or information (such as cross-sections) showing 
how passengers are supposed to get from the aerial WSAB to the Blue Line at Washington Sta. (at-grade)/ Vernon 
Sta .I Slauson Sta . (elevated) , ... it was impossible to make informed comments or support such potential waste. 

Ironically you included a strange color insert, depicting passenger modes whose "facts" are a mashup of 
(i.) real information (pictures are good to show the public what kind of trains are proposed) ... (ii .) mischaracterization 
(LRV & HRV speeds listed are speed-governed , not potential- (hopefully its LRV's governors will be reset for this line, 
allowing WSAB trains to run faster over the wider station spacings south of the 1-105) .. . (iii.) lies (Train size is ONLY 
limited by station length; the declared limits are artificial) ... (iv.) omissions (where are main-line DMU's & EMU's (per 
(A) i.) , so long-overdue here?) .. . (v.) exotic technology that can't use existing infrastructure (denying single-seat rides 
by forcing needless mode transfers- like monorail (bus on a stick} , or peoplemovers) .. . and (vi. ) unicorns (Maglev, 
wh ich in the US only hurls baggage, not passengers. Like other exotic technology, its characteristics (stations are so 
close its high speed has no advantage, and full grade-separation costs far too much) make it ridiculously inappropriate 
for WSAB's alignment.. . or apparently anywhere else (note: the 2 places that have maglev haven't built any more of it !) 

Page 5 

At the 2nd presentation, instead of laying them end-to-end around the wall, the long detailed aerial views (bomber‘s 
maps) were on tables scattered around the room, making it difficult to figure out which ends connected to which 
others... this got better but was still somewhat confusing at the Bellflower meeting... (At the Bellflower venue, there 
was enough floor space to lay out tables to match the shape of the route... why this was not done for clarity?) 
Especially the Randolph corridor map had several of us (including a geographer) baffled... until we found it was 
"flipped", (the north arrow pointed "down", upside-down from its customary position "up"- nearly universal on all maps). 

Another puzzle was an odd schematic drawing, broken in parts, supposed to show vertical cross-sections- With 
errors (Green Line shown at the same level as WSAB, which 1 engineer offered to try to fix before the last meeting). 
When asked, staff announced, "these will not be posted on-line until after the public meetings are over." (Great) 

Showing only color patches depicting city boundaries, & naming only a few major roads, WSAB's lone handout 
map lacks useful context- Such as: current transit ridership/ trip generators/ population density (which would be more 
useful than city boundaries)... Or, such as: the Operator, Subdivision name, & location shown of all existing trackwork 
near WSAB/ the Operator, Line number, & location of all existing bus lines intersecting WSAB (like LACMTA 
schedules do)— Not even a Master LACMTA network map was brought to the meetings in schematic form (which is 
less than ideal, but still could help the public work out Line numbers for themselves). 

There was no information showing LAUS/ Little Tokyo Sta./ Alameda Subway/ other stations that are not at-grade. 
(i). Besides concerns RE: LAUS' Run-Thru-Tracks project, how deep would your eastern Alternative (E) subway go: 
not just under the pedestrian concourse, but under the Red Line station box also? This would be a deep elevator 
ride! Would passages connect to the Red Line at LAUS, or go to the surface (for whatever reason there no Red-to- 
Gold Line elevator now)? to East Side Gold Line station boxes? Or surface? Is it a secret because it's so bad? The 
rail tunnel alone is ridiculously unaffordable, but this hidden station information is crucial to public comment! 
(ii.) At Little Tokyo Sta., since you were not planning for running at-grade; where would a WSAB subway go in 
relation to the Downtown Connector tunnel; in a diamond (crossover) on the same level (though this does have 
merit, doubtful you would agree)... Or underneath it all with connecting stairs/ elevators? Will the Gold Line East 
Side/ Downtown Connector have a switch to allow trains to reach Union Station (or will we be repeating the same 
Red- to-Blue Line forced-transfer mistakes & limitaitions the Downtown Connector was supposed to eliminate, in 
yet another location? I admit I didn't understand how Little Tokyo Sta. would work before, much less how a WSAB 
subway might cross it. No drawing depicts this, and It was unclear if the Staff I asked understood it, or they just 
didn't believe in drawing pictures in the air with their hands either. 

When asked about seeing the locations of columns at ramps vs. "Chinese Walls" (as in the neighborhood- 
dividing Great Wall of China) at ramps, one "engineer" said, "It's too early to provide this information". (Well, if you 
lived next to rollercoastering, wouldn't column vs. ramp make a difference to your neighborhood?) (Goals #2, #5) 

There was no sketch, so did participants understand all that's involved with CalTrans spreading both sides of the 
l-105 & Green Line tracks 12' apart to squeeze in a Transfer Station there? It's intensive disruption, CalTrans would 
have to do most of the work, and it might seriously be better to consider refusing & rerouting the Line (Goal #5). 
(iii.) Also, the public may have come to the meetings & left not even knowing YOU ARE NOT SHARING BLUE LINE 
TRACK! Why not?-Outbound from LAUS, Expo Line trains have already peeled off southwest to USC & Santa 
Monica?... if the Expo trains' operating time window was retained intact ("as-if" the southwest-bound Blue Line train 
took the switch continuing travel toward. Long Beach), WSAB trains would fit back into that "as-if" time window at 
Washington Sta...) Instead, WSAB would apparently be building an entirely separate elevated structure instead- & 
really confuse passengers if it's built like that- would be better to stay on WSAB's previous Alameda Corridor 
Alternative; why was that ditched? Because there was no drawing or information (such as cross-sections) showing 
how passengers are supposed to get from the aerial WSAB to the Blue Line at Washington Sta. (at-grade)/ Vernon 
Sta./ Slauson Sta. (elevated), ...it was impossible to make informed comments or support such potential waste. 

Ironically you included a strange color insert, depicting passenger modes whose "facts" are a mashup of 
(i.) real information (pictures are good to show the public what kind of trains are proposed)... (ii.) mischaracterization 
(LRV & HRV speeds listed are speed-governed, not potential- (hopefully its LRV's governors will be reset for this line, 
allowing WSAB trains to run faster over the wider station spacings south of the |-105)... (iii.) lies (Train size is ONLY 
limited by station length; the declared limits are artificial)... (iv.) omissions (where are main-line DMU's & EMU's (per 
(A) i.), so long-overdue here?)... (v.) exotic technology that can't use existing infrastructure (denying single-seat rides 
by forcing needless mode transfers- like monorail (bus on a stick), or peoplemovers)... and (vi.) unicorns (Maglev, 
which in the US only hurls baggage, not passengers. Like other exotic technology, its characteristics (stations are so 
close its high speed has no advantage, and full grade-separation costs far too much) make it ridiculously inappropriate 
for WSAB's alignment... or apparently anywhere else (note: the 2 places that have maglev haven't built any more of it!) 



Page 6 

... You didn't provide a Corridor map & type large enough to see & read without a magnifying glass, or 

... a map that (at least) names existing bus carriers & line numbers that could feed proposed WSAB stations! 

If this insert was meant as a decision-making tool , get rid of it! ; so much more is required! : What is the cost-per-mile of 
double track Rail-at-Grade? vs. Elevated (concrete structure)? vs. Tunneling? No politics , No screwing around now: 

Having worked for General Contractors, I know how construction bidding works (not taught in Architecture school , 
by the way) : 1st, Estimate the bare cost of materials + labor (no markups for profit) . 2nd, Ask yourself "Do I want 
this job?" 3rd , If the answer is "I'm desperate- won't make any money here but don't have any other jobs and need 
to keep my crew busy", bid it for close to bare cost then pray the owner will like your pitch for marble floors or other 
expensive change-orders ... If the answer is just "Yes" add a 20% markup; this is a great job!. .. If the answer is "I 
don't want this job/ don't like these materials specified/ it's too complicated or too little & I won't make any money", 
spread a 40% increase around all material & labor ("if I get this job at least I'll be raking in big profits") ... or if it's "I 
hate this client/ relative/ let some other sucker get this job," charge a 200% markup certain to lose any competitive 
bid, while telling the owner "get lost." It seems like LACMTA's outrageous estimate of "670Million-$1 Billion-per-mile" 
for Heavy Rail Vehicle (HRV)-at-grade (alternate requested by Joe Linton) is this last type of bid on LACMTA's part ! 

What is the cost to add overhead electrification for LRT/HRT/mainline EMU? (Used to be -$2Million-per-mile?) 
What are the rail mileages for each of the pieces? (show on the map) What's the average farebox recovery for 
Metrolink (-75%) vs. MetroRail (-22%. & DO TELL US HOW THAT 78% SHORTFALL WILL GET PAID?) 

E. LACMTA & Greenlight Transit are "at swords points" over station design! It was a relief not to see parking 
structures dropped on top of stations! Still , there are huge parking lots planned ; you fail to understand how anti-transit 
th is is; once behind the wheel , drivers will pass the train station & keep on driving! In order of priority & proximity next 
to the tracks: prioritize cross-platform transfers between transit modes & providers (we want riders to catch connecting 
transit for their last-miles to/from WSAB train stations ... extra bus bays (1-2) could designate space for other carriers/ 
charter/ long-distance buses. If there's an historic station (Bellflower) , reopen it! If it's only a site, locate the plans & put 
it back! If a modern station , install public restrooms, coffeeshop/ restaurant/ travel agent, etc. If there's a freight room 
or shed, reopen that for covered bicycle storage. Install open bike racks toward the platform edges. Further out, locate 
the biggest green park the community can afford (where the parking lot would be ... or which may be only the right-of
way). If there's room , run a bike route alongside tracks. Around the park, reserve a few stalls for taxis & limos only, 
best on a street at the edge of the park, perpendicular to the rail line or crossing the tracks. Out from that, curbside 
Kiss & Ride lanes (active loading & unloading; no standing, never parking! This is the place for van pool dropoffs.) At 
the park's furthest edges, "limited car parking" (surface only, no parking structures) ; signage may limit parking hours 
to favor parking turnover for local business; not all-day car-dumping at stations ! If low density, upzone the station area 
for passenger-serving mixed-use commercial buildings (2-3 story w/ residential or office above to guarantee built-in 
ridership) , & prioritize near-station areas as pleasant places for transit users, bicyclists, & pedestrians. Prototype below 
shows a transit center (to be scaled as appropriate) ; the inset is a schematic for (smaller) Santa Monica ra il Stations: 

Transit Station & linear Park 
TRANSIT MODES 
0 FflTy Boll/'Wlterlul(wtweappficablt) 
& High Speed RIH (when applieabll) 
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But it may be not all things wrong with this proposal are the "Engineers'" fault! : 
F. *****Is Staff "playing politics" (caving in to lobbyists); deleting the most cost-effective, feasible designs ... 
(rail-at-grade on Alameda to get a light rail line done with lowest cost & shortest time) ... before LACMTA's Board 
ever even sees them, pushing only "gold-plated" schemes forward to LACMTA's Board? This has already 
sucked funding out of all other LAC MT A projects outside of DTLA in the past, delaying & draining funding for 
future projects needed to keep Southern California moving by expanding rush-hour-proof rail transit? (At 
WSAB, you are senselessly maximizing expensive tunneling on Alameda = the widest Street in the area, that once 
had much rail on it (formerly Santa Fe's downtown Arcade Station & yards, LA Times' printing facility, etc .... ) 
maximizing costly grade separations, arguing for the trucking on south Alameda (though that will be driven out by 
developers & upscale urban colonists who will inevitably seize their warehouses) .. . duplicating Blue Line tracks, while 
refusing to share existing ones (snubbing the free grade separation over Slauson beyond the west end of the 
Randolph Corridor) .. . blowing all funding here, so no meaningful Metro Rail system expansion can be built in our 
lifetimes ... Note: LACMTA IS SO FAR BEHIND Henry Huntington's 1, 128-mile Pacific Electric Railway- largest 
Interurban in the world (built in about 30 years mostly at-grade) ... today LACMTA has built only -10% of that rail 
mileage, though the City & County have massively larger populations than 100 years ago; we haven't got the time/ 
funds to waste grade-separating all rail lines! Instead, re-training historic rail corridors At-Grade is the most efficient 
way to reach all the County (#5)! Even the Los Angeles Railway (trolley lines in the City of Los Angeles) was a 600-
mile network (below)! 

NOW, IF BUSINESSPEOPLE OR DEVELOPERS TOLD YOU TO JUMP OFF A CLIFF, WOULD YOU? WELL, 
THIS IS A BANK-BREAKING FINANCIAL CLIFF YOU'RE HEADED FOR, & DRAGGING ALL OUR TAX MONEY & 
TRANSIT FUTURE WITH YOU; STOP THAT HERE! As staff identified, there is serious concern about the ratio of 
high-cost-to-ridership that could kill this project, due to other projects competing for the same FTA dollars! 
Unacceptable! (President Trump's Transportation Budget & Tweets clearly shows he's fine with starving transit & rail 
to death , & expecting the private sector (without profits, what would be their motive) to rush in to save it?) Delusional ; 
so why didn't WSAB Staff automatically tell Little Tokyoans , "sorry, but WE MUST ELIMINATE ALAMEDA'S 
UNAFFORDABLE SUBWAY TUNNEL because it violates Goal #4"? Caving in to unnecessary tunneling looks like 
SHEEPISH FOLLOWERSHIP; where is LACMTA's COURAGEOUS LEADERSHIP? "DOING THE RIGHT THING"? 

If is it because wicked BUSINESSMEN or DEVELOPERS are abusing or threatening you, or this project... 
(ala Harvey Weinstien)? If it's true, you know keeping quiet is wrong!- Go public, Say "Me Too"! CALL THEM OUT! 
EXPOSE THEM NOW! As this feels very likely in this case, you owe it to us (whose tax dollars are being blown) to 
NAME THOSE PARTIES NOW, & GO AFTER THEM with LACMTA Counsel- so this ends here. For good. 

"For Better Transit & More of it-" 

(John Ulloth) 
(E-C, + by postal mail) 
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EXPOSE THEM NOW! As this feels very likely in this case, you owe it to us (whose tax dollars are being blown) to 
NAME THOSE PARTIES NOW, & GO AFTER THEM with LACMTA Counsel— so this ends here. For good. 

"For Better Transit 8. More of it-" 

(John Ulloth) 
(E-C, + by postal mail) 

DOWN I OWN 
LOS ANGELES 



West SantaAna Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project. 
Updated Scoping Comment Period — July/AugustZO'l 8 

CommentSheet 

Name/AffilMilan/Organization: \lbjé lmlU/S 141445450" MKEQK WNW“ CEWQ 

Awdomdms: 21231 PMWTHAKM 3cm) 7 ’ c  CA 90503 5501 
Phone/Cell: (310] 543' r7924‘/(56 13 2 5 3 '  1‘ 61 

donn7s. 2 [245.230 cLharbw'rc origq .nwdenmszooo Email: 
073/20 a com 

Thankyou for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions and [or comments. 

WELL 0M MEWDMS 1 WM AT PMQBM RFGNNM (LEVER. 41m: 
COBAEIZ OF WWW 6cm? 4ND MIA/TWINE nD Mi TMECIWOP TWCE 
AND I TAKC THC MM LINE 344 mow/[mo 70 We mam: Guam 
lMNSIT Cam Cu/VAECTIM VUH’VI TV}? MM Lwe 24—6 Soon/130mg 
TB'Tik’cmqL OF/l’W-lLQ/U BLUE) AND DE? Amt) BLVD IN WET/TV oz 
W500 AND mm 1 mwvrwm/i LONG 56ml Two/7 mg 1 
SON/mow? 7011/17 HOME VIA De Arr/Io Mm 6w? Linen-471W ' 
50, DbyoU 1mm: IT 3 $055135 I}: M774 LIM34¢ JflOULD 6(7e 
T’s senvzq [N70 we LATE EWW/VG How/<5 Evenly/6147 7mm. 

A W Etc/M 12 MIDNIGHT For. 13577572 CONNECWNG say/cg: 
WITH M? W sit-vat awn; (flab/9%) IN 02062 TO GET omen 
WITH THE My VWR‘D um“: MIL Sv57E71/l wm/i ecu-m ms: 
MET WAN/13 bMNCH (W545) TMNS/T awe mm M Ma 
WCOM/Mo CKB‘NSVWNW LIGHT we camuooe? amoeba 50 
AMP TIMI: you may moo". 

UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Frlday,August24,2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at this community event or via: ‘ 

8 Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza M [S 99-22-4‘ 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Comments submitted through the prayed 5 metal meal; 
pages or helpline will not be part oft/7e ofi'iala/ public scoping 

M t record. Please submit all comments via mail, email and the 
project website (as indicated above), 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 4:19 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#39] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Kim Lomeli  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

kimlomeli@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

Squaw valley way 

Cerritos, Ca 90703 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

I don’t want any transit station in cerritos by my house on Del Amo Blvd and Bloomfield. Del Amo 

already gets backed up into Orange County where it turns in La Palma Blvd during rush hour and now 

you want to increase traffic in this area. That’s just a really really stupid and retarded ide. You guys just 

want to build without studying the impact of what it does to the value of property around the 

surrounding area and how it increases crime and traffic around THAT area. You guys spend too much 

time studying the big picture without seeing what how your thoughtless plans affect the immediate 

area you plan to build transit stations at. So again no transit station in cerritos! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:kimlomeli@gmail.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=+Squaw%20valley%20way+Cerritos+Ca+90703+


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Lilah Larrabure [lilahsusannah@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 2:19 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net; lyjohnson@bos.lacounty.gov; mervin@bos.lacounty.gov; 
ykimharabedian@bos.lacounty.gov 
Subject: Metro Artesia 
   

Hello, I wanted to follow up regarding the metro project.  As residents of Artesia we remain 
with concerns about this project. We have many questions to be addressed:  
1) Have they done any traffic studies for Gridley and 183rd during key traffic hours including 
weekends, mall holiday traffic ,  and rush hour  7 days a week & in the evenings?  2) Have they 
done any studies or are aware of the impact of Metro on local crime 3) Aware of any studies of 
Metro and the homeless population ? 4) What is the main purpose of bringing Metro to 
Artesia? 5) The city of Cerritos voted down the Metro, to get to Artesia you have to go through 
Cerritos are you considering to have the project underground? 6)Have they done any studies 
with the population of Artesia as to how many riders they would have ? Can Artesia be the last 
on the list for project implementation, since we don't want it ? Before you begin any work in 
Artesia it would be pertinent to have a meeting here where residents are informed in advance. 
Thank you. Regards, Lilah  

Sent from Outlook 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:lyjohnson@bos.lacounty.gov
mailto:mervin@bos.lacounty.gov
mailto:ykimharabedian@bos.lacounty.gov
http://aka.ms/weboutlook


-----Original Message----- 
From: Lisa Veradittakit [mailto:lisapv@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 23, 2018 11:09 PM 
To: Robert Smith 
Cc: Jesse Brown 
Subject: Re: Savoy | METRO West Santa Ana Branch Corridor Expansion - Comments 
 
Hello 
 
Option G is our choice. 
 
Lisa Veradittakit 
 
Sent from my iPhone 

mailto:lisapv@gmail.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Luis contreras [b18c1performance@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 2:30 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Please choose route G 
   

Hello Metro,  
  
Please choose route G as the best choice for the West Santa Branch project. 
  
It is the best choice for the community. 
  
Thank you,  
  
Little Tokyo Resident 
  
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net


Mtchaet bettjawt 
233 S. Beaudry Avenue, 11"I Floor 

Los Angeles, Ca 90012 
Tel (213) 482-8000 
Fax (21 3) 482-4000 

michaeldelijani@yahoo.com 

August 24, 2018 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza. M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Comments on Re-Scoped West Santa Ana Branch Light Rail Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

I am a long-tirne proponent of the Revitalization of Downtown Los Angeles as well as the former 
President of the Historic Downtown Business Improvement District and a current Board Member as well 
as a Board Member of PLUC Committee (Plarming and Land Use Committee) of Downtown Los 
Angeles Neighborhood Council. My family has, for nearly four decades, actively worked to save and 
restore the historic theaters on Broadway. I am grateful for the concern and helpfulness of the Metro 
staff in developing some new alternatives that would better serve the heart of Los Angeles and the 
Downtown historic core. I strongly support the development of a modern, efficient, environmentally 
friendly transit line from Artesia to the Downtown financial area, with an interim terminal station at 
Pershing Square (Alternative G — Pershing Square). The construction of a new rail transit service 
connecting the developing cities in southeast Los Angeles County to the number of future jobs and 
cultural attractions in Downtown Los Angeles will provide a much-needed transportation connection. 

At this time, I have some comments that should be addressed in the upcoming Draft EIR/EIS to provide 
the decision-makers the necessary information to choose the best alternative project: 

1. The future employment and housing projections which are being developed as part of the City of 
Los Angeles 2050 planning efforts should be included in the analysis to update the travel 
forecasts for the proposed project. This is essential to document the proximity of jobs to each of 
the proposed stations and thus document the differences between the alternatives proposed for 
analysis. In-point—of fact, there is strong reason to believe that the Pershing connector is a more 
user-friendly connection, as compared to the sprawling Union Station. Importantly, it will do the 
better job of serving Downtown’s employment and cultural hub. The Pershing connector would 
serve Bunker Hill, the Jewelry Manufacturing and Wholesale District, Financial District office 
uses, hotel hospitality and much of downtown’s retail and live-work uses. 

While present review of the Union Station connection would appear to be closer to the 
downtown’s industrial area, it should not be assumed that those uses will remain downtown 
long-term. The sad fact is that downtown’s industrial base has veered profoundly away from job- 
rich manufacturing uses to job-poor storage and warehousing. Given the changing nature of 



“manufacturing” uses, the properties and infrastructure serving downtown’s industrial areas 
remain inadequate to serve the jobs of the future. 

2. For the above reasons, the most convenient direct connection to the existing Metro rail system is 
the alternative suggestion for a subterranean station adjacent to Pershing Square. Additionally, 
and importantly, it is adjacent to the existing Red and Purple Line subways. It is important to 
note that, to help spur revitalization of the historic core, our family previously agreed to pay for a 
knock-out panel at 5th and Hill station to connect to the fiiture Metro Transit system and station 
on Broadway. We have plans indicating such for your review. This easement and design should 
be considered in the alternative plans for construction of this alternative. 

3. The City of Los Angeles and Downtown Los Angeles stakeholders have been actively pursuing a 
street car project that runs through Downtown LA. It is disconcerting that none of the Metro 
scoping documents show this important transportation connector as a planned facility. The Draft 
EIR/EIS must consider and plan for connectivity to this important Street Car project. Please note 
that the original plan of the City of Los Angeles called for a form of street level connectivity to 
transport passengers from different stations. You should be able to find this important 
information in your files and add it to the Draft EIR/EIS. The jobs of today and tomorrow will be 
well served by the streetcar project connected to the Pershing connection. This is based on the 
ample examples of other city’s downtown cores that operate streetcars; each of which found that 
streetcar passenger usage exceeded that of buses. 

4. We understand that Metro’s long-range plan is to extend the rail transit alternatives to the north 
connecting to the City of Glendale and to Hollywood Burbank Airport. The Pershing Square 
Alternative is much closer to the business and cultural core and hotels of Downtown and can 
provide a more efficient connection to these ultimate destinations. The Draft EIR/EIS should 
detail how this alternative can be extended out the Glendale Boulevard corridor to provide for 
this planned connection. 

Finally, the station areas need to be designed in a manner that connects them to the unique resources of 
the historic downtown core and does not create obstacles between the proposed transit and our 
community resources. 

We look forward to these issues being addressed as part of Metro’s transit review process. We reiterate 
that we are ready to share with Metro staff and the project designers, the existing plans we have already 
provided the City, which show the details of the knockout panel and easements. 

Very truly yours, 
A 

\ C) 
Michael Delijani 

Enclosures: Knock Out Panel Agreement 
Plans of the 5m and Hill Station 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Roderick Diaz [diaz_roderick@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 4:56 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net; wongteresa@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Comment 
   

Attached is a map which highlights alternate ways of approaching a downtown transfer 
station and downtown service from the West Santa Ana Branch.    Comment sent on 
online comment form.  Key features: 
  
o disperses transfers to Pershing Square, rather than 7th/ Metro Center to prevent 
overcrowding at 7th/ Metro Center platforms 
o serves the Fashion District and Market Districts in Central City East 
o connects to Arts District 
o provides for western extensions to Echo Park, Silver Lake, and the Santa Monica 
Boulevard Corridor through Hollywood and West Hollywood 
o serves central downtown and Financial District, further relieving the Red / Purple line 
and the Blue / Expo Line. 
o potential connects with Blue / Expo Line at an optional future retrofit station at 4th / 5th 
/Flower (Library Square)    
  
  
Roderick Diaz 
2411 West Silver Lake Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:wongteresa@metro.net
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 4:47 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#40] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Roderick Diaz  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

diaz_roderick@yahoo.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

2411 West Silver Lake Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90039 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

Consider two additional factors in environmental analysis: 

o ability to extend the line in the future 

o pedestrian crowding at transfer stations. 

Alignments that approach Pershing Square Station (east-west)along 5th St. from the Alameda St 

Corridor and through the Fashion District could provide good transfer locations to the Red / Purple 

Line (at Pershing Square) and the Blue / Expo Lines (at a future Library Square station). A transfer to the 

Blue Line may not be necessary immediately since there is already a transfer capability at the Blue Line 

on the approach to downtown. 

 

Transfers at 7th / Metro Center exacerbates platform crowding there. 

 

An east-west alignment along 5th Street could allow for a future extension through Echo Park along 

Glendale Bl, then west along Sunset Bl through Silver Lake, then west along Santa Monica Bl toward 

Vermont / Santa Monica Station, Hollywood and West Hollywood, creating another path into downtown. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:diaz_roderick@yahoo.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=2411%20West%20Silver%20Lake%20Drive++Los%20Angeles+CA+90039+United%20States


West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
New Northern Alignment Concepts 

• N 

, ... o ... 

LOS ANGELES 

Ex.1,Ui,g ... ,tr-o R1•l 
& Statton 

Regional Connector 
& Station 
I under consttuctiofll 

WSA8 Tn1nsJl Corrtdor Proied 
lnowconc.pt>I 

0 
lltllllf!tl 

Potential Station 

MNl Light Rail 

At-Grade Ught Rill 

••••••• Underground Light Rall 

••••••••• Potenllat Metro Rail 
Exten.s.on 

SubJe,ct to Chang• 11-2'n «JZD11 UCMTA 

fl \: I 
,. 

FROM: ""' 

, ............. {)rg.1 ~ 

•q 
• ""b •• 

; ~. - - ... :.. .; . - - . , - . ,,, 

Alignments 

G Alameda 

0 

e 
Alameda/Center 

Downtown Transit 
Core 

Arts District/6th St 
~ .. •• •• •• la; 

Little 1 Ok)IO 
• 
• • • • 

Arts District North 

Arts District South 

11M,ii,l·O·l,F 

• 
.~~ ... 

• • • • • • • • • • 
0 

il'lt1n-~ 8( 

Arts District/6th St 

• • 
C) 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • : •• •••••••••••••••••••• •• 

0 

• 

I i I r ,lpt: or •ape t.101, 

f 111,til/ \tldnss -s3 0 s ».,,._r~r!,f.._ kv~ 

l=~ ~'}.~/-<'.5 l.,4-- foo > u 

TO: Ms. Teresa WonP 

{ 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
New Northern Alignment Concepts 

-_'-"-:‘- :‘5, 6 Downtown Transit 
E : ‘2 Care fir,- : _ _ _ _  

E @ moisiiicu'ioist 

_: E 
F “'7 

:- 
:Tflflil'l WEE - 

I A. a n ‘r I " 1r ‘3' Soulh Purl-i! = E ' Fashion District i. 1 
H = ’- ‘. *‘fl = E . ‘ 

II | \N = = ”We. to! . I ' 

emu-w - Iii-non . b q 
I / ' i /\ I IIIEIIII wow-w g 5 b .1"; \ 

m m  2 J F K "  

mom-Imam off-Lif— hluulullll I I EV : 
fl monsoon = 

Immmt finally!“ =- a 
— gamma-i1 1: 
III-III mwndi-WM E x  
“ n o u n  mmwunmm : 3 Extension " I ‘ “if 

I Fin..i:-_-EI:I.1n-Ehanqa ifl-i'til‘J'IIi.'?1]1EI.i.EH!.£ - . ‘ I . I . I " I ' I l - I I I I '  
. .  H 

I { H o w s  u n i - u  l ’LILLt 'N u f  I l i ' i s  m a i l i n g  w i l ' h ' t l e u ' r ' t a p u  " 4 or-  ! a p e  d n l s ' J ‘  

FROM: Nail“: L“ g t b r }  M M a m  i f :  

il‘lltffilimtiullir (lrga Ili'ifiil lion: 

E-‘lllflilfl'iddt‘ufififl 2%.?) S, Muir-Ag.“ M _ | 

Lance A-wgdtss. M 9003”” 

5 ‘ i 
m :  MLTi'i-mn Want a 



Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

Dear Ms. Wong, 
You have asked for community input/ comments on these questions RE: the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 
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"II" =THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUTITMUSTBEAT-GRADE INTHE MEDIAN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS & La Placita (LA's 
downtown or the 1800's next to Olvera Street)! Keep the number or stations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(track/ right-of-way is present north or Washington), wiih NO TURN LANES crossing in front or trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge or Alameda (demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track* ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the cast edge or Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mozaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)**, then stop in front of Union 
Station ... ••• (the next obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way) ... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks I & 2 to Main Line trains that need them! 
"II"= THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINE/ CAHSR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK. .. (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the IOI 
freeway to the south, doubling the present station platform size ... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- & long-distance buses transfers underneath ... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." "II" = THE TIMEWASTER: ZIG-ZAGGING, EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN L.A .... 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the biggest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (and that's part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!) ... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for thru-trains to prevent transfers- would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector ... meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the county 
(including most of the County's 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! "m" = THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE ... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estat.e is ne!;(l.cd for present & future Main Line + High Speed rail! Putting any 
station underground next to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MT A's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
1938-ycs, this WILL happen again, & any tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

• This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the IOI freeway l!elow the 
worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin! ... and the worse misuse of Main Line tracks (t & 2) at LAUS ... ) 
*" Real-estate pirates/ profiteers Catellus' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda x Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else ... ) 
••• It's ok to remove all cars except limos & taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park ... this line should a lso be shared (infrastructure & funding) for a n extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are compatable w/ Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councilmember Huizar's non-profit to get this right; not to is unpardonable.) 
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Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

Dear Ms. Wong. 
You have asked for community tapatf comments on these questions RE: the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 

I t .  Vt here would you prefer to endr'hegin in downtown t l loo ntmtn 'l'ransil (ore. Union Station. Arts District}? 

I t .  Are  there destinations beyond you ultimately “ n o t  to reach? 

.1 t. Vi but are vonr comments on the new Northern Alignments? 

"I" = THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUT IT MUST BE AT-GRADE IN THE MEDHN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS St La Placita (LA‘s 
downtown of the 1800's next to Olvera Street}! Keep the nnm her of stations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(track;r right-of-way is present north of Washington). with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge of Alameda {demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track‘ ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner). and the Mosaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)“. then stop in front of Union 
Station... *** (the nest obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the 1West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis 8t limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp [demolishing small buildings in the way}... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks I 8: 2 to Main Line trains that need them! 
"I" = THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEP’I‘ABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINEJ’ CAHSR TRACKS} THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the 101 
freeway to the south. doubling the present station platform size... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- 8t long-distance buses transfers underneath... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." 
"I" = THE TIMEWASTER: ZlG-ZAGGING, EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN LAM. 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the bluest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (and that's part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!)... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for titre-trains to prevent transfers- would» 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector... meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the county 
(including most of the County's 8'! OTHER CITIES). ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! 
"n" - THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL n'verhank real estate is needed for present & future Main Line + High Speed rail! Putting any 
station underground neat to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MTA's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
19.38- yes, this WILL happen again. & any tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

* This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway below the 
worst speed- -restricted bottleneek' In the entire LA Basin!... and the worse misuse of Main Line tracks (I & 1} at LABS...) .3 
* *  Real-estate pirates:r profiteers Catellus' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS' In the first place; 
visitors can t even find LAUS from Alameda s Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else...) 
“" It's ok to remove all ears except limos & tasis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue tll'n light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park... this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are computable w! Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councilmemher Hniaar's non-profit to get this right; not to is unpardoaahle.) 

Please use the spare lll'ijl'ltit'ti lit-loo, in o rite down any other questions or comments: 
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TAIRA INVESTMENT COMPANY, LTD. 

August 24, 2018 

Ms. Theresa Wong 

Project Manager, Metro 

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

WON GTE@metro.net 

1635 Redcliff Street 

Los Angeles, CA 90026 

Re: West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) 

Dear Ms. Wong, 

My name is David Ikegami, and I am writing on behalf of Taira Investment Company, 

Ltd. We at Taira have been involved in Little Tokyo real estate as owners and 

developers for over 40 years. 

I wish to express my strong support for Northern Alignment Option E (the 

Alameda Street underground ending at Union Station). I propose that the Los 

Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) consider a Little 

Tokyo WSAB station at the Regional Connector site at Alameda and First Streets. 

This station can connect to both the WSAB and Regional Connector Stations via 

underground walkways, stairways and elevators. 

The Little Tokyo WSAB station can have two above ground portals that are placed 

on both the west side and east side of Alameda Street with stairs, escalators and 

elevators connecting the above ground (sidewalk/street) area to the underground 

station. This station location would be the most convenient to riders and reduce 

negative impacts to Little Tokyo residents, businesses, churches and museums. 

An alternative Little Tokyo WSAB station location can be at or near the site of the 

existing Little Tokyo/ Arts District Gold Line station on the eastern side of Alameda 

Street, north of First Street between First and Temple Streets. It would be best to 

have two above ground portals on both sides of Alameda Street equipped with 

stairs, escalators and elevators leading to the underground station as well as 

underground walkways connecting both WSAB and Regional Connector station 

platforms. 



I am appreciative of the Metro Board of Director's decision to approve Option E for 

further environmental study and hope that a Little Tokyo station be approved as 

part of this process. 

Sincerely, 

Taira Investment Company, Ltd. 

David lkegami 

General Partner 

CC: Councilman Jose Huizar, Council District 14 

County Supervisor Hilda Solis, First Supervisorial District 

County Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas, Second Supervisorial District 

County Supervisor Sheila Kuehl, Third Supervisorial District 

County Supervisor Janice Hahn, Fourth Supervisorial District 

County Supervisor Kathryn Barger, Fifth Supervisorial District 

Mayor Eric Garcetti, City of Los Angeles 

Representative Jimmy Gomez, 34th Congressional District 

Assemblymember Miguel Santiago, 53rd Assembly District 

jW—x 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Todd Lepre [toddlepre@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/24/2018 12:12 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: Please choose Option G for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
   
Hello, 
 
I live on 100 S Alameda Street and I am concerned about the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor-
Northern Alignment Alternatives. The area across the street from my home has been greatly disrupted by the 
Regional Connector construction.  
 
Option G is the best choice as it would cause less disruption in an area.  
 
Please choose Option G. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Todd Lepre 
   
Todd Lepre 
Line Producer 
310-829-9990 x 324 (o) 
917-686-4520 (c) 
toddlepre@gmail.com 
tlepre@tgroupmail.com 
 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
https://maps.google.com/?q=100+S+Alameda+Street&entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:toddlepre@gmail.com
mailto:tlepre@tgroupmail.com
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Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

Dear Ms. Wong, 
You have asked for community input/ comments on these questions RE: the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 

.,. ,. ... fu.,·t .. -. .. ,t .. u •• t ....... h.r, .... IHI .. 11111!1 .. 1 .. t\,IICl)v1111u1 nil I, ,,.1 vr'L,'- n1011~ .. ,oon, ,. •. •>i,tru:t,! 

2). \,·, th ·1 ti Ill I ., .,11 I , t, 1 1111 ,t ·l'i ,, int to rt.'al·h·! 

"II"; THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUT IT MUST BE AT-GRADE IN THE MEDIAN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS & La Placita (LA's 
downtown of the J800's next to Olvera Street)! Keep the number of stations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(track/ right-of-way is present north of Washington), with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge of Alameda (demolish the present elevated Gold Linc Track* ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by First5 on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mozaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)**, then stop in front of Union 
Station ... ••• (the next obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way) ... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks I & 2 to Main Line trains that need them! "II"; THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINE/ CAHSR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK ... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the JOI 
freeway to the south, doubling the present station platform size ... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- & tong-distance buses transfers underneath ... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." "II"; THE TIMEWASTER: ZIG-ZAGGING, EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN L.A .... 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the biggest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (and that's part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!) ... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for thru-trains to prevent transfers- would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector •.. meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the county 
(i ncluding most of the County's 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FO'R JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! 'ti"= THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE ... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estate is needed for present & future Main Line+ High Speed rail! Putting a ny 
station underground next to a nood-prone river? Insane! Go to MT A's Transit Library and look up images of the nood of 
1938- yes, this WILL happen again, & any tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

• This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway below the 
worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin!. .. and the worse misuse orMain Line trilck5 (1 & 2) at LAUS ... ) 
•• Real-estate pirates/ profiteers Ca tell us' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda x Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else ... ) 
••• It's ok to remove all cars except limos & taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park. .. this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are compatable w/ Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councitmember Huizar's non-profit to get this right; not to is unpardonable.) 

Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet p 

DearMLWong, 
You haveasitedforeomnsanityinpatleoatmentsontheseqnestioasRE:theWestSantaAnaTransltCorrkiarProjeet: 

I). Where would you prefer to entithegin in downtown (Downtown 'i'rnnsit (Tore. Union Station, Arts District)? 

2). Are there destinations beyond you ultimately want to reach? 

M s ?  W e  

31. What are your comments on the new Northern Alignments? 

“I" I THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUTHMUST BEAT-GRADE IN THE MEDHN 5'0 WE (EN 
AFFORD 1'0 BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS at La Piacita (LA's 
downtown of the 1800's next to Oivera Street)! Keep the number of stations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(tr-acid right-of-way is present north of Washington), with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge of Alameda (demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track" ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" [occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mosaic (snipers apartments on LAUS‘ northwest corner)‘ *, then stop in front of Union 
Station... *“' {the neat obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS‘ west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way)... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks I S: 2 to Main Line trains that need them! 
"I" = THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINEI CAHSR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TD 
ACTUALLY WORK... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the In] 
freeway to the south. doubling the present station platform sine... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni’ Jr long-distance buses transfers underneath... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." 
"I" = THE TIME‘WASTER: EIG-ZAGGING. EKCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN LA..." 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the biggest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! {and that's part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!)... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE 8: AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for thru-trains to prevent transfers— would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector. meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the county 
(incinding most of the County' s 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! 
"I" = THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estate is needed for present & future Main Line + High Speed rail! Putting any 
station underground next to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MTA's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
1938- yes, this 1WILL happen again, & an)r tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

* This bottleneck bridge: rs the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway held!!! the 
worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin!" .and the worse misuse of Main Line track? ('1 i 2) at LAUS...) 
** Real-estate pit-sternIr prof teers Catellus“ wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even ilnd LAUS from Alameda s Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart 8:. rebuilt somewhere else...) 
1'“ It's ok to remove all cars except limos dc taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there). continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium. 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park... this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley‘s specs are eompatahle w! Light Rail- np to DITA and LA 
Conneilrnember Huhar's non-profit to get tbh right; not to is unpardonahle.) 

Please use the space provided below to “l'lit‘ clown any other questions‘mr comments: 



To: Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA  90012 
 
RE: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB), Official Comments 
August 22, 2018 
 
Project Manager Wong, 
 
 Subway on Alameda: While it is important to provide mitigation to the Little Tokyo area, it is not good to 
build an expensive surface or above-ground light rail line.
 
Why? because if a subway is built in a low-density area, NIMBYs and opponents of light rail will be demanding 
a subway in every neighborhood in Los Angeles County. Then we will never be able to afford rail expansion to 
other areas. 
 
If the reason for constructing the subway is for future development, that future development should pay for the 
subway. It is expensive & unethical to gift an underground subway to developers; let them pay the additional 
cost. Besides, new development should only go into place when they are willing to accept streetcars & light rail 
on the surface or aerial, not just underground. We don't want any new development that doesn't accept the 
necessity of surface or aerial rail next to new development. 
 
The other problem is truck travel on Alameda; it should be able to accommodate surface and light rail. Besides, 
this light rail system is supposed to result in densification of the area, which will probably eliminate most of the 
truck traffic, so it makes no sense to accommodate something that might not be there in the future. The areas 
south of 9th Street, proposed to have an aerial structure which will accommodate most remaining truck traffic 
which is likely to be near the I-10 freeway.  
 
  One of the other major problems is the duplicative routing next to the MTA Blue Line; there is no 
reason to think headways for this line and the Blue Line cannot be accommodated on the same tracks. In fact 
the headways, if the Expo Line, Blue Line, & West Santa Ana Branch ran together, would result in headways of 
one and a half minutes at most, which can be accommodated without automation.    


  Another unnecessary expense is unnecessary grade separations at major streets. There's no reason most 
of this system can't be run at the surface. 
 
  By doing the above 3 points, the cost of the WSAB is driven up dramatically. Money would be better-
spent restoring & expanding bus service, we could also expand rail service to other areas in this corridor such as 
Light rail or Diesel Multiple Unit service along: 
the Slauson Corridor to Whittier & Brea, 
the Firestone Rail Corridor to Downey & Norwalk, and  
the UP Rail corridor to Lakewood & Long Beach Airport, and possibly further south.   
 
 



2 


  The area of the WSAB between Artesia & Stanton in Orange County is low density & low ridership. 
The WSAB has to go all the way from Santa Ana to Los Angeles. 


At the same time this is the only way to make ridership on this route successful. Forcing a transfer at the county 
line is a waste of taxpayer money and absolutely critical to the success of this route to run through. OCTA & 
MTA must run thru-service and make sure joint services now being planned use compatible & interoperable 
equipment. If this cannot be done, this route is a waste of money and should not be built. Again, if a thru route 
from Santa Ana to Los Angeles, with local and possibly express service, cannot be run, this route should not be 
built. If the MTA & OCTA are so incompetent and provincial as to be unable to do this, no Federal, State, or 
local funds should be spent to do this project. 
 
By making sure this agreement is made, future thru-service to Brea, along Katella/ Willow, and possibly east 
from Cal State Long Beach across county lines will be possible. In fact, if this cannot be implemented, we will 
insist the Environmental Impact Report should not be accepted, and not given a Negative Declaration. 
 
  In the past, the MTA has done nothing but reduce bus service, or service frequency when new rail 

lines have been implemented. The MTA did nothing but reroute without adding new service to rail 

stations. 

 

There must be a comprehensive plan to expand frequency, span of service, and add new routes (where 
warranted) to feed into this new service. 
 
  The locations of bus stops at stations must be planned now, not as an afterthought at the end.  
 
In fact, station locations must be decided based upon the needs of riders and pedestrians, not where the best 
location for a parking lot is. The project should encourage transit-friendly development, not just building at new 
sites for redevelopment. 
 
 
 
Philip Capo 
Western Land Use & Transit Information Center 
wtluic@aol.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:wtluic@aol.com


Meanwhile, Metro staff is recommending three light-rail subway alignments through downtown 
estimated to cost $5.4-$5.8 billion, with the caveat that “Cost estimates are expected to increase, 
resulting from further defining the project during the environmental review and public, stakeholder and 
partner engagement processes.” 

Each of Metro’s three recommended routes include at least two miles of tunneling under downtown 
Los Angeles. The cost for the two-mile tunnel would likely be a bit more than the cost-overrun-
plagued long Regional Connector subway, a 1.9-mile long LRT subway currently, halfway built, with a 
total project cost of $1.75 billion. 

 

 

http://thesource.metro.net/2018/01/03/109270/
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Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

Dear Ms. Wong, 
You have asked for community input/ comments on these questions RE: the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 
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"II"= THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUT IT MUST BE AT-GRADE IN THE MEDIAN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS & La Placita (LA's 
downtown of the 1800's next to Olvera S treet)! Keep the number of stations low- north of Washington Blue Linc station 
(track/ right-of-way is present north of Washington), with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge of Alameda (demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track• ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the cast edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mozaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)••, then stop in front of Union 
Station ... •** (the next obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Linc to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to C hinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way) ... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks 1 & 2 to Main Line trains that need them! "I" = THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINE/ CAHSR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK ... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the 101 
freeway to the south, doubling the present station platform size ... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- & long-distance buses transfers underneath ... meanwhile Alternative f gets an "F." "m" = THE TIMEWASTER: ZIG-ZAGGING, EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN L.A .... 
THE OPTION TO THF. RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the biggest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (anti that's part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!) ... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for tbru-trains to prevent transfers- would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector ... meanwhile the long disJances sprawling across the rest of the county 
(including most of the County's 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! "m" = THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE ... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank rl.'al estate is needed for present & future Maio Line + High Sp~-ed rail! Putting any 
station underground next to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MT A's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
1938-ycs, this WILL happen again, & any tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

• This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway below the 
worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin! ... and the worse misuse of Main Linc tracks (I & 2) at LAUS ... ) 
•• Real-estate pirates/ profiteers Catellus' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda x Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else ... ) 
*** It's ok to remove all cars except limos & taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue this light- rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park. .. this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an utension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are compatablc w/ Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councilmcmbcr Huizar's non-profit to get this right; not to is unpardonable.) 

I'"' I"'• • ,, Unlll, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on this project-

Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

I Dear Ms. Wong, 
1 You have asked for community input! comments on these questions RE: the Walt Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 
| , _ _ . . . . 
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"I" - THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUT ITMUST BE AT-GRADE IN THE MEDMN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not IIIOW elevated transit to block the view between LAUS 8: La Placita (LA‘s 
downtown ol' the 1800's neat to Olvera Street)! Keep the number of stations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(track! right-of-way is present north of‘Washington}, with NO TURN LANES crossing in front oftrains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge of Alameda {demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track." ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street. demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mosaic (snipers apartments on LAUS’ northwest corner)“, then stop in front of Union 
Station... **"' (the next obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station}, connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way)... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks I Sr. 2 to Main Line trains that need them! 
"I" = THE DISRUP’I‘ER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (lir’LIttIl'tLll'IlErr CAI-[SR TRACKS} THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the 101 
freeway to the south. doubling the present station platform size... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- 8r long-distance buses transfers underneath... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." 
"I“ = THE TIMEWASTER: ZIG-ZAGGING. EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN L.A.... 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- forced transfers one of the biggest reasons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (and that‘s part of what the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!)... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE 8; AQUA LINES -even IF they were connected for thru-trains to prevent transfers» would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector... meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the county 
{including most of the County's 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! 
"fl" = THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estate is needed for present 8: future Main Line + High Speed rail! Putting any 
station underground next to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MTA's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
1938« yes, this WILL happen again. d: any tunnel there become a big sewer ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

* This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway below the , 
worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Baslnl... and the worse misuse of Main Line tracks (I J: 2) at LAUS...) -." 
** Real-estate piratesilf profiteers Catellns' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; ' 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda x Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else...) 
1'“ It's ok to remove all cars except limos 8r taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future {before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park... this line should also be shared (infrastructure 8: funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are computable wl Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councilmember Hulaar’s non-profit to get this right; not to is unpardonable.) 

I l u lu  mu. l l u  s p a n  p l m u l u l  l u l u “  In  “ l l l t ‘  t l r m n  . I m  n t h r l  u r n - s t u n t s  a s  t ‘u l l l l lw l r ts :  

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on this project- i 



--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Richard Garcia [dollarbull17@gmail.com] 
Sent: 8/25/2018 1:18 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: RAIL TRAIN 
   
When will you start building the Rail train?  
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Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
Comment Sheet 

Dear Ms. Wong, 
You have asked for community input/ comments on these questions RE: the West Santa Ana Transit Corridor Project: 
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"I " = THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WORKS! BUT IT MUST BE AT-GRADE IN THE MEDIAN SO WE CAN 
AFFORD TO BUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS & La Placita (LA's 
downtown of the l800's next to Olvera Street)! Keep the numberofstations low- north of Washington Blue Line station 
(track/ right-of-way is present north of Washington), with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains from any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using tbe land on the eastern edge of Alameda (demolish the present elevated Gold Line Track* ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by First5 on 
LAUS' southwest corner), and the Mozaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)**, then stop in front of Union 
Station ... • 0 (the next obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the West Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking all cars except lanes for taxis & limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), connecting 
Union Station at-grade to Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way) ••• and giving 
back LAUS Tracks l & 2 to Main Line trains that need them! "I "= THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UN ACCEPT ABLE AL TERNA Tl VE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-THRU TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINE/CAHSR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO ACTUALLY WORK. .. (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all track., elevated to cross the 101 
freeway to the south, doubling the present station platform size ... Union Station 2 will be very well-served by Alternative E with platforms for muni- & long-distance buses transfers underneath ••. meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." '9" • THE TIMEWASTER: ZIG-ZAGGING, EXCESSIVE RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN L.A .... 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- foreed transfers one of the biggest reasons that drives potential riders away from transit! (and that's part of wb.at the Downtown Connector is being built to prevent!) ... THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES ~veo IF they were connected for thru-trains to prevent transfers- would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector ••• meanwhile the loni distances sprawling across the rest of the county (including most of the County's 87 OTHER CITIES), ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! '11" ~ THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE ... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estate is needed for present & future Main Line+ High Speed rail! Putting any 
station underground next to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MT A's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 1938- yes, this WILL happen again, & any tunnel there become a bigs-er ala New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! 

* This bottleneck bridge is the worst advertisement against Mass Transit showing drivers on the 101 freeway below the worst speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin! ... and the worse misuse of Maio Line tracks (1 & 2) at LAU$ •.. ) ** Real-estate pirates/ profiteers Catellus' wet-dreams, that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda x Cesar Chave-i:! (buildings could be taken apart & rebuilt somewhere else ... ) ••• It's ok to remove all cars except limos & taxis from the front of Union Station! In the near-future (before the 
Olympics, or some silly exotic aerial tram goes in there), continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadium, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park. •. this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are compatablc w/ Light Rail- up to MTA and LA 
Councilmember Huizar's non-profit 10 get this right; not to Is unpardonable.) 
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Metro West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 
Comment Sheet r 
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I). Where would you prefer to endlbegin in don ntmvn (Downtown Transit (lore. Union Station. Arts Histrict)? 

2]. Are there destinuthms beyond you ultimately want to reach? 

WMfl/LL we 

3}. Vt but are your ullllmunts on IIH' llt'ii Vill’tilL‘I‘Il Alignment-v? ‘ ' - I r . 4.. 

"I- - THE :1v ALTERNATIVE THAT worms: swam sear-Guns av THE MEDHNSO are new 
AFFORD MBUILD IT! We must not allow elevated transit to block the view between LAUS a La Pinelts (LA‘s 
downtown oftlse 1800's neat to Oivera Street}! Keep the number at stations iow- north ofWashington Blue Line statian 
(track! rlght-of-way is present north oI‘Washington}. with NO TURN LANES crossing in front of trains front any 
direction on Alameda allowed! North from the present Little Tokyo station, trains can get out of the roadway by using the 
land on the eastern edge ol'AIameda [demolish the present elevated Gold Line Tran-k" ramp to grade), cross the freeway 
on Its own level bridge on the east edge of Alameda Street, demolishing the "Museum building" (occupied by Firsts on 
LAUS' southwest corner], and the Mosaic (snipers apartments on LAUS' northwest corner)“. then stop in front oi Union 
Station... **" (the neat obvious step is joining the Foothill Gold Line to the Went Santa Ana branch on Alameda to (taking 
all cars except lanes for taxis 8i limos away from the front LAUS' west parking lot for a big Light Rail station), eonnectiag 
Union Station at~grade in Chinatown station with a simple rail ramp (demolishing small buildings in the way)... and giving 
back LAUS Tracks 1 & 2 to Main Line trains that need them! 
"I" = THE DISRUPTER: A COMPLETELY UNACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVE, FOULING THE UNRESOLVED 
RUN-TERI} TRACKS PROJECT (MAINLINEI CAI-[SR TRACKS) THAT REQUIRE THIS SAME REAL ESTATE TO 
ACTUALLY WORK... (and have nowhere else to go). The answer is a Union Station 2: all tracks elevated to cross the III! 
freeway to the south. doubling the present station platform sine... Union Station 2 will he very well-served by Alternative E 
with platforms for muni- & long-distance buses transfers underneath... meanwhile Alternative F gets an "F." 
"I" - THE mnwnsnza: znc-zsccmc. excesswn RAIL DENSITY OVER-SERVING DOWNTOWN LA... 
THE OPTION TO THE RED LINE STINKS OF A MODE TRANSFER- Ioreed transfers one oi the biggest masons that 
drives potential riders away from transit! (and that's part of what the Downt Connector is being built to preventi)... 
THE OPTION TO THE BLUE & AQUA LINES «even IF they were connected for thru—trains to prevent transfers- would 
put a capacity burden on the Downtown Connector... meanwhile the long distances sprawling across the rest of the many 
(including most of the County's 8'? OTHER CITIES). ARE STARVING FOR JUST ONE RAPID TRANSIT RAIL LINE! 
”I“ a THE CLUELESS ALTERNATIVE... AND STINKS OF A FORCED MODE TRANSFER- designed by transit 
idiots who do not ride: ALL riverbank real estate is needed for present Jr. future Main Line + High Speed rail! Potting any 
station underground neat to a flood-prone river? Insane! Go to MTA's Transit Library and look up images of the flood of 
1938- yes, thh WILL happen again. a: any tunnel there become a big sewer aln New York's subway in Hurricane Sandy! . 

* This bottieneekbridgeis theworstadverthssnentfihstMaalTransitahowlngdflvers on the III] freeway below the 
wont speed-restricted bottleneck in the entire LA Basin!... and the worse misuse of Main Line tracks (I 8:. 2) at LAOS...) 
“ Real-estate pirates! profiteers Catellus‘ wet-dreams. that should never have been built at LAUS in the first place; 
visitors can't even find LAUS from Alameda s Cesar Chavez! (buildings could be taken apart 8: rebuilt somewhere eke...) 
*1“ It‘s oi: to remove all ears escept limos d: tasis from the front of Union Station! In the neanlhture (before the 
Olympics. or some silly exotic aerial train goes In there). continue this light-rail line in a tunnel north to Dodger Stadlnm, 
then out the other side to Elysian Fields Park... this line should also be shared (infrastructure & funding) for an extension 
of the Downtown Trolley on Broadway (as long as the Trolley's specs are computable w! Ught RIB- up to MTA and LA 
'Councillnember Hnisnr's non-profit to get this right; not to Is anpardonnble.) 

Please use the space provided below to write down any other question or comments: 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/25/2018 12:00 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#43] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Romeo Salumbides  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

salumassoc@aol.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

100 S. Alameda St. Unit 160 

Los Angeles, CA. 90012 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I prefer the route G. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Romeo SAlumbides 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:salumassoc@aol.com
http://maps.google.com/?q=100%20S.%20Alameda%20St.%20Unit%20160++Los%20Angeles+CA.+90012+United%20States


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: cheryl barrios [barrioscheryl@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 8/26/2018 3:01 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: WSAB 
 
As a resident of little Tokyo I would prefer you build route g and avoid building the route through little 
Tokyo. If the route were to go through little Tokyo it would significantly effect the area. It’s a pedestrian 
friendly area and plenty of people riding their bikes and walking their dogs. There is already a metro 
stop being built there. It would bring more traffic and make the area to crowded. Route g would route 
the train to an already busy area that’s accustomed to a lot of people. Thank you for listening to our 
concerns and opinions. 
 

mailto:barrioscheryl@hotmail.com
mailto:wsab@metro.net


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Guy Bremer [bremer2008@verizon.net] 
Sent: 8/26/2018 7:14 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Cc: stoyamaster@gmail.com 
Subject: Teresa Wong Project Manager 
 
Guy Bremer & Gloria Bremer 
10359 Beach Street 
10066 Flower Street 
Bellflower, CA 90706 
 
Very concerned that the train will not be elevated. There were many people at the recent scoping 
meeting that had the same concerns and opinions. There are homes within feet of the intended route. 
Traffic noise, vibration, train noise and traffic accidents. Train needs to be elevated with sound 
protection in the city of Bellflower especially at the following intersections, 
 
Woodruff/Flora Vista, Woodruff & Flower, Bellflower& Flora Vista, Clark and Alondra. At the intersection 
of Flower and Woodruff the traffic will be blocked on both, Woodruff and Flower at the same time. The 
residents of the city do not realize the impact to the city with 2 train track rails and the likelihood that 
the train will be traveling through the city every 2 1/2 minutes during peak hours and peak hours is 
when everyone in a car will be driving these roads. 
 
In these particular intersections the train traffic will increase the amount of accidents and noise. Since 
the inception of the train route, the traffic and population of the city has grown and is continually 
growing annually, especially with the improvements that the city has made recently. The city has several 
projects on the books and that will increase the traffic as well and needs to be accounted for. 
 
Traffic 
Train Noise 
Vibration 
Traffic Accidents 
 
We are asking that the train be elevated in the city of Bellflower, CA. 
 
 

mailto:bremer2008@verizon.net
mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:stoyamaster@gmail.com


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Toan Duong [tduong@dpw.lacounty.gov] 
Sent: 8/27/2018 7:26 AM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Cc: ktsujii@dpw.lacounty.gov 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
   

Ms. Teresa Wong 

Project Manager, Metro: 

  

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Revised NOP for the subject project. The project will carry 
forward northern alignment concepts E and G into the DEIR. 

  

The project is expected to have a significant traffic impact in the area of the project’s proposed Slauson 
Station in the Unincorporated Area of Los Angeles County (County) Florence-Firestone 
community.   Consequently, the project should include a Traffic Impact Analysis for County’s 
intersections within a 1 mile radius of the Slauson Station in accordance with the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works (LACDPW) Traffic Impact Analysis guidelines. The project must comply also 
with the following: 

  

1. The Florence Firestone Community Plan for any changes to the Slauson Station. 
2. The future Florence Firestone Transit Oriented District (TOD) plan with regards to the Slauson 

Station. 

  

Please contact Mr. Kent Tsuji pf LACDPW’ S Traffic and Lighting Division at (626) 300-4776 or 
ktsuji@dpw.lacounty.gov for any traffic related questions. Thank you. 

  

Toan Duong 

Civil Engineer 

Los Angeles County Public Works 

Office: (626) 458-4921 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:ktsujii@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:ktsuji@dpw.lacounty.gov
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-2241 
Los Angeles, CA 90012—2952 

Subject: Opposition to hlletro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABI Transit 
Cor-Mar Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin,- Metro ls currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes nerd: to these tracks. 

Page 1 of!  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an zit-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant trafiic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro ls proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: Afl‘vE‘jQ/V‘ A W U  

Signature: j i fi }  fly,” ”(é/7E gate: 9‘ (:13 i? 1 6 / 8  T 

page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Muse's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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July 30,2013 a...» 

LA County Metropolitan Transom'tation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West'Santa Ana Branch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Protect 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, l have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshOp held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, 1 would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridloy Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageiofz 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road andArtesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch prolect run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: A133! E’Frrez 

Sonatina: 04d: Date: (lg/7" bf 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Oppositlon to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 1 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager .- 
One Gateway Plaza . ’4? 
Mail Stop: 99-224 5,} 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 ti. 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brehch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach worlshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro’s West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 mlnm 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

- H o-M/ £7 
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AttheJuly 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and'Artesia Boulevard. l fa  station needs 
to ljé iii Gem, this locatTo—ri wand be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single~family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerr'rtos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos; 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradéilight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerrltos at street level would generate significapt'trafflc, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail systerrl filth at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 

- center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Ina'ease the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident . 

Mama: ‘ of} ”a. M r/ Hueyr ifwva 4’4. 

Signature: fi’d'” Hfioatea "K A? - fl? 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transporbtlon Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22—4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch [WSABI Train": 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
.Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. DISplacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothistrack. 
5. DEPHECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelofz. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro Would be considering in its studies an 
aiternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain slngle-famiiv homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail Hne. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the iight raii to 
cross multiple Intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos beiow ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose muitiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch projEct, 
and l wouid like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Mama/4 %U;/H:10 Lj—fiféiLUH?’ ggridi-Qf @ \  

Date: 9/}3/139 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
W }  Transit Corridor Project 
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July 3!], 2018 

LA County Metropolitari-Tmnsportation Authority m 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager - 
One Gateway Plaza 3. 
Mail Stop: 99-224 1‘; , 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 1 

Subject: Opposition to Mario's Proposed West Santa m Build! (wane) Transit 
Corridor Protect 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach worIGhop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDei Ame Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping Opportunities and jobs in the Cltyof Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoeiofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cér‘rit'c‘rs, this location wama be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in CerritOs. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at-gmd§.llght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate slgnificap traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail systerfr‘ ’ th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos preperties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also to your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: ASQIHd-R. Ml  R‘ér‘i' 

Signature: / W  fl u ;  S a l a a m  

page 2 of '2 Subject: Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed wm Santa Ana ennui 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Dne Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: - Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West-saute Ana Brush {wane} Transit 
Corridor Project ' 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor prolect, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping Comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's Weat Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station iocation within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City or 
Cenitos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridloy Road and also at aloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and Jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adiacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise'levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Papeiofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise. and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at WEEt [EVE]; 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace . 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Carritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area-will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Certitos properties. it Is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is forthese reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planningfor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name; his"? H~ 3e. a»! Ym M 5% r 

fl m fl fi e  m {yen/IE 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 

Namemmnatlonmrganizauon: M M :  I”; ‘_ 

Address: - - heal- 
PhonelCeli: i f?  @{4 ” 5 ]  

Email: _ fiaiYDJL Cam? 
'3‘ 

Thank you for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write dog any questions and/or comments 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping corn period for WSAB ends on Friday, August24. 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza. M/S 99-22-4 metro.net/v:sab 
Los Angeles. CA 90012 

. Comments submitted through the project's social media 
pages or heijoline Will not be part of the oficfial public scoping 

‘ . ' record. Please submit all comments via mail, emaii: and the 
M e t  r 0  project website (as indicated above). 



West SantaAna Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Comment Period — July/August2018- 

CommentSheet 

Name/Afiiliation/Organization: Q 69. 2:1 1‘ Comm. 411n I 144% 

Address: '29 U3 MN 1) may» we L A. 
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Thankyou for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write down any questions and/or comments. 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD. The formal scoping comment period for WSAB ends on Friday, August24 2018 
Written comments may be submitted at this community event or via: 

Teresa Wong 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M /S 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Comments submitted through the project’s social media 
pages or helpline will not be part ofthe ofiicl'h/ public scoping 
record. Please submit all comments via mail email, and the 

M e t  r0. project website (as indicated abo V6). 
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LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: M5. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mall Stop: 99-224 . 
Los Angel 35, CA 90012-2952 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Me‘ s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location In the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECiATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoeiofz 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerfitos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It Is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2013 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. 1 was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, Is not needed as the station locations In the |ility of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIA'I'ED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
red line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to sdpport Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities- 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition In Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

u n i m a g w  
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the city of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station ls needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections In Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station Is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adlacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it Is for these reasons that i am currently apposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 
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Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) .. 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 * . 

RE: Welt Santa Ana, Branch comdor (WSAB). Scoping Epicurean; ' IL 1 ' ,3; 

if." 
Thank you for the Opportunity to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Comdo Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Altemame E, At-Gygde on Alameda, is the best é mostdirect route Q 
the front of Union Sgtjgn! But tm'gyyill only wgyk Only if it'g At-Grade! For the line'sfilfitivbly low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant fimding needed to build this line... there won't be much funding available under this Administration, so you ;n_u_st 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at litical ressure inst runni at- e' e e them! 
Both Alternative G‘s are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rail transfer, wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must he the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You provided no information about interagengy coordination with OCTA; get busy 
to ensure both agency's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least 1 station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA’s West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the OC Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both LA & 0C Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys, drivers just keep going!" liminate ‘ nt arkin In at all statio - drivin 
parflpg defeats the pumse mm transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail! bus! bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
day!) at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales/ coffee shop! 
bike rental! travel agency” .No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger statio_ns_. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade & shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo' 5 USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda,;CA,' & C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of serving 3 rail corridors badly & at high cost, you should have studied paying main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their resent 
End-Of-Track immediately, and "re-training" them: B. to Brea near-term, and C. to Long Beach Aimrt... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomOtive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars coujld also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations. and In the case of 3., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also has the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it orig t-of—way east of Watts Is far 
cheaper & better than subway tunneling)... 



Mr David F Sanchu 
1231 1 195111 St 
Anesia CA 90701-7103 
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LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wang 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles. CA 90012-2952 

swims-2:35 1:05? ' llhmW'iil'l"'u‘nlI1Illfilm'sII‘IIHH'H"'I'tmuh 



Atth’é July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station locatibn around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not suoport a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not fee! that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration Impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos clue to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suuest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers In Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my cemments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

mankyou, O A V b D  F. S A N C H E Z  
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation-Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public Outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide yciu with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corriddr Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a Station location within the City of'Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Beulevard, is net needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the'Clty of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cer'rlto‘s wouid 
not be 'warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that Could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritds are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shepping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shapping opportunities and Jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to singie-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothls track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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Atthe Juli] 2013 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritps, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn‘t contain single~family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cérritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Corritos residents. An tit-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run fllrough Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers Would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures In the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is forthese reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's-public 
scoping process and also in your future planningforthe corridor. 

Thank you, 

forum-For. Salome; 
Name: 

Signature: W M  - Date: F8 F1524 1025/5) 

Page 2 of 2 Suhject: Opposition in Hahn's Proposed wins: Santa Ana Blanch 
{WSABi Transit Corridor Project 



WWAm mm‘m ,_.._ ._,_.._ Gfimm 9970:. PM :13 t. gaw m m . . .  «an, 1p $ 000.470 
-:~ 0 0 0 4 7 1 4 8 7 5  'AUG 23  2018  

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

mamas cos-r -"I"h'*fl’lr'l'iulul’H-I'IW’mlmflihnw’JJ'JMW 

l ' , 3“. 
:. I 



August 1, 2018 

LA County‘ Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wens 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22—4 
Les Angeles, CA 90012-2952 ' 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed west Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project ' " 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit Corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

, related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my Opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
theintersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not he warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain View every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple Intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station Is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area ls currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: 

Signature; 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Meu'o‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Bl'l'ld'l 
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July 39,- 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Audioritv 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager ' 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mad Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

Tobegln, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location In the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDel Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 

. increase dust pollution for these home. 
Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to titlstraclr. 

5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers Wouid displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition In Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident ED Jill/992 D H Cé‘fl/e/WI G K 

"m, i4» . PAM/Les M46 JflflLCK 
—- 

Signature: 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Oppositionto Metro's Proposed WestSIntaAnaBrandI 
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ADEUSt 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 -. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: . Opposition lie-Metro's Proposedwestsmtl Ana Branch {WM} Truislt 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware at an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, 1 would like to“ provide-you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor" Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station locatiOn Within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Haulevar‘d and South street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield . 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station IoCatlons in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos Would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or altematlve transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to eitiSting shopping centers that prode Cerrit'os resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to actommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Inorease dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Peneloi'z 



At the July 2018 meétlng, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia BauleVard. lfa Station needs 
to be In Cerritos. this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branchiproject-run through Combos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to' support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking forthese shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parkingfor that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer'Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include mypomments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planningfor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: E D  WH’Q‘D I 1 %  

signatu 

huge 2 of 2 Subject: opposition to Me'l‘ro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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West Santa Ana Branch Tra‘fi-Téit' C-hrridor ' 
Project Overview 
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/ to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Corri _‘ Proposal 

Union Station. Alternative E At-Grade n Alameda ' the best 8; most di ct to 0 
But this will only work only if it's At-Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
Jer mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
i this line... there won't be much funding available under this Administration, so you gust _ 
kill this project! Staff hinted at mlitical pressure against running at-gu' dc; sXpoSe them! 
Jod. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven‘t made a case for 
or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

1e Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
arantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
'! You rovided no information about in era en coordination with OCTA' et bus 
as 8; systems are inter-operable! OC Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
a Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
etcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the 0C Streetcar. West 
houid also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar— both LA & OC Streetcars could run as 
:3 outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

.r keys, drivers just keep going! " Eliminate giant parkiug lots at all stations- driving s 
mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
iarking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
nding-Ianes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
1 limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
a park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales/ coffee shop/ 
3 historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
nust both shade 8r. shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

nent's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
1 Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA," & C. Union Pacific 
Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
f monev and comnlex engineering to nmde-mnnmte fmm main-“Ins run nn-mfinna no 
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August 23, 2013 

E-MAIL s TRONET' 
éfl.U.§.MA]L 
Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

' . TranSportaticn Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 , 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Re: ' W  

Dear Ms. Wong: 

This law firm has been retained by‘ the Los Angeles Wholesale Produce Market 
(‘Market”) to comment on the scope of the draft Environmental Impact Statement} 
Environmental Impact Report (“EIS/EIR”) for the Project. We appreciate the opportunity to 
convey our questions and concerns that should be addressed 1n the draft EIS/EIR. 

By way of background, the Market and other large produce warehouses operatein an 
industrial area of downtown Los Angeles bordered by Central Avenue to the west, 7th Street to 
the north, Alameda Street to the east, and Olympic Boulevard to the south. The Market is ‘a i 
roughly 30-acre site with 529,000 square feet of operations in five buildings. Millions of pounds 
of produce fi-om all over the world are shipped fi'om the Market to grocery chains, storefi‘onts, 
and local restaurants in Southern California and neighboring states. Millions of dollars of 
equipment, pallet jacks, forklifts, and trucks are used at the Market on a daily basis, 24 hours a 
day, seven days a week, with peak operations fiom 10 p. m to 9 am. Tenants at the Market each 
sell millions, and m some cases, tens of millions of dollars of produce per year, with the Market 
as a whole selling billions of dollars of produce each year. - 

Each day, thousands of commercial vehicles, semi-trailer and other large trucks and 
vehicles pass through the Market to deliver and purchase produce. These vehicles travel 
constantly between the Market and countless off-site warehouses located up and down Alameda 
Street between lst street to the north, and Vernon Avenue to the south (the “Alameda Corridor”). 
The Alameda Corridor street system infrastructure was built specifically with the produce 
industry in mind. We cannot stress enough how critical this infrastructure is‘ to the current and 
future success of the produce industry in Southern California. 

{momentous 12} 
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While the Market is not opposed to the development of the Project, it is concerned about 
the impacts that the construction and subsequent operation of the Project will have on the Market 

, and other businesses operating in the Alameda Corridor. Given the Alameda Corridor’ 3 
significant contribution to the Southern California economy, we ask that Metro do everything 1n 
its power to fully identify the Project’s impacts upon businesses' 1n the Alameda Corridor and 
study how those impacts can be minimized 0r eliminated. 

We understand that Metro is considering a number of options for the Northern 
Alignment. From the Market’s perspective, the" Northem Alignment options are similar in that 
they would run underground as twin tunnels approximately 60 feet wide and 60 feet below the 
existing ground surface beneath South Alameda”; Street and McGarry Street along the eastern 
border of the Market. The Market would support these options, subject to the following: 
(1) Metro agrees to provides us as soon as possible, but in no event later than the commencement 
of the required draft EIS/EIR comment period, detailed maps describing and depicting the exact 
alignment and depth of the tunnel options closest to the Market, as well as a detailed description 
of the contemplated construction activity, including, without limitation, tunneling and cut and 
cover construction areas and methods, duration, equipment, staging areas, street closures, haul 
trips, temporary encroachments to Market property and hours of construction; (2) the tunnel 
options shall not encroach on any Market property; (3) the tunnels shall be constructed 

- underground adjacent to the Market property as currently envisioned (rather than aerial or at- 
grade); and (4) there shall be no material impact or disruption to Market operations during 
construction or operation. 

It 1s important that the drafi EIS/EIR prayide a comprehensive and comparative analysis 
of all anticipated impacts of each option, takinginto account empirical data regarding baseline 
existing conditions 1n the Market vicinity. We continue to have the following concerns that 
should be addressed 1n the draft EIS/ElR: 

9 Project Impacts During Construction. Construction of the Project will cause 
impacts on the Market and other Alameda Corridor businesses such as increased 
and/or altered traffic, noise, vibration,- subsidence and other geotechnical impacts, air 
quality and dust emissions, health risk, glare, construction worker parking, and 
perhaps most significantly, road and ramp alterations, detours and closures. The 
EIS/EIR should monitor and document existing micro-conditions in the Market 
vicinity relative to all CEQA and NEPA issueareas to ensure that all incremental 
impacts of the Project are appropriately analyzed. The EIS/EIR should specifically 
identify and discuss the nature, extent and duration of such impacts, as well as study 
and recommend measures that would be employed throughout the construction period 
to reduce them (such as preserving left turn lanes and center lanes, ensuring existing 
circulation along the Alameda CorridOr and surrounding streets, and maintaining 
fi-eeway access). 

0 Lasting Project Impacts. The BIS/131R also should specifically discuss thenature 
and extent of impacts that each option would have on the Market and other Alameda 

' _ ' Corridor businesses, such as vehicular and pedestrian traffic and access to fi-eeways 

{00018468300 I 2} 



ParkNelayeste ' l  . I 
August 23. 2018 
Page 3 

and arterial streets. The study also should identify and discuss all measures that could 
. be taken to minimize or eliminate adverse impacts. 

0 Impacts on l‘roperty Owners. The drafi EIS/EIR should identify the specific 
locations and extent of all anticipated temporary Construction easements andlor 
property acquisitions necessitated by the Project along the Alameda Corridor. 

We appreciate your consideration of the feregoing, and request that all of the issues 
identified above be addressed in a thorough and comprehensive manner in the draft EIS/EIR. ' 

' We also hereby request that we be provided with copies of all public notices relating to the 
Project. We look forward to our continued participation in the preparation of the EIS/EIR. . 

Very truly yours, 
R. - .  \ M . 

Francis Park A9” 
of PARK & VELAYDS LLP 

cc: Mr. Richard Flamminio (by email) 
Mr. Richard Gardner (by e-mail) 
Ms. Estéla Lopez (by e-mail) 
Steven D. Aflee, Esq. 

{00018468.DOCI2-J 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Dne Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Moon's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WM!) Tmlt 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an Updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and endhg 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, [would like to provide lyou with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacls 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of2 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevai'd. If a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and the 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an sit-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro’s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cannes. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. lithe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Carritos resident 

a @2243 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro’s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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w Westbound SR-91 Improvements Project :t 
. o ftlS/EAP bl' H ‘n M e t r o  ra u IC earl gs 

August 2018 WOW 

Comment Sheet 

Name: @ b  5/1 V 

Affiliation lie. organization, U I 
resident, business): 
Address: ” 97 .?  VALZfl/Clflj 6'1,- .; CC’?!#‘: (”/1- fi’lfl 3 

Phone/Cell: 5m - ‘rpa ~77s'4/ / 3/9 '6/7 ~54?! 
Email: Giana [@flt Q; ($25. (fa/'L 

Thank you for your interest in the Westbound Sit-91 Improvements Project. We welcome your comments. 

flu figmmmfi 11% 210+ 3v/fivtiz/ +1; 5% 1/ 5m" (flux ma; 
bl. ar/m‘m/ to GAL mosrr/ flmm/ fiawfi/flm/ / 

Orally/1" Warn” wan/J, you die L/J/ITL (7/— e flflfl-CC 

{Lanna/Mk B/Vn/ d— B/p/mF/r/r/ m; (1’4a .3:- fi/‘r 
’ 5 1 )  :u— Vi—fiuv- ; M i n t y — W ‘ s  

[071% ‘7LM Mr: Armé/r/“zs fl/mfl 416 
fltgétd'lm/ V flF7070M1+v km V/azx M 17" Mfi/r/ 

' (gm/r7475”, / / 

Public Comment Period: The formal public comment period ends on Thursday, August 16, 2018. Written comments may be 
submitted at the Public Hearings or via: 

a Jmous Saleh 
Senior Environmental Planner, Caltrans District 7 
Division of Environmental Planning 
100 South Main Street, Suite M5 16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

m jinous.sa|eh@dot.ca.gov 

metro.net/605hotspots 



Corredor de Transporte de West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) 
Perl’odo de alcance pL’Iblico - Julio/Agosto 2018 

Hoja de Comentarios 

N.ombre/Afiliacién/O‘rganizacién: @ fl W fi /  W Q /  
V ~ 5 

Domici l io:  W Y 

Te’lefono/Celular: 

Correo Electrénico: 

Gracias por su interés en el Corredor- derTransporte de WSAB. Porfavor uti lice el espacio a continuacién para anotar cualquier 
pregu nta y/o co mentario. 

PERIODO DE COMENTARIOS FORMALES: E/periodo formal para comentarios pu’b/icos sabre e/proyecto conic/aye El Vieme‘s 
.24 de agvsta de 2018. Los comentarios par escrito pueden ser remitidos a través de: 

8 Teresa Wong . wsab@metro.net 

2"" ' 

Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M [5 799-22- 
4 Los Angeles, CA 90012 metro.net/wsab 

C omentar/bs en w’aa’os a tra ve’s de las redes soda/es de/ m ecto 
o la lfnea de ayua’a no @rmam’n parte del registro oficfa de alcance 
pdb/ico. En we todos /os cement-arias por cornea, cameo electrdnica y 
el sitio web de/proyecfa (como se ina’ica’ anterior/name). 

Metro‘ 
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‘ ‘ - . mole Mei}? . 
WWW , grit-barium ,. 
Teresa Wong, Project Manager L? 5 Momfi’ C19!“ ’Wl‘fl - _ - I '. 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA') 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: West Santa Ana; Branch edr'ridor (WSAfi),€_§gfi’pin§gi§6mmehts --.;. -r .- 1' 

fl 
- . . _ - - ‘11 '| 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MTA's West-Santa Ana Branch CorrigoiProposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative EIAt-Qrade en Alamedg, is the best & most direct mute to 
the front of Union S ti' it! But ill onl work on] iffit's At—Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this‘iine... there won't be much fimding available under this Administration, so you M 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at 'olitica! ressure a ainst runnin at- ade' ex _ose th 
Both Alternative G's are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rai! transfer, wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, _not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You 2' 'rovided no information abdut interageng ecordination with OCTA; get busy 
to ensure both gencx's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built‘Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least 1 station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the OC Streetcar. West 
Sai'itg Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar— both LA & QC Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys; drivers just keep going!" Eliminate giant parking lots at all stations- drivigg & 
parking defeats the purpose mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- ' 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
da'yl) 'at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales! coffee shop! 
bike rental! travel agency... No historic station? Buiiti one from old plans! if modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade & shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. form'er'PEl Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA; St C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of servin 3 rail corridors badl & at hi h cost on should have studied a in main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their. resent 
End-Of-Track immediatel and "re-trainin " them: B. to Brea near-term and C. to Lon Beach Ai ort... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomotive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars (2011d also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations... and in the case of 3., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridorat much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 
cheaper 3: better than subway tunneling)... 



«W‘H ‘w i flknmvfl ‘  . - _ ‘  | A 

r ”finn? “J"! "53‘ 41- WWW} m .  m; '- : 
' WmV-a; . . 

ww , ’ ‘Z"L'3.:{I,1Hr.; _ , . " - . 

W st anta An‘é Branqh‘Trrans-It COI'I’IdO'I’ 
Project Overview 

" Existlh'q Mums sérvlfi 
I 3: Station 

3; = -  _ 
”J “—0— Metro sum Line 
3 ssnuon . 6  I 

El _ . , 
9i - - - Reglunalclmmdor 
E]: lundnrcnnstrudbnl 

1; 

um I _ 

whim If V; .: I-.l 
”IKIIII 4 -  -m'L 

J
?
 

.
r

f
r

‘
i

m
s

t
r

 
"- 

- 

WSAEInfiJiCarfidw iact 

I 
1

:
 

i. e! I WSAB Corridorl sullen 

— Oi - Alternative 5 a station 
[Alumina Undergroundl 

— ‘Io- ._. Allem'atlva a a station . 
[Dowa Transit Corn! 

:2
; 

‘ 
a

: 
F

:
 

“XENIA It 

" g m  “3-“ 3-2;: I---. : I' if" _ 

i Dptlunatallgnmenflsiallon i ' r  ‘ I ' ' 

:
—

 
a

n
.

.
.

“
 

G
EL

" 



From: James M Okazaki [mailto:jokazaki@sbcglobal.net]  

Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 3:52 PM 
To: Wong, Teresa 

Cc: Brown, Julia; Cornejojo@metro.net 
Subject: Scoping for the WSAB Line 

 
Teresa, 
 
Given that Metro is now looking only the subway alignment along Alameda St. on the north-end of the 
WSAB line Option E, I would like for Metro to look at locating the Arts District Subway Station between 
3rd and 4th St.  That way, the Station construction impact and Utility Relocation work to Little Tokyo could 
be reduced rather than having a Station north of 2nd St., which was the area impacted during the 
Regional Connector work. I would like for Metro to not have to impact the same streets and businesses 
as the Regional Connector Project with the WSAB Project.  However, in order for WSAB to serve both 
Little Tokyo and the Arts District, please look at situating the new Station portals at: 1) southwest corner 
of 2nd and Alameda Sts. and, 2) northeast corner of 3rd and Alameda Sts.  Please carefully analyze the 
construction traffic impacts of these options, including the work involving any Utillity Relocation. 
 
If there is significant impact to Little Tokyo even if the Station is moved southerly, please analyze having 
an Option that does not have a WSAB Station in this part of the Arts District, and going directly north to 
Union Station from the 7th and Alameda Station, with all the related analysis of traffic impacts. 
 
Thank You! 
 
 
James Okazaki 
(213) 249-3246 

 

mailto:jokazaki@sbcglobal.net
mailto:Cornejojo@metro.net


From: James M Okazaki [mailto:jokazaki@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 3:40 PM 

To: WSAB; Wong, Teresa 
Cc: Nate Hayward; Kristin Fukushima; Hance, Jeanmarie; Chris Aihara 

Subject: Comments on the new SCOPE of WORK for the WSAB Project 

 
Teresa, 
 
Here are additional comments about about the northern segment of the WSAB work looking at the 
alignment along Alameda St. to Union Station (Option E): 
 
1.   Construction work during the Utility Relocation was not adequately covered with the Business 
Interruption Fund,  So, please make sure that impacts of the Utility Relocation Work is included and 
covered by the new revised BIF.      2.   The Outreach during construction of the Regional Connector was 
not totally adequate, so please increase the Outreach efforts during the WSAB work, both for Utility 
Relocation Work and Station Construction, 
3.    Traffic impact is expected to be significant during Utility Relocation and Station Construction Work, so 
schedule any closure of Alameda St. to ONLY nights and weekends.  And be through developing a 
satisfactory DETOUR Route with adequate mitigation measures to minimize the traffic impact to the 
community and motorists. 
4.    Station Location is important in serving the community, yet it's also important to situate it such that 
the traffic impact for vehicles (such as DASH, Metro bus, UBER/LYFT, Taxi, and bicycles) accessing it 
and circulating around it does not create unnecessarily traffic and safety impact afterwards when the 
Station is OPEN. 
5.   Although mentioned earlier, the existing BIF was not adequate in addressing the business impact in 
Little Tokyo during the Regional Connector.  Therefore, Metro needs to MODIFY the rules of the BIF to 
allow more broad interpretation of the Board's intent for the BIF, not to impact and destroy businesses 
during the construction of the Metro Rail Project.  Please talk to the LTBA and others in Little Tokyo on 
how to improve its effectiveness to reduce impacts to mom and pop stores in Little Tokyo and the Arts 
District. 
6.   Metro needs to continue to work closely with the Little Tokyo Community Council in addressing the 
issues of the community in developing viable MITIGATION Measures during the Utility Relocation and 
Construction work. Metro must continue its regular meeting with the LTCC and the community during the 
Study and during the Construction period. 
7.   Little Tokyo is working with the City of Los Angeles in developing the Mangrove Site, so Metro should 
not continue to use it as a CONSTRUCTION Staging Area. 
8.  Study should adequately address the impacts of the TUNNELING work along Alameda St., particularly 
the JET GROUTING operation, and its potential impact to traffic. 
 
Thank you! 
 
James Okazaki, member, Transit Committee 
Little Tokyo Community Council 

 

mailto:jokazaki@sbcglobal.net


July 30, 201B " 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority , 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 3 
Mail Stop: 99-224 W; . 
LosAngeles,CA90012—2952 44 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSABj Transit. 
corridor Project 

Dear Ms:- Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have r'eceiVed information related to Metro‘s proposed west santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

. related to the preposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on My 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Co'rridt'ir Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 1.83rd Street/Gridley Road and alSo at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos.- 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradefllght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system ‘ h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parkingfaciiities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers In Cerritos. As I mentioned,'the City of Cerritos provides great Opportunities 
to the "Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos preperties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Marne: E M M A — 0 m g  0142,66 

mm: . W _ 9m. 2462-}? 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 



. Janet S. Zannman . 

Gamma. GA 90703. 
$527 Sequoia Ave 
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LA County Metropolitan Transnartatlon Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-2274 _ _ 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 0 
Attention: Ms. Teresa won; . 
Project Manager r 
One Gateway Plaza 31 
Mail Stop: 99-224 .‘ 
LosAngeles, CA90012-2952 ii 

Subject: OppositiontoMetro's Proposed West SontIAna Branch (was) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently preposing a station location within the City of Artesia, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenueIDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelol'z 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 

" to be in teams, this iotation would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. _ 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—gradefiight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant-traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system ’ h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patron. from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the clay. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing park'n'ig facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking ' 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos-properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project. 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 
Name' \' 7 a mail" ZCLC, hm cm 

Signature: W W Date: i. f. / 7  .. / V 4’ 6" 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Loe Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch lWSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

- I  '1' - -  u DearMs.xIpng: - —-- . -— - '  _. 2" , ‘ f :;-_,. 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes In Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f2  



At the July 2018 meeting. Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain singie-famiiy homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
ral line run through Cerrltos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerrltos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street leveL 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerrltos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident _ 

Name: SJ iI'M' Fury—(7f— 

Slgnature: - Date: ? / 2 6 /  3’ 

page 2 or 2 Subject: opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa won: 
Project Manager 
One Gateww Plaza 
Mali Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeies, CA 900124952 

Subject: OppositiontoMeuo‘srPr-oposed museum-ennui: (WSABHranfit 
Corridor Project - 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach werkshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was retently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to proiride you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro‘s West- Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and Sbuth Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue] Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the statIOn locations in the City of Cenitos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cérritos rasiden‘t With various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 

, result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5 . DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pegaloi'z 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative Station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't captain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station Is needed in Cerritos. 

next, Metro Is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail llne'run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
Vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
canducting business within Cerritos due tdthe time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Corritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metrolsiproposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Gerritos. As I mentioned, the City of fierrltos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesle station is not good planning. Ifthe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the. parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will diVert parking and traffic- to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for- the corridor; 

Thank you, 

W W W  . ._ 
Signatore:—B[/’%r¢’ " ‘ 4-“ Deter—J—L—i 9/ ‘90”? 

Page 2 or 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brandt 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 1:19 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#10] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Kit Chan  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

kitlchan@yahoo.com 

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

12537 Bayberry Circle 

Cerritos, California 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I strongly object to put a Light rail station at Bloomfield even 

it is considered as optional right now. 

 

1. the surrounding area is mainly residential with one 

business entity, not much foot traffic. 

 

2. the light rail will generate too much noise for the residents. 

 

3. crime rate will go up with so many new faces in and out of 

the area. 

 

Thank you for your considerations! 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:kitlchan@yahoo.com
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fmaps.google.com%2F%3Fq%3D12537+Bayberry+Circle%2B%2BCerritos%2BCalifornia%2B90703%2BUnited+States&data=01%7C01%7Cwongte%40metro.net%7Cb39e27262c4d4880dd2a08d5e841eaa5%7Cab57129bdbfd4cacaa77fc74c40364af%7C0&sdata=ovB1NOqMPskuySsaPX6SRsUnOsjxdjeFO54CWWWa23w%3D&reserved=0
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July 30,- 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to eadi other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dlspiacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to slngiefamily homes, and the Impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain vievv every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5 . DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn‘t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your fumre planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerdtos resident 

Name: $41—45; 743’ W 

S i g n a t u r e fi W  Date: 82/210 ( ” I X  

Page 2 of 2 Sublect'. Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brandi 
(MAB) Transit Corridor Project 



Lfl’fibV “J" '1“ 

cap—rim; EA 510703 

. 11'. ” I f '  

* W T ' "  lmMAEELfififiw g m  __ . . 
W _ flit-LR 43! _._=', 

.3533 mggmm 2.11 e" '- . '. 
’- 

LA Cnuntv Metmpofltan Transportation Autharflv 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wang 
Praject Manager 
One Gateway lilaza 
Mail Stop: 99-2254 
Los Anggbes, CA 90912-1952 

90512-374599 ' 1" Hi!mfl-IInil-hmI-ill‘flflih’rim-3'":-l!'*iJl1|1h'n'IldI 

w 



ltiii 

idly Bill, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 1 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager - 
One Gateway Plaza ' :94 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 . A?" 
Los Angeles, CA 90012—2952 "5 * 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MAI} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the Juiy 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183m Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield ' 
AvenuelDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. ' 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven clays a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next toth‘rstraoh. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homEs next to these tracks. 

Patio 1 of 2 



Atthe iuly 20:8 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location ardund Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
t6 be In Céffit'b‘s, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in li:erril;os. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght—of-way be used for an at-grade'illght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significa traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail syste " ' h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerrltos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adJacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning forthe corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Name: W 7937-??? 

g n a w i m m m  . - Date:i ? I? 

[Page 2 of 2 Subject: opponent: to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
{WSAB} Transit contour Project 
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July 30, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong- 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelof: 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
aitemative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best as it doesn' t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rightoof-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level Would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers haVe. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

W W W  

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(WEAR) Transit Corridor Project 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wan; 
Project Manager 
Cine Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: - Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MEAD] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and labs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibratioru. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageto'i'z 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be In Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
eidsting businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the conidor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: N {Ck AWAY) 

WWW/AL . m,8/2//18 

Page 2 of: Subject: emumwmm'smmwm SantoAnaBranch 
(WM) Transit Corridor Project 



.. ...__, . . . _  _ , “g 

was ANGELES mam: A . 

mmmmmnt _ _ 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

amass-245 c357 'nlril'flm'mu'lfl'l'tl""hvlltfl'mmIII'I'UIHWIII’ 



July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
tos Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WSABI transit 
Corridor Protect- 

Dear Ibis-Wong: 

Ever the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2013 and ending 
on August 24, 2013. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station lomtion within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 133m Streetlerldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Gerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelufz 
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August 1, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong- 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-11 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) frantit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana‘ Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made awareof an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the'City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warra'nted'so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the tWo stations Metro proposes in Gerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing Shopping centers that previde Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dispiadng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Panelofz 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metrd would be considering in its'studie's an 
alternative station location around Studebaken Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Ce'rritos', this location Would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers andthls 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes In this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as I do not feel that a station is needed ih Cerritos 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way' be used for an tit—grade light r'aii line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noiseIand 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting bUSiness within Cerritos due to the time it wouidtake to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather,- I suggest that Metro. 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch prohot run through corn-not below ground 
and not at 'street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposai for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to sunport the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artes'ia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficuity of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose muitiple parking 
struotures in the City ofArtesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 
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July 30, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong- 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelof: 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
aitemative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best as it doesn' t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rightoof-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level Would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers haVe. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

W W W  

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(WEAR) Transit Corridor Project 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Me‘ s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location In the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECiATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoeiofz 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerfitos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It Is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

mjfln ? Mint Clmrguwlav§ 
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One Gateway Plaza 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway-Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana sranch (VISAS) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro ls currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
Opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping Opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes neutto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagetofz  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to he in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as I do not feel that a station Is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is propOSing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with et-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to suoport Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident . 
Name: Sumo (7A.: A goo 

Signature: W ‘ Date: 2/! 7/9?) [3 
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July 39,- 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Audioritv 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager ' 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mad Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

Tobegln, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location In the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDel Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 

. increase dust pollution for these home. 
Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to titlstraclr. 

5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers Wouid displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition In Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident ED Jill/992 D H Cé‘fl/e/WI G K 

"m, i4» . PAM/Les M46 JflflLCK 
—- 

Signature: 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Oppositionto Metro's Proposed WestSIntaAnaBrandI 
{WSABI Transit Corridor Project 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transporbtlon Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22—4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch [WSABI Train": 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
.Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. DISplacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothistrack. 
5. DEPHECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelofz. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro Would be considering in its studies an 
aiternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain slngle-famiiv homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail Hne. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the iight raii to 
cross multiple Intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos beiow ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose muitiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch projEct, 
and l wouid like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Mama/4 %U;/H:10 Lj—fiféiLUH?’ ggridi-Qf @ \  

Date: 9/}3/139 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority ' 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza . ,- 
Maii Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 

' to these homes would be significant. 
1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain View every 15 minutes 

from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 
2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Papelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station it 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos.. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradefx'llght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significanttrafiic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system" ' h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the'Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

ltis for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident 

"m fi s m é ‘ l ’ w  

Signature: 932.51% 

Page -2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Pmposed West Santa Ana Branch 
[WSABJ Transit Corridor Project 
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Project Overview 
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/ to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Corri _‘ Proposal 

Union Station. Alternative E At-Grade n Alameda ' the best 8; most di ct to 0 
But this will only work only if it's At-Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
Jer mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
i this line... there won't be much funding available under this Administration, so you gust _ 
kill this project! Staff hinted at mlitical pressure against running at-gu' dc; sXpoSe them! 
Jod. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven‘t made a case for 
or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

1e Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
arantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
'! You rovided no information about in era en coordination with OCTA' et bus 
as 8; systems are inter-operable! OC Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
a Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
etcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the 0C Streetcar. West 
houid also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar— both LA & OC Streetcars could run as 
:3 outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

.r keys, drivers just keep going! " Eliminate giant parkiug lots at all stations- driving s 
mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
iarking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
nding-Ianes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
1 limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
a park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales/ coffee shop/ 
3 historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
nust both shade 8r. shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

nent's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
1 Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA," & C. Union Pacific 
Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
f monev and comnlex engineering to nmde-mnnmte fmm main-“Ins run nn-mfinna no 
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West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor. 
PrOJect Overview 
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Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) .. 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 * . 

RE: Welt Santa Ana, Branch comdor (WSAB). Scoping Epicurean; ' IL 1 ' ,3; 

if." 
Thank you for the Opportunity to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Comdo Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Altemame E, At-Gygde on Alameda, is the best é mostdirect route Q 
the front of Union Sgtjgn! But tm'gyyill only wgyk Only if it'g At-Grade! For the line'sfilfitivbly low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant fimding needed to build this line... there won't be much funding available under this Administration, so you ;n_u_st 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at litical ressure inst runni at- e' e e them! 
Both Alternative G‘s are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rail transfer, wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must he the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You provided no information about interagengy coordination with OCTA; get busy 
to ensure both agency's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least 1 station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA’s West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the OC Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both LA & 0C Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys, drivers just keep going!" liminate ‘ nt arkin In at all statio - drivin 
parflpg defeats the pumse mm transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail! bus! bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
day!) at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales/ coffee shop! 
bike rental! travel agency” .No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger statio_ns_. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade & shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo' 5 USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda,;CA,' & C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of serving 3 rail corridors badly & at high cost, you should have studied paying main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their resent 
End-Of-Track immediately, and "re-training" them: B. to Brea near-term, and C. to Long Beach Aimrt... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomOtive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars coujld also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations. and In the case of 3., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also has the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it orig t-of—way east of Watts Is far 
cheaper & better than subway tunneling)... 
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idly Bill, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 1 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager - 
One Gateway Plaza ' :94 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 . A?" 
Los Angeles, CA 90012—2952 "5 * 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MAI} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the Juiy 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183m Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield ' 
AvenuelDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. ' 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven clays a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next toth‘rstraoh. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homEs next to these tracks. 

Patio 1 of 2 



Atthe iuly 20:8 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location ardund Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
t6 be In Céffit'b‘s, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in li:erril;os. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght—of-way be used for an at-grade'illght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significa traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail syste " ' h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerrltos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adJacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning forthe corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerritos resident 

Name: W 7937-??? 

g n a w i m m m  . - Date:i ? I? 

[Page 2 of 2 Subject: opponent: to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
{WSAB} Transit contour Project 
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Jilly 30,- !2013 ' 

LA county Metropolitan flansportation Authority :— 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wong - . 
Project Manager ,4; 
One Gateway Plaza :4. 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 . :2 
Los Angeles, ca 90012-2952 iii 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West sense Ana Bra-och Mane} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past fevv months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 13rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuefDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacentto existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
ii. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of llomes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Passion 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Carrito's, this location would be best, as It' doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at—gradejlight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate signifiugtltraffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade iight rail systerr‘f ' th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch projefl, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

territos resident 

Name: ,y‘JNfJEA # : n  

Signature: Jflhm NR... Date-z! 03 ._ 15-4? 

Page 2 of a Suhiect: opposition to Mao-oi: Proposed West Santa ans Branch 
(wane) Transit Corridor Project 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority r 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong . .- 
Project Manager ..v- 
One Gateway Plaza . ft 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 .531; 
Los Angeles, cartoon-2952 “ti. 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brandi MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2013 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with-my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the Impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothis track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagetol'z 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in territo's, this ice-tion would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos..- 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradélight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significantl traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration Impacts to Cerritos residents An atagrade light rail systen'i th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will dIVert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it Is for thesetfifins that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

CEITltDS resident 

Name: fl'bWAL? H ' Abfimkczo 

S I B M N W M  M W Date 8120/ fig .1 't‘ 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West am Are Branch 
.(WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
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July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 0 
Attention: Ms. Teresa won; . 
Project Manager r 
One Gateway Plaza 31 
Mail Stop: 99-224 .‘ 
LosAngeles, CA90012-2952 ii 

Subject: OppositiontoMetro's Proposed West SontIAna Branch (was) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently preposing a station location within the City of Artesia, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenueIDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoelol'z 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 

" to be in teams, this iotation would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. _ 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—gradefiight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant-traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system ’ h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patron. from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the clay. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing park'n'ig facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking ' 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos-properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project. 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 
Name' \' 7 a mail" ZCLC, hm cm 

Signature: W W Date: i. f. / 7  .. / V 4’ 6" 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(inane) Transit Corridor Project 
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Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Audiority (LACMTA) 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 ' 

* 

RE: West Santa Ana Branch corridor (WSA'B), Scoping Comments i 
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Corrid ' Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative E, At-Grade on Alamgdfig‘ thg figs; g mg; gig gggte t9 
the front of Union Station! But this will only £95k ggly if it's At-Qggge! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this line... there won‘t be much funding available under this Administration, so you m_ust 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at political pressgre aginst running tit-grade; exmse theml 
Both Alternative G's are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rail transfer, wasting riders’ time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You provided no informgtion about intgrageng coordination with OCTA', get bu_s;y 
to ensure both agengy's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least i station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA’s West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the 0C Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both LA & 0C Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys, drivers just keep going!" Eliminate nt arkin lots at all s ations- drivin 
pgfl'ng defeats the gumse mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favonr local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
day!) at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales] coffee shop/3 .7‘ . 
bike rental] travel agency... No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade &. shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA, & C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of servin 3 rail corridors bad! & at hi h cost on should have studied a 'n main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their resent 
End-Of-Track immediate! and "re-trainin " them: B. to Brea near-term and C. to Lon Beach Ai ort... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomotive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars coufld also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations... and in the case of 8., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 
cheaper & better than subway tunneling)... T. 8 RD N M _ 
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My so, 2013 

UK County Metropolitan Transpo’rtationAuthorlty ., 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong . 
Project Manager I, 
One Gateway Plaza ' :4 
man Stop: 99-224 ' g, i 
LosAngeles,CA90012-2952 1%; 
Subject: OppositiontoMItro's Proposed wees-numannihtwsna) Transit 

Corridor Project 

Over the past few monk, l have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit. corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

I related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you With my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition Ito Metro' s West Santa Ana Branch 'l'ranitI Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the Cityof A’rtesla; just north of 
thetntersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos,- as proposed by Metro-at 183ml Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Arte'sla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or altematlve transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopbln3' centers'that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
fésfllt in a loss or 'shdp‘p'ing' opportunities 'and job's intiie City ofcerritos.‘ in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privaqr for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

. . 2.- Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 

.' -'- 4‘. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes. netttto this track. 
. 5:..95PBEQATEDMW? tamer“??? «memme 

' J p : “ _ ' . .  ' 1 . |  * g .  . . l . . . I.|._ . I . . . .  , a . l . . -  I i  1 - .  | . . . n -  = l  - ' 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to he in territos, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single—family homes In this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Genitos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. . 

l‘ 

Held, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used foran at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos atstreet level would generate significant;_ , safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Ce'rritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cen'ltos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider havingthe West Santa Ana Branch project run through Certitos below ground and not 
atst'reet level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at aidstlng' 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. lithe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is cun'enfly very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent gerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro-propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that lam currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future piannlngfor the corridor. 

monk you, 

"IQHK éD'A. (Due—w S“ 
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July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority , 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong . 
Project Manager .~ 
One Gateway Plaza 3 
Mail Stop: 99-224 . { 
LosAngeles, meow-2952 :14 

l I , 

Subject: OppositiontoMotro's proposed West snowman-(mnemonic 
Cbrrldor Mild 

Dear Ms: Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have renewed information related to Metro’s proposed west santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City COUhéll meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

_ related to the preposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on Jilly 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Preject. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and alSo at Bloemfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 

' opportunities. Dlsplacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be signifia 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelofz 



July 30, 201B " 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority , 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 3 
Mail Stop: 99-224 W; . 
LosAngeles,CA90012—2952 44 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSABj Transit. 
corridor Project 

Dear Ms:- Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have r'eceiVed information related to Metro‘s proposed west santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

. related to the preposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on My 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Co'rridt'ir Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 1.83rd Street/Gridley Road and alSo at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos.- 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradefllght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system ‘ h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parkingfaciiities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers In Cerritos. As I mentioned,'the City of Cerritos provides great Opportunities 
to the "Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos preperties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Marne: E M M A — 0 m g  0142,66 

mm: . W _ 9m. 2462-}? 
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-2241 
Los Angeles, CA 90012—2952 

Subject: Opposition to hlletro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSABI Transit 
Cor-Mar Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin,- Metro ls currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes nerd: to these tracks. 

Page 1 of!  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an zit-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant trafiic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro ls proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: Afl‘vE‘jQ/V‘ A W U  

Signature: j i fi }  fly,” ”(é/7E gate: 9‘ (:13 i? 1 6 / 8  T 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Loe Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch lWSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

- I  '1' - -  u DearMs.xIpng: - —-- . -— - '  _. 2" , ‘ f :;-_,. 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes In Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f2  



At the July 2018 meeting. Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain singie-famiiy homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
ral line run through Cerrltos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerrltos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street leveL 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerrltos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident _ 

Name: SJ iI'M' Fury—(7f— 

Slgnature: - Date: ? / 2 6 /  3’ 
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August 1, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Autmrity 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Bantam Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project « ' 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the lone 2018 City council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period- 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia. just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Bou‘leVard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Ceriitos, as proposed by Metro at 133m Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenUe/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dis'placlng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageiol'l 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not foei that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro ls proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro Is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. Itis my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project. 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name. .5772?!» f, Carr/PW 
any be .M CeMV‘Os can: 

Signatuté: Date:-g£-——-' '0 ,2.n 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Dne Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: - Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West-saute Ana Brush {wane} Transit 
Corridor Project ' 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor prolect, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping Comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's Weat Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station iocation within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City or 
Cenitos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridloy Road and also at aloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and Jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adiacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise'levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise. and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerrltos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at WEEt [EVE]; 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace . 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Carritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area-will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Certitos properties. it Is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is forthese reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planningfor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name; his"? H~ 3e. a»! Ym M 5% r 

fl m fl fi e  m {yen/IE 
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation-Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public Outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide yciu with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corriddr Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a Station location within the City of'Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Beulevard, is net needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the'Clty of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cer'rlto‘s wouid 
not be 'warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that Could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritds are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shepping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shapping opportunities and Jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to singie-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothls track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 
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Atthe Juli] 2013 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritps, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn‘t contain single~family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cérritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Corritos residents. An tit-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run fllrough Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers Would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures In the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is forthese reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's-public 
scoping process and also in your future planningforthe corridor. 

Thank you, 

forum-For. Salome; 
Name: 

Signature: W M  - Date: F8 F1524 1025/5) 
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August 23, 2013 

E-MAIL s TRONET' 
éfl.U.§.MA]L 
Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

' . TranSportaticn Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 , 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Re: ' W  

Dear Ms. Wong: 

This law firm has been retained by‘ the Los Angeles Wholesale Produce Market 
(‘Market”) to comment on the scope of the draft Environmental Impact Statement} 
Environmental Impact Report (“EIS/EIR”) for the Project. We appreciate the opportunity to 
convey our questions and concerns that should be addressed 1n the draft EIS/EIR. 

By way of background, the Market and other large produce warehouses operatein an 
industrial area of downtown Los Angeles bordered by Central Avenue to the west, 7th Street to 
the north, Alameda Street to the east, and Olympic Boulevard to the south. The Market is ‘a i 
roughly 30-acre site with 529,000 square feet of operations in five buildings. Millions of pounds 
of produce fi-om all over the world are shipped fi'om the Market to grocery chains, storefi‘onts, 
and local restaurants in Southern California and neighboring states. Millions of dollars of 
equipment, pallet jacks, forklifts, and trucks are used at the Market on a daily basis, 24 hours a 
day, seven days a week, with peak operations fiom 10 p. m to 9 am. Tenants at the Market each 
sell millions, and m some cases, tens of millions of dollars of produce per year, with the Market 
as a whole selling billions of dollars of produce each year. - 

Each day, thousands of commercial vehicles, semi-trailer and other large trucks and 
vehicles pass through the Market to deliver and purchase produce. These vehicles travel 
constantly between the Market and countless off-site warehouses located up and down Alameda 
Street between lst street to the north, and Vernon Avenue to the south (the “Alameda Corridor”). 
The Alameda Corridor street system infrastructure was built specifically with the produce 
industry in mind. We cannot stress enough how critical this infrastructure is‘ to the current and 
future success of the produce industry in Southern California. 

{momentous 12} 
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While the Market is not opposed to the development of the Project, it is concerned about 
the impacts that the construction and subsequent operation of the Project will have on the Market 

, and other businesses operating in the Alameda Corridor. Given the Alameda Corridor’ 3 
significant contribution to the Southern California economy, we ask that Metro do everything 1n 
its power to fully identify the Project’s impacts upon businesses' 1n the Alameda Corridor and 
study how those impacts can be minimized 0r eliminated. 

We understand that Metro is considering a number of options for the Northern 
Alignment. From the Market’s perspective, the" Northem Alignment options are similar in that 
they would run underground as twin tunnels approximately 60 feet wide and 60 feet below the 
existing ground surface beneath South Alameda”; Street and McGarry Street along the eastern 
border of the Market. The Market would support these options, subject to the following: 
(1) Metro agrees to provides us as soon as possible, but in no event later than the commencement 
of the required draft EIS/EIR comment period, detailed maps describing and depicting the exact 
alignment and depth of the tunnel options closest to the Market, as well as a detailed description 
of the contemplated construction activity, including, without limitation, tunneling and cut and 
cover construction areas and methods, duration, equipment, staging areas, street closures, haul 
trips, temporary encroachments to Market property and hours of construction; (2) the tunnel 
options shall not encroach on any Market property; (3) the tunnels shall be constructed 

- underground adjacent to the Market property as currently envisioned (rather than aerial or at- 
grade); and (4) there shall be no material impact or disruption to Market operations during 
construction or operation. 

It 1s important that the drafi EIS/EIR prayide a comprehensive and comparative analysis 
of all anticipated impacts of each option, takinginto account empirical data regarding baseline 
existing conditions 1n the Market vicinity. We continue to have the following concerns that 
should be addressed 1n the draft EIS/ElR: 

9 Project Impacts During Construction. Construction of the Project will cause 
impacts on the Market and other Alameda Corridor businesses such as increased 
and/or altered traffic, noise, vibration,- subsidence and other geotechnical impacts, air 
quality and dust emissions, health risk, glare, construction worker parking, and 
perhaps most significantly, road and ramp alterations, detours and closures. The 
EIS/EIR should monitor and document existing micro-conditions in the Market 
vicinity relative to all CEQA and NEPA issueareas to ensure that all incremental 
impacts of the Project are appropriately analyzed. The EIS/EIR should specifically 
identify and discuss the nature, extent and duration of such impacts, as well as study 
and recommend measures that would be employed throughout the construction period 
to reduce them (such as preserving left turn lanes and center lanes, ensuring existing 
circulation along the Alameda CorridOr and surrounding streets, and maintaining 
fi-eeway access). 

0 Lasting Project Impacts. The BIS/131R also should specifically discuss thenature 
and extent of impacts that each option would have on the Market and other Alameda 

' _ ' Corridor businesses, such as vehicular and pedestrian traffic and access to fi-eeways 
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and arterial streets. The study also should identify and discuss all measures that could 
. be taken to minimize or eliminate adverse impacts. 

0 Impacts on l‘roperty Owners. The drafi EIS/EIR should identify the specific 
locations and extent of all anticipated temporary Construction easements andlor 
property acquisitions necessitated by the Project along the Alameda Corridor. 

We appreciate your consideration of the feregoing, and request that all of the issues 
identified above be addressed in a thorough and comprehensive manner in the draft EIS/EIR. ' 

' We also hereby request that we be provided with copies of all public notices relating to the 
Project. We look forward to our continued participation in the preparation of the EIS/EIR. . 

Very truly yours, 
R. - .  \ M . 

Francis Park A9” 
of PARK & VELAYDS LLP 

cc: Mr. Richard Flamminio (by email) 
Mr. Richard Gardner (by e-mail) 
Ms. Estéla Lopez (by e-mail) 
Steven D. Aflee, Esq. 

{00018468.DOCI2-J 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2013 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. 1 was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, Is not needed as the station locations In the |ility of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIA'I'ED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Penelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
red line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to sdpport Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities- 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition In Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

u n i m a g w  
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August 1, 2018 

LA County‘ Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wens 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22—4 
Les Angeles, CA 90012-2952 ' 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed west Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project ' " 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit Corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

, related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my Opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
theintersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not he warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain View every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple Intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station Is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area ls currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: 

Signature; 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro w0uld be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
raii line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch projeCt run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking forthat station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty offlnding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adiacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my continents and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: End/kli‘fl “(Mi/L0 4- 

%,..,Q i 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that maps would be doflslclering' in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Arte'sia Booleuard. if a station needs 
to be In Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displaceashopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Gerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i su'est that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch pifolect run through Cerfltos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to sirpport Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, Including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these snapping centers, and would disrupt the 
econOmic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty offinding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that _I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning‘ifor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: £9 ‘90 ‘FQ £14 flail/0 

Signature: W 0  f r  2 2' '— 29/? 
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Atth’é July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station locatibn around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not suoport a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not fee! that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration Impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos clue to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suuest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers In Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my cemments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

mankyou, O A V b D  F. S A N C H E Z  

Name: 5 ' 

Signature: Q M  b ' 
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July so, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
tos Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch {WSABI transit 
Corridor Protect- 

Dear Ibis-Wong: 

Ever the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2013 and ending 
on August 24, 2013. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station lomtion within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 133m Streetlerldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Gerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelufz 
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Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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July 30,2013 a...» 

LA County Metropolitan Transom'tation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West'Santa Ana Branch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Protect 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, l have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshOp held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, 1 would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, Just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridloy Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageiofz 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road andArtesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch prolect run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: A133! E’Frrez 

Sonatina: 04d: Date: (lg/7" bf 

Page 2 of 2 Subject: Oppositlon to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(Willis) Transit Corridor Project 



{2535 Mega/W 
_Ce/rr£:}-oj/ CA 5707193 

£3223 _.!'.I'-3‘GEI{.E (1:129:23 ' 

22 413.2013 PM 1-1 L - 
:5: ‘ ‘- 

7E-Vesa W07?) iew Mgr. 
LAC MTA 
0m 4m Foam 
ms 6‘7—22-4r 

901312-3744599/1—3 5‘ I'Wifiéglgfluhfififlm’lai‘mn/ 2 ~ 2" 

-
'

-
 

"
F

t
 

( '  
A 



July 30,- 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. i was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to eadi other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dlspiacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to slngiefamily homes, and the Impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain vievv every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5 . DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn‘t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the rlght-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your fumre planning for the corridor. 

Thank you. 

Cerdtos resident 

Name: $41—45; 743’ W 

S i g n a t u r e fi W  Date: 82/210 ( ” I X  
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July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wan; 
Project Manager 
Cine Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: - Opposition to Metro‘s Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MEAD] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line In Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and labs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibratioru. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageto'i'z 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be In Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
eidsting businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station In Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the conidor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: N {Ck AWAY) 

WWW/AL . m,8/2//18 
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa won: 
Project Manager 
One Gateww Plaza 
Mali Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeies, CA 900124952 

Subject: OppositiontoMeuo‘srPr-oposed museum-ennui: (WSABHranfit 
Corridor Project - 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach werkshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was retently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to proiride you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro‘s West- Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and Sbuth Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue] Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the statIOn locations in the City of Cenitos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cérritos rasiden‘t With various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 

, result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5 . DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pegaloi'z 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative Station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't captain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station Is needed in Cerritos. 

next, Metro Is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail llne'run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
Vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
canducting business within Cerritos due tdthe time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Corritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metrolsiproposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Gerritos. As I mentioned, the City of fierrltos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesle station is not good planning. Ifthe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the. parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will diVert parking and traffic- to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for- the corridor; 

Thank you, 

W W W  . ._ 
Signatore:—B[/’%r¢’ " ‘ 4-“ Deter—J—L—i 9/ ‘90”? 
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July 3-0; 2913 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation huthorlty 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Arie-Branch (wane) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information reiated to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2013 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

1 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
altematlve station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an atvgrade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerr‘rtos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrlhos resident 

Name: Kr u M u EAT M HIM 

Signature: M H L; Date: 9& “59:2 - l b  
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
Dne Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Moon's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WM!) Tmlt 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an Updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and endhg 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, [would like to provide lyou with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacls 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 of2 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevai'd. If a station needs 
to be in Cerrltos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and the 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an sit-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro’s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cannes. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. lithe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Carritos resident 

a @2243 
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August 1, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong- 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-11 
Los Angeies, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) frantit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana‘ Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made awareof an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the'City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warra'nted'so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the tWo stations Metro proposes in Gerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing Shopping centers that previde Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dispiadng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Panelofz 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metrd would be considering in its'studie's an 
alternative station location around Studebaken Road and Artesla Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Ce'rritos', this location Would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers andthls 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes In this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as I do not feel that a station is needed ih Cerritos 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way' be used for an tit—grade light r'aii line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noiseIand 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting bUSiness within Cerritos due to the time it wouidtake to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather,- I suggest that Metro. 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch prohot run through corn-not below ground 
and not at 'street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro‘s proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposai for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to sunport the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artes'ia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficuity of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose muitiple parking 
struotures in the City ofArtesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

page 2 or 2 Subject: Dpposltlon to Metro's Proposed West Santa an: am 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the city of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station ls needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections In Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station Is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adlacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it Is for these reasons that i am currently apposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Dang + atoms G Meir; Name: , 
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ADEUSt 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 -. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: . Opposition lie-Metro's Proposedwestsmtl Ana Branch {WM} Truislt 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware at an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, 1 would like to“ provide-you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor" Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station locatiOn Within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Haulevar‘d and South street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield . 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station IoCatlons in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos Would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or altematlve transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to eitiSting shopping centers that prode Cerrit'os resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to actommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Inorease dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Peneloi'z 



At the July 2018 meétlng, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia BauleVard. lfa Station needs 
to be In Cerritos. this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branchiproject-run through Combos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to' support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking forthese shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parkingfor that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer'Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include mypomments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planningfor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: E D  WH’Q‘D I 1 %  
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch WE) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Overthe past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is ciirrently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
'to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. -Survelliance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rali line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suuest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
snapping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in yourfuture planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

mmos Ere-z- Q. 4 53m“. 1 
SignaturegPo’gaL‘Jc Q ‘ Q w a fl ' a g fl m  ‘5" 3 3 " /  3‘ 
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West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project 
Updated Scoping Meetings — July 2018 

Comment Sheet 
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Thank you for your interest in the WSAB Project. Please use the space below to write dog any questions and/or comments 
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UPDATED SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD: The formal scoping corn period for WSAB ends on Friday, August24. 2018. 
Written comments may be submitted at the Updated Scoping Meetings or via: 

8 Teresa Wong wsab@metro.net 
Project Manager, Metro 
One Gateway Plaza. M/S 99-22-4 metro.net/v:sab 
Los Angeles. CA 90012 

. Comments submitted through the project's social media 
pages or heijoline Will not be part of the oficfial public scoping 

‘ . ' record. Please submit all comments via mail, emaii: and the 
M e t  r 0  project website (as indicated above). 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 1 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager .- 
One Gateway Plaza . ’4? 
Mail Stop: 99-224 5,} 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 ti. 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brehch MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach worlshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro’s West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerrltos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 mlnm 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

- H o-M/ £7 
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AttheJuly 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and'Artesia Boulevard. l fa  station needs 
to ljé iii Gem, this locatTo—ri wand be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single~family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerr'rtos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos; 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradéilight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerrltos at street level would generate significapt'trafflc, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail systerrl filth at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerrltos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 

- center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesla, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Ina'ease the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerrltos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident . 

Mama: ‘ of} ”a. M r/ Hueyr ifwva 4’4. 

Signature: fi’d'” Hfioatea "K A? - fl? 
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‘ ‘ - . mole Mei}? . 
WWW , grit-barium ,. 
Teresa Wong, Project Manager L? 5 Momfi’ C19!“ ’Wl‘fl - _ - I '. 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA') 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: West Santa Ana; Branch edr'ridor (WSAfi),€_§gfi’pin§gi§6mmehts --.;. -r .- 1' 

fl 
- . . _ - - ‘11 '| 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MTA's West-Santa Ana Branch CorrigoiProposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative EIAt-Qrade en Alamedg, is the best & most direct mute to 
the front of Union S ti' it! But ill onl work on] iffit's At—Grade! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this‘iine... there won't be much fimding available under this Administration, so you M 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at 'olitica! ressure a ainst runnin at- ade' ex _ose th 
Both Alternative G's are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rai! transfer, wasting riders' time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, _not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You 2' 'rovided no information abdut interageng ecordination with OCTA; get busy 
to ensure both gencx's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built‘Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least 1 station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA's West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the OC Streetcar. West 
Sai'itg Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar— both LA & QC Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys; drivers just keep going!" Eliminate giant parking lots at all stations- drivigg & 
parking defeats the purpose mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- ' 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favors local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
da'yl) 'at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales! coffee shop! 
bike rental! travel agency... No historic station? Buiiti one from old plans! if modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade & shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. form'er'PEl Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA; St C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of servin 3 rail corridors badl & at hi h cost on should have studied a in main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their. resent 
End-Of-Track immediatel and "re-trainin " them: B. to Brea near-term and C. to Lon Beach Ai ort... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomotive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars (2011d also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations... and in the case of 3., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridorat much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 
cheaper 3: better than subway tunneling)... 
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LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
, 1 ___ _ Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 

Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
L65 Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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July 3!], 2018 

LA County Metropolitari-Tmnsportation Authority m 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager - 
One Gateway Plaza 3. 
Mail Stop: 99-224 1‘; , 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 1 

Subject: Opposition to Mario's Proposed West Santa m Build! (wane) Transit 
Corridor Protect 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro‘s proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach worIGhop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetrldley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuelDei Ame Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping Opportunities and jobs in the Cltyof Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single—family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of Homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Paoeiofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cér‘rit'c‘rs, this location wama be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in CerritOs. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at-gmd§.llght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate slgnificap traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail systerfr‘ ’ th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos preperties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also to your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: ASQIHd-R. Ml  R‘ér‘i' 

Signature: / W  fl u ;  S a l a a m  
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My so, 2013 

UK County Metropolitan Transpo’rtationAuthorlty ., 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong . 
Project Manager I, 
One Gateway Plaza ' :4 
man Stop: 99-224 ' g, i 
LosAngeles,CA90012-2952 1%; 
Subject: OppositiontoMItro's Proposed wees-numannihtwsna) Transit 

Corridor Project 

Over the past few monk, l have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit. corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 

I related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you With my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition Ito Metro' s West Santa Ana Branch 'l'ranitI Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the Cityof A’rtesla; just north of 
thetntersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos,- as proposed by Metro-at 183ml Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Arte'sla would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or altematlve transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopbln3' centers'that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
fésfllt in a loss or 'shdp‘p'ing' opportunities 'and job's intiie City ofcerritos.‘ in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privaqr for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

. . 2.- Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 

.' -'- 4‘. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes. netttto this track. 
. 5:..95PBEQATEDMW? tamer“??? «memme 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro Indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to he in territos, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single—family homes In this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Genitos, as I do not feel that a station is needed In Cerritos. . 

l‘ 

Held, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used foran at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos atstreet level would generate significant;_ , safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Ce'rritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cen'ltos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider havingthe West Santa Ana Branch project run through Certitos below ground and not 
atst'reet level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at aidstlng' 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station Is not good planning. lithe City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is cun'enfly very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent gerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro-propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that lam currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future piannlngfor the corridor. 

monk you, 

"IQHK éD'A. (Due—w S“ 
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August 1, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch WE) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Overthe past few months, I have received Information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is ciirrently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridiey Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
'to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. -Survelliance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rali line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suuest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
snapping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in yourfuture planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

mmos Ere-z- Q. 4 53m“. 1 
SignaturegPo’gaL‘Jc Q ‘ Q w a fl ' a g fl m  ‘5" 3 3 " /  3‘ 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro w0uld be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
raii line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch projeCt run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking forthat station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty offlnding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adiacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that i am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my continents and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: End/kli‘fl “(Mi/L0 4- 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that maps would be doflslclering' in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Arte'sia Booleuard. if a station needs 
to be In Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displaceashopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station In 
the City of Gerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at—grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at—grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i su'est that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch pifolect run through Cerfltos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to sirpport Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, Including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerrltos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these snapping centers, and would disrupt the 
econOmic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty offinding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that _I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning‘ifor the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name: £9 ‘90 ‘FQ £14 flail/0 

Signature: W 0  f r  2 2' '— 29/? 
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7 July so, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch (WE-AB] Transit 
Corridor Prdecl 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183ml Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Page 1 o f 2  



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be In Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, l suuest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, Including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerrltos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesla wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of findlng parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City ofArtesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesla station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro‘s West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos‘gp—Sq/ resident 

M-Wcz Paid?) Namez-gp—gq/ 

S l fl n fl u r e W  
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority ' 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza . ,- 
Maii Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
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Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch MSAB] Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro Is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesia. in addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 

' to these homes would be significant. 
1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain View every 15 minutes 

from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 
2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. Increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Papelofz 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in Its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station it 
the City of Cerritos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos.. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradefx'llght rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significanttrafiic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system" ' h at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerrltos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the'Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

ltis for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor 

Thank you, 

Cerrltos resident 

"m fi s m é ‘ l ’ w  

Signature: 932.51% 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/12/2018 5:32 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#11] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Shahbaz Hydari  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

shab_az@yahoo.com  

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

738 S Los Angeles Street 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: My vote on the WSAB Transit Corridor goes to option G ending 

near 7th and Metro. I live in the Fashion District and am 

always complaining that there is no nearby Metro Rail station 

in the neighborhood for me to use. This line would 

tremendously help me utilize Metro Rail more (which I do now 

only when I have adequate time to make the 15 minute walk 

to the 7th Street/Metro Center station). I also love going to 

Little India in Artesia and this line would allow me to ditch my 

car and use transit to frequent this area more in my life. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:shab_az@yahoo.com
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fmaps.google.com%2F%3Fq%3D738+S+Los+Angeles+Street%2B%2BLos+Angeles%2BCA%2B90014%2BUnited+States&data=01%7C01%7Cwongte%40metro.net%7C278ccc9346c04404ccfd08d5e8e65be9%7Cab57129bdbfd4cacaa77fc74c40364af%7C0&sdata=e9v0nWizX3jABPktqDwhoo33l6DxdC1ZIhmo9stGR1Y%3D&reserved=0


--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 6:36 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#6] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Spencer Gross  

Email Address/Correo Electronico/E??? 

* 

Spencer.gr@gmail.com 

Street Address/Domicilio/??:  

2463 Vineyard Rd 

Novato, CA 94947 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: I wanted to express my support for Option G (Downtown 

Transit Core), as the best option to serve the overall 

community. The option should connect to both to the 

Red/Purple Line and Regional Connector 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:Spencer.gr@gmail.com
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fmaps.google.com%2F%3Fq%3D2463+Vineyard+Rd%2B%2BNovato%2BCA%2B94947%2BUnited+States&data=01%7C01%7Cwongte%40metro.net%7C50d7563fe1634396959d08d5e8423b1c%7Cab57129bdbfd4cacaa77fc74c40364af%7C0&sdata=803r8NtqsCHKtjEPKo3vNG7TdmUTYx3NOW0UlrTng8U%3D&reserved=0
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August 1, 2013 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Autmrity 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong ' 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Bantam Branch (WSABJ Transit 
Corridor Project « ' 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the lone 2018 City council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerrltos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period- 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia. just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Bou‘leVard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Ceriitos, as proposed by Metro at 133m Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenUe/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Dis'placlng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pageiol'l 



At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering In its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as it doesn‘t displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not foei that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro ls proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground 
and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro Is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesla station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesla area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. Itis my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project. 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Name. .5772?!» f, Carr/PW 
any be .M CeMV‘Os can: 

Signatuté: Date:-g£-——-' '0 ,2.n 
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Teresa Wong, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Audiority (LACMTA) 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 ' 

* 

RE: West Santa Ana Branch corridor (WSA'B), Scoping Comments i 

I 
.- _ q .I . ,  . 4...; - . .——o— ..__._n_‘_n.._.h._ g ran t . . . »  gul.‘ 5 — .  _—._ . 3  W u " ?  -__; - E. r. 1 - :  z... .1. . . .  
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on MTA's West Santa Ana Branch Corrid ' Proposal 

1. The North End should be Union Station. Alternative E, At-Grade on Alamgdfig‘ thg figs; g mg; gig gggte t9 
the front of Union Station! But this will only £95k ggly if it's At-Qggge! For the line's relatively low ridership, 2 miles 
of tunneling (at $660Million per mile!) would take many years longer to build, and make us lose the competitive Federal 
grant funding needed to build this line... there won‘t be much funding available under this Administration, so you m_ust 
take out tunneling which will kill this project! Staff hinted at political pressgre aginst running tit-grade; exmse theml 
Both Alternative G's are no good. They wander downtown like a low-volume shuttlebus. You haven't made a case for 
integrating existing bus lines, or the planned Downtown LA Streetcar; this is No Good. Also, Alternative G's force an 
unneeded rail-to-rail transfer, wasting riders’ time. Don't do either Alt. G. 

2. The South End must be the Santa Ana Transportation Center, not "Bloomfield" (nowhere). It should interline 
with the 0C Streetcar to guarantee the West Santa Ana Branch is a ridership success; failing to go there will 
guarantee ridership disaster! You provided no informgtion about intgrageng coordination with OCTA', get bu_s;y 
to ensure both agengy's trains & systems are inter-operable! 0C Streetcar recently selected Siemens to build their 
Streetcars; Seimens also built Light Rail trainsets for MTA, so they already worked with MetroRail's LRV specs... At 
least i station platforms (Santa Ana Amtrak Station) must be built to accommodate LA’s West Santa Ana Light Rail 
trainsets too; & if the 0C Streetcar wishes, at least 1 station in LA County should accommodate the 0C Streetcar. West 
Santa Ana Branch designers should also offer interoperability to the LA Streetcar- both LA & 0C Streetcars could run as 
expresses... (Muni bus agencies outside LA do this in downtown LA every day.) You must begin talks with them ASAP! 

3. "Once they pick up the car keys, drivers just keep going!" Eliminate nt arkin lots at all s ations- drivin 
pgfl'ng defeats the gumse mass transit: A. Place bus bays along the opposite side of the train platform for cross- 
platform transfers, with bike parking at the outer edges of the platform. B. build a Green Park around the rail/ bus/ bike 
station, designate curbside standing-lanes for a few taxis & limos on one edge, Kiss-&-Ride lanes for a few cars (no 
parking!) on another edge, and limit car-parking with limited hours to favonr local merchants (not dumping cars there all 
day!) at the furthest edge of the park. C. Got an historic station (like Bellflower)? Reopen it for ticket sales] coffee shop/3 .7‘ . 
bike rental] travel agency... No historic station? Build one from old plans! If modern, Build restrooms at larger stations. 
Canopies built over platform must both shade &. shelter (unlike punched metal canopies at Expo's USC that do neither). 

4. The proposed LRT alignment's high costs are due to using parts of 3 different historic rail rights-of-way.: A. 
Pacific Electric (PE) to Santa Ana, B. former PEI Southern Pacific (SP) to Yorba Linda, CA, & C. Union Pacific 
affiliate Los Angeles & Salt Lake historically LA to downtown Long Beach. To use these rights-of-way, Light Rail 
mode requires a great deal of money and complex engineering to grade-separate from main-line rail operations of 
the last two... Instead of servin 3 rail corridors bad! & at hi h cost on should have studied a 'n main-line 
MetroLink born to do this to add much better assen er service to the 2 frei ht lines . & C. to their resent 
End-Of-Track immediate! and "re-trainin " them: B. to Brea near-term and C. to Lon Beach Ai ort... Diesel 
Multiple Units could be used to meet initial demand better than the standard locomotive plus 5 railcars. Older MetroLink 
Cab Cars coufld also be converted to use electric power overhead (like light rail). This eliminates the need for pricey rail 
mode separations... and in the case of 8., West Santa Ana Branch only serves 1 station (of 5 potential stations in LA-, and 
2-4 stations in Orange County)! This also frees the West Santa Ana Branch to be put back close to its most direct historic 
corridor at much lower cost (demolishing or relocating houses squatting on it original Right-of-way east of Watts is far 
cheaper & better than subway tunneling)... T. 8 RD N M _ 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: TRACY LA VALLEY [tllavalley@msn.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 5:37 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: New rail to Southeast LA county 
 
Teresa, 
 
I am writing to you in regards to the new rail line you are proposing to run thru Cerritos. I live at 
183rd & Gridley Road and the Rail would run right behind my home. My family and I have lived 
here 24 years and have always enjoyed the nice quiet neighborhood. With this railroad you are 
forcing a lot of the residents to want to move from the area for many reasons. 
 
1. The noise level 
2. The clientele that will be coming to our neighborhood 
3. Crime 
4. Traffic train crossings 
5. Property values 
6. Sleep times with a railroad running behind our home all hours. 
 
Honestly this is a well kept up area and home prices are definitely going to depreciate. The 
thought of this is very disturbing. The days of entertaining family and friends in my backyard 
will be gone. I will not be able to enjoy my pool with a train driving by. Honestly I hope you 
really take into consideration the residents that have invested their hard earned money to live in 
these homes and we will be forced to move and it will not be easy with the home prices in 
California. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Tracy LaValley 
 

mailto:tllavalley@msn.com
mailto:wsab@metro.net
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July 30, 2018 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority r 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong . .- 
Project Manager ..v- 
One Gateway Plaza . ft 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 .531; 
Los Angeles, cartoon-2952 “ti. 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Brandi MEAD) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2013 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, i would like to provide you with-my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesia, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Street/Gridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations In the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displaclng these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerritos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the Impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes next tothis track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Pagetol'z 



Atthe July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. If a station needs 
to be in territo's, this ice-tion would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos..- 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-gradélight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significantl traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration Impacts to Cerritos residents An atagrade light rail systen'i th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerritos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesla. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will dIVert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. It is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesla along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it Is for thesetfifins that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

CEITltDS resident 

Name: fl'bWAL? H ' Abfimkczo 

S I B M N W M  M W Date 8120/ fig .1 't‘ 
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Jilly 30,- !2013 ' 

LA county Metropolitan flansportation Authority :— 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wong - . 
Project Manager ,4; 
One Gateway Plaza :4. 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 . :2 
Los Angeles, ca 90012-2952 iii 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West sense Ana Bra-och Mane} Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past fevv months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2018 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerrltos, as proposed by Metro at 13rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
AvenuefDel Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerrltos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesla location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station in 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacentto existing shopping centers that provide Cerrltos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result In a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of Cerrltos. in addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerrltos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
ii. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of llomes next to this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

Passion 



At the July 2013 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesla Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Carrito's, this location would be best, as It' doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn't contain single-family homes in this area. Again, i do not support a station in 
the City of Cerritos, as I do not feel that a station is needed in Cerrltos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of—way be used for an at—gradejlight rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate signifiugtltraffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at-grade iight rail systerr‘f ' th at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerritos due to the time it would take to Wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerrltos below ground and not 
at street level. ' 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerrltos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. if the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch projefl, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro‘s public 
scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

territos resident 

Name: ,y‘JNfJEA # : n  

Signature: Jflhm NR... Date-z! 03 ._ 15-4? 
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July 30, 2018 

LA County MetropdlitanTransport'ation Audiority-- 
Attention: Ms. Teresa wring. 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza- 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Ana Branch 
(WSAB) Transit . Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, I have received information related to Metro's proposed 
West Santa Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 
2018 City Council meeting and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held 
at the Cerritos Center for the Performing Arts. I was recently made aware of an 
updated public scoping comment period related to the proposed West Santa Ana 
Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending on August 24, 2018. 
Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments related to my 
opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To. begin, Métroiscurrently- propoSin'g'a -'Station' location-Within the City-‘ofArtesia, 
just nOrth 0f the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station 
location in the City of Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley. Road 
and also at Bloomfield Avenue/Del Amo Boulevard, is not needed as the station 
[cations in the City of Cerritos and the City of Artesia would be too close to each 
other. A station along the line in Cerritos would not be warranted so close to the 
proposed Artesia. location that could easily be accessed by a shuttle service or 
altemative transit, and therefore Metro should only censider the station in the. City 
of Artesia. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerritos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping-Centers that provide Cerritos resident withvarious 
shopping opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station 
and parking would result in a kiss of shopping opportunities and jobs in the City of 
Cerritos. In addition,- both of the propOSed 'station locations in Cerritos. are 
adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts to these homes would be 
significant. 

. N o  privacy for these homes with trains in plain View every 15 
. minutes from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a Week. 
2. Increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3.- Increase dust pollution for these home. ,. 

:4. Surveillance from trains by undeSirable riders of homes next to 
,.. this track. " ’  

- 5' DEPREClA-TED- homeyalues of homesnextto these tracks 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its 
studies an alternative station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia 
Boulevard. If a station needs to be in Cenitos, this location would be best, as it 
doesn't displace shopping centers and this location doesn’t contain single-family 
homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in the City of Cerritos, as I do 
not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an at-grade light rail line. 
Having a rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant 
traffic, safety, noise, and vibration impacts to Cerritos residents. An at~grade light 
rail system with at-grade street crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would 
deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or conducting business within Cenitos due to 
the time it would take to wait for the light rail to cross multiple intersections in 
Cen'itos throughout the day. Rather, I suggest that Metro consider having the West 
Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at 
existing shopping centers in Cerritos. As I mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides 
great opportunities to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los 
Cerritos Center, Target shopping center; and the Plaza 183 shopping center. 

wwmogeeddegfecfimemwppestebe West SaneAne Breasts rail. l ineietbem 
City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace existing businesses, 
availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the economic 
potential that these shopping centers have. In addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cern'tos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If 
the City of Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be 
within Artesia. Parking in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very 
difficult and bringing a station to that area will increase the difficulty of finding 
parking and will divert parking and traffic to adjacent Cenitos properties. It is my 
recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking structures in the City of 
Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

It is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch 
project, and i would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in 
Metro‘s public scoping process and also in your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerritos resident 

Name: ---//(/"g""”‘ [00“]? W Yomeb 4 ioANenM‘éA/O 69/5/43) 
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--------------- Original Message --------------- 
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 7/11/2018 12:55 PM 
To: wsab@metro.net 
Subject: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Comments [#3] 
   

Name/Nombre/??/?? * Yong Shin  

Email Address/Correo 

Electronico/E??? * 

yongxshin@gmail.com  

Street 

Address/Domicilio/??: 

 

12229 Creekwood Ave. 

Cerritos, CA 90703 

United States 

COMMENTS and/or QUESTIONS: 

My entire family and most of my neighbors are vehemently opposed to this project. 

 

I have lived at this address for over 25 years, and can remember vividly what is used to be like when 

the same railroad you are planning to use again was operational. 

 

Multiple times a day, our entire house would shake violently every time the trains went by. Electrical 

appliances would constantly break, objects not locked down would fall, and we used to worry that the 

homes in our neighborhood (almost a century old at this point) would suffer structurally as a result of 

the daily train movement. 

 

I understand that as an area of rather diverse minorities that are least likely to take measurable action 

towards stopping this route from happening, it may seem like an ideal route. However, we will not 

stand for daily property damage (not to mention 6 years of construction noise RIGHT behind our back 

yards, before we have to deal with rail related noise every day) without properly litigating all damages. 

 

mailto:wsab@metro.net
mailto:yongxshin@gmail.com
https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fmaps.google.com%2F%3Fq%3D12229+Creekwood+Ave.%2B%2BCerritos%2BCA%2B90703%2BUnited+States&data=01%7C01%7Cwongte%40metro.net%7Ca4868ad3beb549d2474808d5e842110e%7Cab57129bdbfd4cacaa77fc74c40364af%7C0&sdata=pKl9x1JvQHFs5EaEzA%2FGU0SpEnmRuq4lhRwvRT7YNuE%3D&reserved=0
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LA County Metrflbolltan Transportation Authority 
Attention: Ms. Thresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 . 
Los Angelas, CA 90012-2952 
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July 3-0; 2913 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation huthorlty 
Attention: Ms. Teresa Wong 
Project Manager 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-224 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Subject: Opposition to Metro's Proposed West Santa Arie-Branch (wane) Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Wong: 

Over the past few months, i have received information reiated to Metro's proposed West Santa 
Ana Branch transit corridor project, and recently attended the June 2013 City Council meeting 
and the July 2018 Metro public outreach workshop held at the Cerritos Center for the 
Performing Arts. l was recently made aware of an updated public scoping comment period 
related to the proposed West Santa Ana Branch project, beginning on July 11, 2018 and ending 
on August 24, 2018. Therefore, I would like to provide you with my opinion and comments 
related to my opposition to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

To begin, Metro is currently proposing a station location within the City of Artesla, just north of 
the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and South Street. A station location in the City of 
Cerritos, as proposed by Metro at 183rd Streetridley Road and also at Bloomfield 
Avenue/Del Arno Boulevard, is not needed as the station locations in the City of Cerritos and 
the City of Artesia would be too close to each other. A station along the line in Cerritos would 
not be warranted so close to the proposed Artesia location that could easily be accessed by a 
shuttle service or alternative transit, and therefore Metro should only consider the station In 
the City of Artesla. In addition, the two stations Metro proposes in Cerrltos are currently 
adjacent to existing shopping centers that provide Cerritos resident with various shopping 
opportunities. Displacing these shopping centers to accommodate a station and parking would 
result in a loss of shopping opportunities and jobs In the City of Cerritos. In addition, both of 
the proposed station locations in Cerritos are adjacent to single-family homes, and the impacts 
to these homes would be significant. 

1. No privacy for these homes with trains in plain view every 15 minutes 
from 6 am to 10 pm seven days a week. 

2. increase noise levels with earthquake type vibrations. 
3. increase dust pollution for these home. 
4. Surveillance from trains by undesirable riders of homes nextto this track. 
5. DEPRECIATED home values of homes next to these tracks. 

1 
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At the July 2018 meeting, Metro indicated that Metro would be considering in its studies an 
altematlve station location around Studebaker Road and Artesia Boulevard. if a station needs 
to be in Cerritos, this location would be best, as It doesn't displace shopping centers and this 
location doesn’t contain single-family homes in this area. Again, I do not support a station in 
the City of Cerrltos, as i do not feel that a station is needed in Cerritos. 

Next, Metro is proposing that the right-of-way be used for an atvgrade light rail line. Having a 
rail line run through Cerritos at street level would generate significant traffic, safety, noise, and 
vibration impacts to Cerrltos residents. An at—grade light rail system with at-grade street 
crossings with trains every fifteen minutes would deter Cerritos patrons from shopping or 
conducting business within Cerrltos due to the time it would take to wait for the light rail to 
cross multiple intersections in Cerritos throughout the day. Rather, i suggest that Metro 
consider having the West Santa Ana Branch project run through Cerritos below ground and not 
at street level. 

Lastly, Metro is proposing parking facilities to support Metro's proposed stations at existing 
shopping centers in Cerritos. As i mentioned, the City of Cerritos provides great opportunities 
to the Cerritos community for shopping, including at the Los Cerr‘rtos Center, Target shopping 
center, and the Plaza 183 shopping center. Developing parking facilities to support the West 
Santa Ana Branch rail line in the City of Cerritos, at these shopping centers would displace 
existing businesses, availability of parking for these shopping centers, and would disrupt the 
economic potential that these shopping centers have. in addition, the proposal for parking 
facilities in Cerritos to support the proposed Artesia station is not good planning. If the City of 
Artesia wants a station in Artesia, the parking for that station should be within Artesia. Parking 
in and around the downtown Artesia area is currently very difficult and bringing a station to 
that area will Increase the difficulty of finding parking and will divert parking and traffic to 
adjacent Cerritos properties. it is my recommendation that Metro propose multiple parking 
structures in the City of Artesia along Pioneer Boulevard for the Artesia station. 

it is for these reasons that I am currently opposed to Metro's West Santa Ana Branch project, 
and I would like to ask that Metro include my comments and opposition in Metro's public 
scoping process and also In your future planning for the corridor. 

Thank you, 

Cerrlhos resident 

Name: Kr u M u EAT M HIM 

Signature: M H L; Date: 9& “59:2 - l b  
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