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I.
INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to Sections 15091 and 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines and Section 21081 of the Public Resources Code:

The Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit (Wilshire BRT) Project identifies significant environmental impacts that will result from the implementation of the Wilshire BRT Project.  However, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) finds that the inclusion of certain mitigation measures as part of project approval will reduce most, but not all, of those potential significant effects to a less-than-significant level. Those impacts that are not reduced to less-than-significant levels are identified and overridden due to specific economic, social, or other feasibility considerations. As required by CEQA, the LACMTA, in adopting these Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations (“Findings”), also adopts a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Wilshire BRT Project. The LACMTA finds that the MMRP meets the requirements of Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 by providing for the implementation and monitoring of measures intended to mitigate potentially significant effects of the Proposed Project.  In accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the LACMTA adopts these findings as part of the certification of the Final EIR for the Wilshire BRT Project. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21082.1(c)(3), the LACMTA also finds that the Final EIR reflects the LACMTA’s independent judgment as the lead agency for the Wilshire BRT Project.
II.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Wilshire BRT will expand upon the Metro Rapid Bus Wilshire/Whittier Line #720 which opened for service along Wilshire Boulevard in June 2000.  The Wilshire BRT Project consist of the following components:

· New Higher Capacity Bus Transit Vehicles – High-capacity transit vehicles would provide more room and would reduce crowding during peak periods.  These vehicles would operate on Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) or Electric/Hybrid technology.  The higher capacity vehicles will have approximately 50 percent more passenger-carrying capacity than the current 40-foot buses.  The vehicles will have three doors instead of two, to allow faster boarding and exiting.  The internal layout of the vehicle will be designed to minimize bottlenecks near doors allowing passengers to enter and exit easily and quickly.  Additionally, the vehicles will accommodate state of the art smart card fare validators that will allow passengers to enter through any door and validate their fare, avoiding the front door only queuing experienced by customers today.  Exact cash fare will be accepted through the front door only. 

· Enhanced Station Areas, Shelters and Landscaping – The Wilshire BRT Project will upgrade or add enhanced Metro Rapid shelters at 15 stops along the route.  All stations will be configured as split platforms and located on either side of Wilshire Boulevard to serve westbound or eastbound travel demand,for a total of 30 shelters. A typical Wilshire BRT station will consist of a canopy with lighting to protect passengers from sun and rain, boarding gates to act as guides to the vehicle’s entry points, and amenities including wayfinding maps, security telephones, bus schedule displays, electronic “Next Bus” arrival messages, landscaping, seating and lean bars, public art, and bicycle facilities (racks and/or lockers). 

· Curb Lane Repair and Reconstruction – The curb lane on Wilshire Boulevard between Western Avenue and San Vicente Boulevard will be reconstructed to provide smoother running surfaces for buses. 

· Bus Stopping Pads – Concrete bus pads will be installed at Rapid Bus Stops in West Los Angeles, which are currently not large enough to accommodate 60-foot long vehicles.  The bus pads are approximately eight-inch concrete pads designed to enhance the acceleration of buses from a stopping position.

· Parking Facilities –Parking would be provided in two locations along the Wilshire BRT route: Wilshire/La Brea and Wilshire/Crenshaw.  The Wilshire/La Brea site currently contains approximately 50 spaces.  Under the Wilshire BRT Project, the facility will be resurfaced and repaved to provide a total of 74 parking spaces.  The Wilshire/Crenshaw site currently contains 135 parking spaces that are currently leased to the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD).  Under the Wilshire BRT Project, the facility will provide 167 parking spaces.  The LACMTA will continue the existing lease agreement with LAUSD.  Additional spaces would be available for transit parking.

· Bus Maintenance Facility – An expanded bus maintenance facility is planned at the existing Division 10 maintenance facility, located at 742 North Mission Road in the City of Los Angeles.  The facility is approximately 20.2 acres.  The proposed expansion would add approximately 8.6 acres to the existing facility for a total of approximately 28.8 acres.  The completed facility would allow for parking and servicing of approximately 500 buses; approximately 100 additional buses above the 400 vehicles that are presently serviced at this facility.

· Peak Period Dedicated Transit Lanes – The LACMTA is proposing dedicated bus lanes in the peak period (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.) along selected segments of Wilshire Boulevard, if supported by the local city/jurisdiction.  Implementation of a transit lane during peak periods will keep the transit buses moving and provide an incentive for more people to choose transit and help stabilize the number of cars on the road.  Overall, the bus lane will allow four to five times the people-moving capacity of a general-purpose lane during periods of heavy congestion.  Depending on location, the width of the bus lane would range from 10.5 to 12 feet.  

The landscaped medians in the Wilshire Center (Western Avenue to Gramercy Place) and Miracle Mile (Orange Drive to Fairfax Avenue) areas would be entirely preserved, as would left-turn pockets, and on-street parking (during non-peak hours and throughout the City of Santa Monica).  Implementation of this concept is subject to the approval of the affected local jurisdictions (Los Angeles, Beverly Hills, Los Angeles County, and Santa Monica).

All existing left-turn movements would be retained with no conflicts with the Wilshire BRT operation.  Right-turn movements would also be retained, with vehicles turning into the Wilshire BRT lane just before making their turn, similar to what now happens on Figueroa Street in downtown Los Angeles.  
III.
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

For purposes of CEQA and the findings set forth herein, the record of proceedings for the LACMTA decision on the Wilshire BRT LPA consists of the following documents, at a minimum:  

· Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Study Re-Evaluation/Major Investment Study (February 2000);

· The Notice of Preparation and all other public notices issued by the LACMTA in conjunction with the Project;

· Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR (April 2001);

· Mid-City/Westside Transit corridor Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit Project Final EIR.

· The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Wilshire BRT Project;

· All findings and resolutions adopted by the LACMTA Board in connection with the Wilshire BRT Project, and all documents cited or referred to therein;

· Any documents expressly cited in the foregoing documents, in addition to the Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations; and

· Any other materials required to be in the record of proceedings by Public Resources Code Section 21167.6, Subdivision (e).

The custodian of the documents comprising the record of proceedings is Mr. David Mieger,, Metropolitan Transportation Authority, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.
IV.
FINDINGS REQUIRED UNDER CEQA

Public Resources Code section 21002 provides that “public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects[.]”  The same statute states that the procedures required by CEQA “are intended to assist public agencies in systematically identifying both the significant effects of proposed projects and the feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which will avoid or substantially lessen such significant effects.” (Emphasis added.)  Section 21002 goes on to state that “in the event [that] specific economic, social, or other conditions make infeasible such project alternatives or such mitigation measures, individual projects may be approved in spite of one or more significant effects thereof.”

The mandate and principles announced in Public Resources Code section 21002 are implemented, in part, through the requirement that agencies must adopt findings before approving projects for which EIRs are required.  (See Pub. Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (a); CEQA Guidelines §§ 15091, subd. (a) and 15096, subd. (h).)  For each significant environmental effect identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agency must issue a written finding reaching one or more of three permissible conclusions.  The first such finding is that “[c]hanges or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environment effect as identified in the final EIR.”  (CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a)(1).)  The second permissible finding is that “[s]uch changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a)(2).)  The third potential conclusion is that “[s]pecific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make feasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a)(3).)  Public Resources Code section 21061.1 defines “feasible” to mean “capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social and technological factors.” CEQA Guidelines, § 15364 adds another factor: “legal” considerations.

The concept of “feasibility” also encompasses the question of whether a particular alternative or mitigation measure promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project.  (City of Del Mar vs. City of San Diego (1982), 133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417.)  “Feasibility” under CEQA encompasses “desirability” to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social and technological factors.” (Ibid.; see also Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. (1983), 23 Cal.App.4th 704, 715.)

Neither CEQA itself nor the CEQA Guidelines define the difference between “avoiding” a significant environmental effect and merely “substantially lessening” such an effect.  The Metropolitan Transportation Authority must therefore glean the meaning of these terms from the other contexts in which the terms are used.  Public Resources Code section 21081, on which CEQA Guidelines section 15091 is based, uses the term “mitigate” rather than “substantially lessen.”  The CEQA Guidelines therefore equate “mitigating” with “substantially lessening.”  Such an understanding of the statutory term is consistent with the policies underlying CEQA, which include the policy that “public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects.”  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002.)

V. LEGAL EFFECTS OF FINDINGS

To the extent that these findings conclude that various proposed mitigation measures outlined in the Final EIR are feasible and have not been modified, superseded, or withdrawn, the LACMTA hereby binds itself to implement these measures.  These findings, in other words, are not merely informational, but rather constitute a binding set of obligations that will come into effect when LACMTA Board decision makers formally approve the Project.

The mitigation measures are also referenced in the MMRP adopted concurrently with these findings, and will be effectuated through the process of constructing and implementing the Project.

VI. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

A MMRP has been prepared for the Wilshire BRT Project and has been adopted concurrently with these Findings.  (See Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6, subd. (1)(1); CEQA Guidelines, § 15097.)  The LACMTA uses the MMRP to track compliance with Project mitigation measures.  The MMRP will remain available for public review during the compliance period.  The MMRP can be found in Appendix D of the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit Project Final EIR.

VII. SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The Final EIR identifies several significant environmental effects (or “impacts”) that the Wilshire BRT Project will cause.  Some of these significant effects are lessened or made not significant by implementation of feasible mitigation measures.  Others cannot be avoided by the adoption of feasible mitigation measures or feasible environmentally superior alternatives; however, these effects are outweighed by overriding considerations set forth in Section IX below.  This Section (VII) presents in greater detail the LACMTA’s findings with respect to the environmental effects of the Wilshire BRT Project.  The Final EIR identified environmental effects associated with curb lane reconstruction and operation, community parking facilities, and the bus storage and maintenance facility.  However, only impacts associated with the project components that are identified as significant or less than significant after mitigation in the Final EIR is discussed in this Section. 

For each of the impacts associated with the project, the following information is provided:

Description of Effects – A description of each environmental impact identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Proposed Mitigation – Mitigation measures or actions that are proposed for implementation as part of the project.

Finding – The findings are those allowed by Section 21081 of the California Public Resources Code. The findings are made in two parts. In the first part, a judgment is made regarding the significance of the impact or effect.  In the second part, which pertains only to those impacts found to be significant, one of three specific findings is made, in direct response to Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Rationale – A summary of the reasons for the decision.

Reference – A notation on the specific section in the FEIR that includes the evidence and discussion of the identified impact.

A. Traffic and Circulation

1.   Transit System

a. Description of Effects – The Wilshire BRT would increase transit ridership.  Additionally, the higher capacity buses would be able to carry more people than existing conditions.  With more people using public transportation, the number of automobiles traveling on Wilshire Boulevard and its vicinity would be reduced.  

b. Proposed Mitigation – None required.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Beneficial

d. Rationale for Finding –  With full implementation of the project, the Wilshire BRT would achieve a 10 to 12 minute decrease in travel time from the existing Metro Rapid service.  The decrease in travel time combined with the express type service would convert some existing automobile trips in the Mid-City/Westside corridor to transit trips and increase transit ridership. Additionally, the high capacity buses would reduce overcrowding in buses.  As a result, the Wilshire BRT Project would attract new transit users and, thus, transit ridership would increase.  This is considered a beneficial impact.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

2.   Highway Performance

a. Description of Effects – During peak periods (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.), the curb lanes on Wilshire Boulevard would be dedicated to buses.  Automobiles would not be allowed to travel on the curb lanes.  As a result, a proportion of existing automobile traffic that currently uses Wilshire Boulevard would likely be diverted to parallel arterial streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway.  Since traffic would be diverted to other roadways, longer travel times due to longer travel routes may result.  Thus, the vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and vehicle hours traveled (VHT) would increase slightly

b. Proposed Mitigation – None required.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The diversion of traffic to other roadways may result in longer travel times due to longer travel routes.  Thus, the VMT and VHT would increase in the county.  However, the increase is very slight and would not exceed the standards of significance.  Therefore, impacts are not significant.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

3.   Freeway Impacts

a. Description of Effects –The peak period bus lane would divert some traffic from Wilshire Boulevard to the Santa Monica Freeway (Interstate 10).  The Santa Monica Freeway would experience as much as a 1.25% increase in vehicular traffic during the peak hour if the dedicated bus lane were fully implemented throughout the corridor.

b. Proposed Mitigation – No feasible mitigation available.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[  ] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[X] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding –  The Santa Monica Freeway carries a substantial amount of east-west traffic in the Mid-City/Westside corridor during the peak travel hours.  During these periods the freeway operates a poor levels of service. The increase of up to 1.25 percent in vehicular traffic on the Santa Monica Freeway during the peak hour from Wilshire Boulevard would further increase congestion on the freeway.  Because there are no feasible means available to physically increase the capacity of the freeway, this impact cannot be mitigated and is considered significant. 

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

4.   Arterial Street System and Traffic Diversion

a. Description of Effects – During peak periods (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.), the curb lanes on Wilshire Boulevard would be dedicated to buses.  Automobiles would not be allowed to travel on the curb lanes.  As a result, automobile traffic would be diverted to other east-west streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway, and peak hour traffic volumes on Wilshire Boulevard would drop by 25% to 50% compared to the No Action Alternative.  However, the diverted traffic would increase traffic volumes on most east-west streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway and would increase delays at other arterial street intersections in the Mid-City/Westside corridor.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.2-1.  If the dedicated bus lane were implemented in the City of Los Angeles, the LACMTA would assist the City of Los Angeles City Department of Transportation to implement the Advanced Traffic Control System (ATCS) in the Mid-City/Westside study area.  A total of 433 signalized intersections in the following ATSAC project areas will be upgraded to the ATCS system:  Mid-Wilshire, Wilshire-West, Westwood, West Los Angeles, and Santa Monica Freeway-Smart Corridor.  Funding will be added to the project budget to finance the ATCS system in this area.

MM 3.2-2.  If the dedicated bus lane were implemented in the City of Beverly Hills, the LACMTA would coordinate with the City of Beverly Hills to identify traffic operations improvements, similar to the ATCS system in Los Angeles, to mitigate the impacts of any diversion of traffic from Wilshire Boulevard to alternate arterial streets.  Streets, which could be candidates for signal system upgrade, including Olympic Boulevard, include North and South Santa Monica Boulevards and Burton Way, with about 23 traffic signals.  

MM 3.2-3.  If the transit lane were implemented, operational and/or geometric improvements would be implemented to reduce the impacts of the Wilshire BRT:  Hauser Boulevard/6th Street - Re-stripe northbound approach to a left turn lane and a shared through-right turn lane; Re-calibrate signal timing.
MM 3.2-4.  If the transit lane were implemented, the following signals would be retimed to reduce delay: Wilshire Boulevard/Federal Avenue/San Vicente Boulevard; Sepulveda Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard; Gayley Avenue/Wilshire Boulevard; Westwood Boulevard/Santa Monica Boulevard; Glendon Avenue/Wilshire Boulevard; Whittier Drive/Wilshire Boulevard; South Santa Monica Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard; Spalding Drive/Olympic Boulevard.  The following intersections have significantly unavoidable impacts since feasible operational measures considered at these intersections would not mitigate all identified impacts. Westwood Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard; La Cienega Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard.

MM 3.2-5.  If the transit lane were implemented, funding shall be provided for the LADOT and City staff in the City of Beverly Hills to monitor traffic conditions on residential streets adjacent to the Wilshire BRT to determine if the project results in adverse impacts on residential streets.  They shall prepare traffic mitigation programs for each impacted neighborhood in coordination with the affected residents.  LACMTA shall include in the project budget funds to reimburse the local jurisdictions for the cost of such monitoring, outreach, and implementation for neighborhood traffic management programs.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – Implementation of dedicated bus lanes on Wilshire Boulevard would result in the loss of one lane in each direction for automobiles to travel on.  This would occur during peak periods.  As a result, automobile traffic would be diverted to other streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway during peak periods, thereby increasing congestion on these streets.  Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2 would upgrade signalized intersections.  Mitigation Measure 3.2-3 would result in geometric improvements and recalibrated signal timing at the Hauser Boulevard/6th Street intersection.  Mitigation Measure 3.2-4 would recalibrate signal timing at 10 intersections.  Mitigation Measure 3.2-5 would provide traffic mitigation programs for neighborhood where residential streets would be affected the Wilshire BRT Project.  These mitigation measures would reduce vehicular delay along streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway.  Thus, implementation of mitigation measures would result in less than significant impacts on the arterial street system.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

5.   Intersection Traffic

a. Description of Effects – The loss of one lane for general automobile traffic on Wilshire/Westwood would increase vehicular congestion at intersections on Wilshire Boulevard during peak periods.  Diversion of traffic to other streets would increase the number of vehicles at streets between Sunset Boulevard and the Santa Monica Freeway.  As a result, vehicular congestion would increase at the arterial street intersections.    

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 to 3.2-4 in number 4 above.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding – The loss of one lane for general automobile traffic on Wilshire Boulevard and diverted traffic onto other streets would increase congestion at intersections due to the increase in wait time at intersections.  Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2 would upgrade the signal system along several intersections.  Mitigation Measures 3.2-3 would provide a left turn lane and a shared through-right turn lane, as well as recalibrate signal timing, at the Hauser Boulevard/6th Street intersection.  Mitigation Measure 3.2-4 would recalibrate signal timing at 10 intersections.  These mitigation measures would reduce the wait time at intersections.  Since wait time at intersections would be reduced, congestion at intersections would also be reduced.  Mitigation measures would reduce most impacts to less than significant but significant impacts would remain at the Westwood Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard and La Cienega Boulevard/Wilshire Boulevard intersections.
e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

6.   Neighborhood Traffic

a. Description of Effects – The loss of one lane for general automobile traffic on Wilshire Boulevard may divert some traffic to neighborhood streets.  As a result, neighborhood streets may experience an increase in vehicular traffic.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Mitigation Measure 3.2-5 in number 4 above.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – Mitigation Measure 3.2-5 would provide traffic mitigation programs for neighborhoods that would experience an increase in vehicular traffic as a result of the Wilshire BRT Project.  Implementation of neighborhood traffic management programs would reduce the number of vehicular traffic traveling on neighborhood streets.  As a result, less than significant impacts are anticipated.  

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.2

B. Parking

1.   On-Street Parking

a. Description of Effects – Up to nine (9) on-street parking spaces would be removed at 4th and 14th Street Stations in Santa Monica to allow for new Metro Rapid bus stops.  Approximately 167 metered parking spaces would be removed from service during peak hours in the West Los Angeles segment between Centinela and Federal.  However, spaces would remain in use during non-peak periods and weekends.  The loss of nine on-street parking at 4th and 14th Street Stations is considered a significant impact since these parking spaces would be completely removed.  The removal of 167 metered parking spaces during peak periods is considered a less than significant impact since these spaces would be available for use during non-peak periods and weekends.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.3-1. The LACMTA shall contribute $90,000 to the City of Santa Monica Parking Fund, which the City utilizes to provide public parking in consolidated parking facilities, to offset the loss of nine on-street parking spaces.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – Mitigation Measure 3.3-1 would offset the loss of nine on-street parking spaces by providing replacement public parking in consolidated parking facilities.  As a result, less than significant impacts are anticipated.   

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.3

2.   Station Area Spillover Parking

a. Description of Effects –  Park and ride lots will not be provided throughout the proposed BRT route. Transit-related parking will provided at two of the thirteen stations (Crenshaw and La Brea). Few transit-related parking areas raises the potential for spillover parking on to adjacent areas, but because of the highly urbanized nature of the Mid-City/Westside corridor and the character of existing local transit service, patrons of the Wilshire BRT are expected to walk to stations, transfer from other bus routes, or be dropped off at stations. This would resulting in little or no demand for transit-related automobile parking.

b. Proposed Mitigation – None required.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The system is planned so that most patrons would walk to the station, transfer from other buses, or be dropped off, so the likelihood of patrons driving to and parking in station areas is small. Thus, less than significant impact is anticipated. 

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.3

C. Land Acquisition/Displacement/Relocation

1.   Land Acquisition/Displacement/Relocation

a.
Description of Effects – Two components of the proposed Wilshire BRT project would entail land acquisition. First, the expansion of  the existing LACMTA Division 10 maintenance yard, located at 742 North Mission Road in the City of Los Angeles, would require the acquisition of commercial properties along the south side of Mission Road and the north side of Gallardo Street. Any businesses located on the sites at the time of LACMTA purchase would be eligible for relocation assistance. Second, the redevelopment of the existing LACMTA owned parking lot on the south west corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard would entail the removal of a single residential property to create an efficient parking lot operations and design. Any tenants in the residential property at the time of LACMTA purchase of the site would eligible for relocation assistance. 

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.4-1.  Relocation assistance shall be provided to displaced properties per LACMTA policies and procedures.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding –  It is LACMTA’s expectation that the properties to be acquired for the bus maintenance facility expansion and the Crenshaw parking facility consolidation will be done so on a willing seller basis.  In addition, the acquisition process and relocation assistance will be conducted under established LACMTA rules and procedures, and acquisition and relocation impacts are expected to be reduced to a less than significant level.  

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.4

D. Visual Quality

1.   Installation of Physical Structures on Sensitive Views

a. Description of Effects – Stations/shelters will follow present Metro Rapid Station design standards that does not obstruct access to adjacent businesses or views of business signage. No other element or component of the Wilshire BRT project would entail the construction of structures that would obstruct vistas or sensitive views. Specifically, the expanded Division 10 bus maintenance facility would construct new facilities, but these would be within an established industrial area.  The nearest residential uses to the bus maintenance facility are located on the east side of the I-10 Freeway and are 50-60 feet above the site where views or vistas would not be affected.

b. Proposed Mitigation – None required.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding – The Wilshire BRT Alternative would not result in the installation of any physical structures, with the exception of station shelters.  These shelters would be located within the public right of way along the sidewalks.  The shelters would be designed to not obstruct access to adjacent businesses and views of business signage.  The nearest adjacent sensitive uses to the maintenance facility are across the I-10 Freeway from the site on top of a 50-60 foot high bluff.  A new two-story element added on the maintenance site would not obstruct this vista.  Thus, impacts would be less than significant.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.5

2.   Spillover Light and Glare

a. Description of Effects –  The Wilshire BRT project includes two community parking lots that will be lighted and could be the source of spillover light and glare on to adjacent residential properties.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.5-1. All lighting in community parking facilities shall utilize Best Available Technology to reduce spillover to adjacent land uses.  In addition, all lighting in community parking lots shall be directed away from adjacent residences, landscaping, or fences, and other measures shall be provided to shield adjacent residences from light and glare produced by light standards and vehicle headlights.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding –  The intent of Mitigation Measure No. 3.5-1 is to ensure that there would no spillover light on to an adjacent residential property from lighting fixtures installed within the two proposed community parking lots at Crenshaw and La Brea through the use of visors and/or other light beam orientation technologies.  The combination of these methods would be effective in reducing potential spillover light and glare impacts at these locations to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.5

3.   Privacy

a. Description of Effects –  The component of the Wilshire BRT project that would result in potential impacts on privacy is the changed layout and increased usage of the two existing LACMTA-owned parking facilities at Wilshire/Crenshaw and Wilshire/La Brea. In both cases, the parking facilities directly adjoin residential property(s). Because of this proximity, there is the potential for intrusion into privacy from the community parking facilities into adjacent residential properties.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.5-2. Screening shall be provided at community parking facilities to reduce potential privacy impacts on adjacent residential properties.
c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The purpose of Mitigation Measure 3.5-2 is to install perimeter screening for the two redeveloped parking areas.  This screening will be of sufficient height and design to eliminate views from the parking lots on to adjacent residences.  As a result, there would be a less than significant impact on privacy with implementation of the mitigation measure.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.5

E. Geology

1.   Geology/Soils/Seismicity

a. Description of Effects – Geological hazards and constraints related to soils and slope stability may exist in the area where the proposed Division 10 maintenance facility expansion would occur. 

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.6-1. Prior to the final approval of the maintenance yard site, a geotechnical study shall be prepared by a Registered Geologist indicating the design requirements for the site.  Identified requirements shall be incorporated into the specifications for the maintenance yard project.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – Mitigation Measure 3.6-1 requires that LACMTA prepare a geotechnical study for the expanded maintenance facility site.  This study would be conducted by a registered geologist and with the explicit purpose of ensuring that all local and state codes regarding site grading, fill, retaining walls and foundations are satisfied. The recommendations of the geotechnical report will be implemented by LACMTA through plans, and specifications and, as a result, potential geotechnical impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.6

F. Safety and Security

1.   Safety and Security

a. Description of Effects – The proposed Wilshire BRT project, which includes signal priority for buses, and new traffic signal phasing (possibly including a separate right-turn phase arrow) will change how intersections operate for both motorist and pedestrians along Wilshire Boulevard.  The change in traffic signal operations could initially confuse both motorist and pedestrians and lead to conflicts.  Also, the proposed improvements would likely 1) increase transit ridership and attract more people to the Wilshire corridor, and 2) increase activity in the two proposed community parking lots. With the addition of more people at stations or in parking lots, there may also be a corresponding increase in concerns regarding public safety and crime.  

b. Proposed Mitigation – See below.

MM 3.7-1. If the peak period transit lane were implemented, subject to local permit approval, new signage shall be installed at signalized pedestrian crossings where the right turn movement for motorists is protected, advising pedestrians to wait for the “walk” signal.

MM 3.7-2. All station areas shall be lighted to provide a safe environment and visibility of the station area and parking areas from adjacent land uses.

MM 3.7-3. If a special green light phase for the bus is implemented, the LACMTA shall sponsor a pedestrian safety education program, explaining acceptable methods to cross the intersections using BRT signal prioritization.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – Mitigation Measures 3.7-1 and 3.7-3 would specifically address pedestrian and vehicle conflicts at intersections. The measures would add special signal phases, signal messages, and signage to guide pedestrians to cross Wilshire Boulevard in a safe and efficient manner without coming into conflict with buses or vehicles. In addition, Mitigation Measure 3.7-3 has a public education component, which ensures that LACMTA will well publicize the changes at intersections and provide information on correct pedestrian crossing procedures.  It is expected that the installation of new signage, signal messages and a public education program will minimize safety  impacts to a less than significant level.  The implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.7-2 will ensure that there will be adequate lighting and surveillance at  stations and in the community parking areas to provide a well lit and visible environment that would discourage criminal activity.  Thus, a less than significant impact on security is anticipated.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.7

G. Construction Impacts

1.   Traffic

a. Description of Effects – Reconstruction of the travel lane for the peak period lane would result in the closure of travel lanes along Wilshire Boulevard.  Traffic generated by construction workers and trucks hauling excavated materials or construction supplies would reduce the capacity of the existing street, causing traffic detours and delays for a period of 3-4 weeks in Wilshire Center, Park Mile and Miracle Mile.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Traffic and Circulation Section I (Traffic Control in Construction Zone), Section II (General Traffic Management), Section III (Truck Movement), and Section IV (Haul Routes) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [  ]  Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding – Construction activities would require the demolition of the existing lane, excavation of the lane, and reconstruction of the lane, as well as reconstruction of mid-block sections.  There is no feasible alternative to reconstructing these lanes other than the temporary and short-term closure of some portions of the travel lanes during construction. To the extent feasible, it is LACMTA ‘s intent to maintain two lanes of traffic flow on Wilshire Boulevard in each direction during daytime hours. Even with this goal it is anticipated that traffic will be diverted from Wilshire Boulevard during construction and this would have temporary adverse impacts on both adjacent arterial and local streets.  There is no feasible mitigation to reduce these effects to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – See Section 3.8.  Also see Traffic and Circulation Section I (Traffic Control in Construction Zone) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

2.   Accessibility to Businesses

a. Description of Effects – During the block segment-by-segment construction on Wilshire Boulevard (between Western and San Vincente) to repair the existing curb lane, businesses within and adjacent to the construction zone would have impaired access due to the removal of on street parking, changed local street circulation from closure of intersection, and the removal of certain sections of the sidewalk to construct new station canopies and kiosk.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Traffic and Circulation Section VII (Accessibility to Businesses) and Public Safety Section I (Temporary Signage) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The purpose of the Construction Mitigation Plan is to ensure that accessibility to all businesses along Wilshire Boulevard is maintained in terms of pedestrian access, vehicular access and parking.  Specifically, the plan would provide directional signage, and temporary parking, and maintain on-street parking wherever possible.  The implementation of the Construction Mitigation Plan measures combined with the fact that the most disruptive effects would be confined to a short time period in any given block or group of blocks would result in less than significant impacts to business accessibility.

e. FEIR Reference – See Section 3.8. Also see the Traffic and Circulation Section VII (Accessibility to Businesses) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

3.   Parking

a. Description of Effects – The repair of the eastbound and westbound curb lanes along Wilshire Boulevard between Western Avenue and San Vicente Boulevard would temporarily remove on street parking throughout the day during the construction period for a individual block or group of blocks along Wilshire Boulevard.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Traffic and Circulation Section V (Parking) of the Wilshire Boulevard BRT Construction Mitigation Plan in the Final EIR Appendix.
c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The goal of the Construction Mitigation Plan is to maintain as much on street parking as possible during the construction period. Construction phasing will be arranged to maintain on-street parking wherever possible, and temporary parking locations will be identified. The implementation of the Construction Mitigation Plan measures combined with the fact that the most disruptive effects would be confined to a short time period in any given block or group of blocks would result in less than significant impacts to parking.

e. FEIR Reference – See Section 3.8. Also see Traffic and Circulation Section V (Parking) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

4.   Pedestrian Access

a. Description of Effects – Pedestrian access to properties adjoining construction areas would be maintained, although in some instances, at station areas in particular, portions of the sidewalks may be closed temporarily for station construction.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Traffic and Circulation Section VI (Pedestrian Access) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The Construction Mitigation Plan would maintain pedestrian access to properties adjacent to Wilshire Boulevard. Where sidewalks are closed for curb reconstruction or for stations, signage will be installed direct pedestrians and providing safe routes to properties. These measures combined with the short duration of disruption in any given block or group of blocks would result in a less than significant impact.

e. FEIR Reference – See Section 3.8. Also see Traffic and Circulation Section VI (Pedestrian Access) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

5.   Public Safety

a. Description of Effects – Construction activities would necessitate the removal and replacement of existing lighting facilities, particularly during station construction.  Temporary street lighting would be necessary to provide for safety and security of pedestrians and to allow motor vehicles to pass safety through the work zone.  Lighting at the stations would be the only areas that are affected.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Public Safety Section II (Temporary Street Lighting)of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The Construction Mitigation Plan would require the installation of temporary lighting in all construction areas.  Implementation of this measure would maintain a well lit environment around station sites and in community parking areas. As a result a less than significant impact is anticipated.

e. FEIR Reference – See Section 3.8. Also see Public Safety Section II (Temporary Street Lighting) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

6.   Street and Sidewalk Maintenance

a. Description of Effects – During construction, the City of Los Angeles’ normal street and sidewalk maintenance activities would not be performed within the construction limits where the contractor has taken possession for construction staging purposes.  

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Public Safety Section III (Street and Sidewalk Maintenance) and Section IV (Site Maintenance) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding –Lane repair  and reconstruction would necessitate the temporary and short term halting of street and sidewalk maintenance where the contractor is working.  As described in the Construction Mitigation Plan, the contractor(s) for the Wilshire BRT would be responsible for street and sidewalk maintenance in all construction areas and would be required to maintain the construction area in accordance with specific program/schedule defined in the contract in order to assure that the project area is maintained in a safe, clean, and passable condition throughout construction.  With implementation of these provisions, street maintenance impacts would re reduced to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8. Also see Public Safety Section III (Street and Sidewalk Maintenance) and Section IV (Site Maintenance) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

7.   Noise and Vibration

a. Description of Effects –Lane repair and reconstruction activities may produce noise that would be disruptive. Areas that would be the most affected by construction noise would be the school and residential uses that have an unobstructed view of Wilshire Boulevard.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section I (Noise/Vibration Control and Monitoring) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The Construction Mitigation Plan requires that noise from construction activities be abated to the maximum extent feasible through the use of retrofit mechanisms to muffle or shroud to quiet equipment and/or the erection of temporary sound absorbing barriers.  In addition, nighttime construction adjacent to residences would  be prohibited.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8. See Environmental Impacts Section I (Noise/Vibration Control and Monitoring) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

8.   Drainage and Erosion Control

a. Description of Effects – Roadway reconstruction would likely impact water quality primarily due to runoff from exposed excavated surfaces.  

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section II (Drainage and Erosion Control) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding –  The Construction Mitigation Plan provides measures to ensure that drainage and erosion during construction are minimized. The plan specifies that the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)  standards will be maintained for all runoff. Monitoring and implementation of measures to reduce drainage  and erosion impacts will be required in a construction specifications and related contracts for the construction of Wilshire BRT elements, including the curb lane, community parking, and the bus maintenance facility. With implementation of these measures and procedures, temporary adverse impacts to drainage and erosion would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8. Also see Environmental Impacts Section II (Drainage and Erosion Control) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

9.   Air Quality – Regional Emissions

a. Description of Effects – Construction of the Wilshire BRT would generate pollutant emissions from the following construction activities: (1) grading and excavation, (2) mobile emissions related to construction worker travel to and from project sites, (3) mobile emissions related to the delivery and hauling of construction supplies and debris to and from project sites, and (4) stationary emissions related to fuel consumption by on-site construction equipment.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section III (Air Quality) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The Construction Mitigation Plan requires the implementation of measures to reduce emissions from construction equipment and construction activities, consistent with the rules of the South Coast Air Quality Management District.  The rules address the tuning of gasoline power and diesel engines as well as  the execution of best management practices to reduce particulate missions.  With implementation of these measures the temporary emissions from construction activity would be reduced to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8.  Also see Environmental Impacts Section III (Air Quality) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

10.   Air Quality – Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots

a. Description of Effects – The closure of travel lanes during construction would likely divert traffic to adjacent streets where CO concentrations at nearby intersections currently exceed the state one- or eight-hour CO standards of 20.0 and 9.0 parts per million (ppm).

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section III (Air Quality) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[  ] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[X] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [  ]  Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding – The closure of travel lanes during construction would divert some traffic to surrounding arterials in the Mid-City/Westside Corridor.  This diversion would significantly impact adjacent streets where CO concentrations currently exceed state standards.  There is no feasible mitigation for this temporary construction period effect.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8.  See Environmental Impacts Section III (Air Quality) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

11.   Hazardous Materials Discovery and Removal

a. Description of Effects – The component of the Wilshire BRT project where hazardous materials impacts are anticipated is the construction of the bus maintenance facility. A Phase I Assessment prepared for this expanded Division 10 site indicates that the potential exists for soil contamination and other hazardous materials to be encountered.

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section IV (Hazardous Materials Discovery and Removal) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding – The Construction Mitigation Plan indicates that hazardous materials will be removed in accordance with local and state laws.  Requirements to adequately address and resolve on-site hazardous materials will be included in all construction specifications for the bus maintenance facility site. As a  result,  hazardous materials impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference – Section 3.8. Also see Environmental Impacts Section IV (Hazardous Materials Discovery and Removal) of the Construction Mitigation Plan, Appendix D of the Final EIR.

12.   Archeological and Paleontological Resources

a. Description of Effects – The potential exists for paleontological and archeological resources to be uncovered during construction of the maintenance facility site, during the excavation and earthwork phase..

b. Proposed Mitigation – See Environmental Impacts Section V (Archeological and Paleontological Resources) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR.

c. Finding – The impact(s) is/are found to be:

[X]  Significant   [   ]  Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[X] Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen the effect.

[  ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have such authority.

[  ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation is/are found to be:

[  ]  Significant   [X]  Not Significant
d. Rationale for Finding –  The Construction Mitigation Plan specifies procedures to monitor construction activities, halt work, call in required experts and address the disposition of any uncovered archaeological or paleontological resources in accordance with State law.  As a result impacts on archaeological and paleontological resources are determined to be less than significant.  

FEIR Reference – Section 3.8. See Environmental Impacts Section V (Archeological and Paleontological Resources) of the Construction Mitigation Plan in Appendix D of the Final EIR

H. Effects Determined Not to be Significant

The following effects were determined not to be significant.  No mitigation measures are required for these effects.  The items appearing in bold were determined to have beneficial effects on the project.

· Socioeconomics (Population, Local Businesses, Transit Dependent Populations)

· Land Use/Neighborhoods (Plan and Policy Consistency, Land Use Compatibility, Community Division, Neighborhood Quality of Life, Accessibility to Community Facilities)

· Air Quality Operations (Regional Emissions, Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots)

· Noise and Vibration (Noise, Vibration)

· Water Resources (Stormwater Runoff and Flooding, Groundwater)

· Biological Resources (Local Designated Plant/Animal Species and Communities)

· Energy Resources (Use of Non-Renewable Resources in a Wasteful Inefficient Manner)

· Community Facilities (Access to Community Facilities, Displacement of Community Facilities)

· Cultural Resources (Paleontological, Archaeological, Historical Resources)

VIII. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

A. Overview

The Final EIR has been prepared under the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to describe the environmental setting and consequences of the construction and operation of the Wilshire BRT project.  The Wilshire BRT was selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) because it supports the greatest number of goals and objectives of the project and provides the greatest benefits, with impacts similar to or less than the other alternatives.  In the Final EIR, two alternatives are identified and evaluated as a basis for the comparison of impacts of the Wilshire BRT LPA.  These two alternatives are the No Action Alternative and Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative.  

The alternatives evaluation process considered the following specific goals for a transportation project in the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor, including:

· Improve mobility in the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor,

· Maximize community input into the project development process,

· Be compatible with and enhance the physical environment,

· Provide a cost-effective project within the ability of the LACMTA to fund, including capital and operating costs.

For each of the alternatives, its ability to meet the stated goals and objectives is summarized below.

1. No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative is required by Section 15126(e) of the CEQA Guidelines and assumes that the proposed project would not be implemented.  The No Action Alternative does not mean that development within the project area will be prohibited. The “No Action” Alternative allows decision-makers to compare the impacts of approving the proposed project with the impacts of not approving the proposed project.  With respect to the proposed project, the No Action Alternative is comprised of the existing transit systems currently in use or expected to be in place in 2020.  This includes the existing rail transit service with slightly improved frequencies on the Red, Blue, and Green Lines, as well as the approved Pasadena Gold Line.  Expansion of regular bus service is assumed based on LACMTA’s commitments to future bus expansion.  Metro Rapid Bus services on Wilshire and Whittier Boulevards and Ventura Boulevard are assumed to continue.  New High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) projects are included that can be reasonably completed by 2020.  

The No Action Alternative would not have any community input and no community impacts.  The No Action Alternative would not affect the physical environment, although increases in traffic congestion (relative to other alternatives) would worsen air pollution.  The No Action Alternative would not have any cost associated with it, although it was used as a baseline for comparing the costs of other alternatives.

2. TSM Alternative

The TSM Alternative is based on the No Action description, with some bus service changes identified in LACMTA’s Westside Bus Service Improvement Study completed in June 1998.  Changes include the use of articulated buses, modifying service frequencies to more closely match demand on various routes; route extensions to connect to major destinations and/or transit hubs; route truncations to eliminate unproductive service segments or duplication; consolidation of service to simplify route structure and use; and replacement of unproductive routes.  Slightly more frequent service is assumed for the portion of the Wilshire/Whittier rapid bus service serving the Westside.

Total travel times would not be minimized since buses would run on-street in already congested traffic.  Community parking facilities would not be provided for commuters to leave their cars at when accessing buses.  However, basic bi-directional transit service in the Wilshire corridor would be improved.

Since the TSM Alternative would be limited to improved on-street bus service on existing routes, no high capacity transit linkages would be established between activity centers.  Capital costs and annual operating costs of the TSM Alternative would be lower than the Wilshire BRT Alternative.  However, the TSM Alternative would not be as reliable a transit option as the Wilshire BRT, since the TSM would be subject to future increased street congestion.  

3.
Bus Rapid Transit Alternative

The Wilshire BRT is a bus rapid transit (BRT) system operating the curb lane along the north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, from Western Avenue to the City of Santa Monica.  The Wilshire BRT is intended to provide higher capacity transit service to the Westside that would improve upon Metro Rapid Bus service through enhanced BRT features.  The features of the Wilshire BRT include new higher capacity buses; repair of the curb lane in Wilshire Center, Park Mile and Miracle Mile; enhanced station areas; parking facilities in two locations; an enlarged Downtown Bus Storage & Maintenance Facility; and a bus only lane in the peak period (along the curb) if supported by the local jurisdiction.

Community input on the Wilshire BRT Alternative was considerable.  As a result, the Wilshire BRT has been enhanced to address community concerns. 

The increased transit use associated with the project would provide a slight cumulative reduction in regional vehicle emissions.  Nonetheless, some operational and construction impacts are expected.  Significant operational impacts are associated with traffic (at freeways and two intersections).  Significant construction impacts are associated with traffic and air quality (CO hotspots).

Capital costs and annual operating costs of the Wilshire BRT Alternative would be higher than the TSM Alternative.

B. Conclusion

The Wilshire BRT Alternative, operating along the curb lane along the north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, provides the greatest mobility benefits.  While more costly than the other two alternatives, it would be a cost-effective project within the ability of the LACMTA to fund, including capital and operating costs.

IX. ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

X. Theenvironmental review and documentation for improvements within the Mid-City/Westside corridor has progressively evaluated alternatives along the Wilshire Boulevard and Exposition railroad right-of-way routes, including the No Project Alternative. Alternatives were evaluated as part of the Major Investment Study (MIS) for this project as well as within the Draft EIS/EIR.  Specifically, the Draft EIR addressed No Project, Wilshire BRT, Wilshire BRT/Exposition BRT and Wilshire BRT/Exposition Light Rail Transit (LRT). The Draft EIR found that the Wilshire BRT/Exposition LRT Alternative would be environmentally superior to the other alternatives because it provided the best balance of increase transit benefits with reduced environmental impacts.  This option was subsequently adopted by the LACMTA Board as the Locally Preferred Alternative. However, the LACMTA Board decided to process the Wilshire BRT and the Exposition LRT as separate projects, with priority given to the preparation of the final environmental document for the Wilshire BRT. The Board modified the Wilshire BRT project as a peak hour exclusive curb lane project with mixed flow operations at all other times of the day. This Board decision further eliminated previously identified adverse significant impacts on the existing Wilshire Boulevard landscaped median as well as eliminated impacts on the loss of curbside parking and left turn pockets along Wilshire Boulevard throughout the day. As presented in the Final EIR, the proposed Wilshire BRT project further reduces three of the significant environmental effects of the original Wilshire BRT exclusive lane, and continues to be environmentally superior compared to the options of No Project and TSM as described in the Draft EIS/EIR.STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
This section provides the rational to support a determination by the LACMTA, as lead agency under CEQA, that the benefits of the proposed Wilshire BRT project outweigh those unavoidable adverse environmental effects that have been found to occur.  This discussion, which is required by Section 15093 of the California CEQA Guidelines, is organized into two sections.  In the first section, the unavoidable adverse effects are identified, and in the second section, the reasons in support of the determination are presented.

A. Unavoidable Adverse Effects

CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of a project against its unavoidable risks when determining whether to approve a project.  If the specific economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, those effects may be considered acceptable (state CEQA Guidelines Section 15093(a)).  CEQA requires the agency to support, in writing, the specific reasons for considering a project acceptable when significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened.  Those reasons must be based on substantial evidence in the FEIR or elsewhere in the administrative records (state CEQA Guidelines Section 15093(b)).  In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the state CEQA Guidelines, the LACMTA finds that the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR and the MMRP, when implemented, avoid or substantially lessen virtually all of the significant effects identified in the Final EIR.  Nonetheless, certain significant impacts of the project are unavoidable even after incorporation of all feasible mitigation measures.  These significant unavoidable impacts are identified and discussed in Section VII of these Findings.  The significant unavoidable impacts include:

· Traffic and Circulation – Freeway Impacts

· Traffic and Circulation – Intersection Traffic

· Construction Impacts – Traffic

· Construction Impacts – Air Quality – Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots.

B. Determination

The LACMTA has determined that the overall benefits of the Wilshire BRT project outweigh and override the unavoidable adverse environmental impact discussed above.  The reasons supporting this determination are as follows:

The Wilshire BRT Alternative would have several beneficial environmental effects that neither the No Build Alternative nor the TSM Alternative would provide.  Among these are:

Improved Transit System – The Wilshire BRT would increase transit mode share, increase new transit riders, and provide a higher capacity system.  The increase in transit ridership and decrease in daily vehicle trips made by automobiles as a result of the BRT would result in slightly higher average travel speeds along Wilshire Boulevard, thereby relieving congestion of the Wilshire Boulevard transportation system.

Improved Visibility to Local Businesses – The Wilshire BRT would provide increased visibility for local businesses, as well as increased number of potential patrons traveling by businesses.

Transit Opportunities for Transit Dependent Persons – Increased capacity of the Wilshire BRT system provides increased accessibility for these populations to potential employment and other activity centers.  Transit dependent populations would also experience less delay from use of exclusive lanes.

Neighborhood Quality of Life – The Wilshire BRT would provide the opportunity to reduce auto dependence and congestion, and improve air quality.  Also, no elements would be disruptive to the existing quality of life given that the system is compatible with surrounding uses.

Accessibility to Community Facilities – The Wilshire BRT would provide increased accessibility to community facilities through provision of high capacity transit system.

Local Designated Plant/Animal Species and Communities – The Wilshire BRT system would not impact threatened or endangered species.  Station area landscaping would be installed and the two parking facilities would be landscaped.
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