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ABBREVIATIONS and ACRONYMS
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CFR Code of Federal Regulations
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FTA Federal Transit Administration

LAUS Los Angeles Union Station
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Metro Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
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Strategy
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1.0 Introduction

This Scoping Summary Report summarizes the scoping process that was undertaken for the Link
Union Station Project (Link US or project) in accordance with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA); the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of NEPA in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) parts 1500-1508; the Federal
Railroad Administration’s (FRA) Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts in 64 Federal
Register (FR) 28545, dated May 26, 1999, and 78 FR 2713, dated January 14, 2013; 23 United
States Code (USC) § 139; and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public
Resources Code, Section 21000, et seq.).

Scoping engages both the public (i.e., citizens, elected officials, and key stakeholders), as well
as local, state, and Federal agencies during the early stages of the joint Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS)/Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

This report serves as an information source to the FRA and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), in its determination of the range of issues and alternatives to be
addressed in the joint EIS/EIR. The FRA and Metro will use the comments received during the
scoping period to:

¢ Refine the purpose and need for the project
e Provide input on alignments or alternatives that should be considered in the EIS/EIR

¢ Identify potential environmental effects of the project to be addressed in the EIS/EIR

In addition, this public scoping report describes the scoping activities and summarizes the written
and verbal comments received on the FRA’s Notice of Intent (NOI) and Metro’'s Notice of
Preparation (NOP) and comments received at the joint public scoping meeting held for the project
and during the scoping period.

1.1 Project Description

As announced in an NOI published in the Federal Register on May 31, 2016, the FRA has initiated
the development of a EIS/EIR for the project jointly with Metro. The FRA and Metro are proposing
the Link Union Station Project (project) to transform LAUS from a “stub-end tracks station” into a
“run-through tracks station” with a new passenger concourse that would improve the efficiency of
the station and accommodate future growth and transportation demands in the region. The Project
would include the construction of new lead tracks in the throat segment leading to LAUS, an
elevated rail yard with new platforms and canopies, up to ten run-through tracks over US-101,
and a new passenger concourse. As LAUS is a major connection point for the planned California
High-Speed Rail (HSR) system, Metro and the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA)
also entered into a cooperative agreement to complete the necessary project-level environmental
analysis and preliminary engineering to accommodate the planned HSR system as part of the
project.
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1.2 National Environmental Policy Act/California
Environmental Quality Act Scoping Process

NEPA is a procedural law that mandates an interdisciplinary environmental review and
documentation process for all federally funded projects. CEQA is a procedural law that mandates
an interdisciplinary environmental review and documentation process for projects within
California. The NEPA/CEQA documentation process ensures that the following goals have been
met before a project is implemented:

o All applicable laws, regulations, policies, and guidance have been adhered to;

o Federal, state, and local agencies, the public, and other project stakeholders have been
involved in the decision-making process;

e Areasonable range of alternatives have been examined; and

¢ Impacts to environmental resources, including the identification of appropriate mitigation,
have been considered.

As previously identified, a joint EIS/EIR is being prepared in accordance with NEPA and CEQA.
The FRA is the lead federal agency under NEPA. Metro is the joint lead agency under NEPA and
the lead agency under CEQA.

The joint EIS/EIR will document the measures FRA and Metro have taken to demonstrate
compliance with applicable federal, state, and local environmental laws and regulations, including
but not limited to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, Clean Water Act, Clean
Air Act, Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, Endangered Species
Act, Executive Order 11988 and U.S. Department of Transportation Order 5650.2 on Floodplain
Management, Executive Order 11990 on Protection of Wetlands, and Executive Order 12898 on
Environmental Justice; California Clean Air Act, Assembly Bill 52, and applicable City of Los
Angeles ordinances/codes.

The purpose of the scoping process is to determine and clarify issues that are relevant to the
scope of the study. During the scoping process, open lines of communication are established
between the lead agencies and other stakeholders. The scoping process included the following
major elements:

¢ Filing of the NOI in the Federal Register
e Filing of the NOP

e Scoping initiation letters

' A separate Notice of Preparation (NOP) was filed with the state clearinghouse in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
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o EIS/EIR Scoping Interagency Coordination Meeting
e Public Scoping Meeting

e Scoping Comment Period

¢ Project Scoping Report

The NEPA/CEQA scoping process provides government agencies, public and private
organizations, and the general public the opportunity to identify environmental issues and
alternatives for consideration in the EIS/EIR. The scoping process and results are an initial step
in the NEPA/CEQA process.
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2.0 Scoping Process

2.1 Public Outreach

Public outreach for the project was initiated prior to and during the initiation of the NEPA/CEQA
process. Early outreach work included multiple public outreach meetings and individual meetings
with elected officials within the project study area. Many meetings were held with local officials;
public, local, and regional organizations; and government agencies. Meetings were also held with
representatives of affected communities within the project study area, including those
communities containing predominantly minority and/or low-income populations. Special outreach
conducted for minority and low-income populations included Spanish and Chinese language
advertising of meetings, the availability of Spanish, Chinese, and Japanese language versions of
project-related materials, and the availability of interpreters at Public meetings in areas that
included an environmental justice population with a large Hispanic, Chinese, and Japanese
population. Starting in April 2016, various outreach meetings were held, including meetings to
identify environmental justice areas and leaders to identify strategies for outreach to their
communities and gain their input. A full list of these meetings is provided in Table 2-1.

Table 2-1. Public Outreach Meetings Summary

April 29, 2016 Los Angeles Conservancy

May 23, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar

May 25, 2016 Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, District 1, Supervisor Hilda Solis
May 26, 2016 City of Los Angeles, Mayor Eric Garcetti

May 27, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo

June 6, 2016 Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association

June 15, 2016 Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (Land Use Committee and Board)
July 12, 2016

June 14, 2016
June 16, 2016
June 16, 2016
June 20, 2016
June 21, 2016

June 22, 2016
July 12, 2016

June 28, 2016

Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce

Little Tokyo Business Improvement District
Lincoln Heights Neighborhood Council

Los Angeles County Sheriff Jim McDonnell
Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce (staff and Transportation & Goods Movement
Council)

Friends of Los Angeles River

August 10, 2016
August 30, 2016
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Table 2-1. Public Outreach Meetings Summary

Meeting Date

June 28, 2016
August 23, 2016
August 30, 2016

June 30, 2016

June 30, 2016

July 7, 2016

July 13, 2016

July 14, 2016

July 27, 2016

July 28, 2016
August 2, 2016
August 3, 2016
August 11, 2016
August 12, 2016
August 15, 2016
September 20, 2016
September 21, 2016
September 21, 2016
September 22, 2016
October 4, 2016
October 14, 2016
November 8, 2016
November 10, 2016
November 15, 2016
November 30, 2016
December 8, 2016
January 12, 2017
January 12, 2017
April 29, 2017
November 2, 2017

Stakeholder Name

River LA (formerly LA River Revitalization Corporation)

Los Angeles Historic Core Business Improvement District

Los Angeles Latino Chamber of Commerce

US Congressional District 34, Congressman Xavier Becerra
Downtown Center Business Improvement District

El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument

Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council

Chinatown Business Improvement District

Lincoln Heights Chamber of Commerce

CA State Assembly District 51, Assembly Member Jimmy Gomez
Central City Association

Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District

Arts District Community Council of LA

Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo
Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council, Land Use Committee
Little Tokyo Business Association

Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar
Lincoln Heights Chamber of Commerce

Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District

Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce

Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council, Planning & Land Use Committee
Community Update Meeting

Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council

Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar

Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles

William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee

William Mead Homes Community Listening Workshop

Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Roundtable Workshop
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2.2 Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation

To comply with NEPA (40 CFR 1501.7), the FRA published the NOI in the Federal Register to
prepare an EIS for the project (FR Vol. 81, No. 104, pages 34429-34431, May 31, 2016). The NOI
serves as the official legal notice that a federal agency is commencing preparation of an EIS. The
Federal Register serves as the U.S. Government’s official noticing and reporting publication. The
NOI initiates the public scoping period for the EIS, provides information about the project, and
serves as an invitation for other federal agencies to provide comments on the scope and content
of the EIS.

As outlined by CEQA Guidelines §15082 (14 CCR 15000 et seq.) and required under CEQA
Statute § 21092, Public Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report or Negative
Declaration, Metro issued an NOP on May 27, 2016 (State Clearinghouse #2016051071). The
NOP summarized the project, provided information on Metro’s intention to prepare a joint EIS/EIR,
and requested comments from interested parties.

The NOI and NOP provided background information on the project, presented draft project
purpose and objectives, addressed the alternatives development process, and provided an initial
list of environmental resources to be analyzed. The NOI and NOP also announced the public
scoping meetings and invited the public and other interested parties to submit scoping comments
through June 27, 2016, for the CEQA NOP and June 30, 2016, for the NEPA NOI. The NOI (as
published in the Federal Register) and the NOP (as published on CEQANet) are included in
Appendix A.

2.3 Agency Outreach

2.3.1  Scoping Initiation Letters

Potential cooperating and participating agencies were initially identified by the lead agencies in
accordance with 40 CFR 1501.6 and 23 USC § 139. The FRA sent scoping initiation letters to
primary agency points of contact (POC) via the U.S. Postal Service on July 28, 2016 (Appendix
B). Additional modified letters were also sent out after the initial scoping period via the U.S. Postal
Service on July 26, 2017. The letters notified agencies and invited their participation in preparation
of the EIS/EIR as a cooperating or participating agency.

Letters were sent requesting cooperating agency status to the following four agencies: California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), CHSRA, Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA). Letters were received accepting
cooperating agency status from Caltrans on September 1, 2017, SCRRA on August 15, 2017,
and CHSRA on January 29, 2018.

Letters were sent requesting participating agency status to the following five agencies: City of Los
Angeles Department of City Planning, City of Los Angeles Office of Historic Resources, Federal
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Highway Administration, Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles, and U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA). No agencies formally declined the invitation.

Table 2-2 identifies cooperating and participating agency POC based on the returned signed
agreements agency roles and POC.

Table 2-2. Agency Roles and Points of Contact

Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA)

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro)

California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans)

California High-Speed Rail
Authority (CHSRA)

Federal Transit Administration
(FTA)

Southern California Regional Rail
Authority (SCRRA/Metrolink)

City of Los Angeles, Department
of City Planning

City of Los Angeles, Department
of City Planning, Office of Historic
Resources

Federal Highway Administration

Housing Authority of the City of
Los Angeles

U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA), Region 9

Lead Agencies

Karla Bloch
Lyle Leitelt
Amanda Ciampolillo

Jeanet Owens

Cooperating Agencies

Ron Kosinski
Mark McLoughlin
Leslie Rogers
Art Leahy

Participating Agencies’

Patricia Diefenderfer

Ken Bernstein

Vincent Mammano
Martin Peery

Alexis Strauss

Regional Manager
Community Planner
Environmental Protection
Specialist

Senior Executive Officer
Project Management/Regional Rail

Deputy District Director

Director of Environmental Services

FTA Region 9 Administrator

Chief Executive Officer

Senior City Planner

Manager, Office of Historic
Resources & Principal City Planner

Federal Highway Administration
Division Administrator

Director of Public Housing

USEPA Acting Regional Manager

"In accordance with 23 USC § 139, invited federal agencies are participating agencies unless they inform the lead
agency, in writing, that the agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the Project, has no expertise or
information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit comments on the project.
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2.3.2 Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Scoping Interagency Coordination Meeting

The FRA and Metro conduct interagency coordination meetings on a monthly or bimonthly basis.
Meetings with key stakeholders and participating agencies are documented in the FRA’s Agency
and Public Coordination Plan.

24 Public Outreach

Members of the public, including citizens, elected officials, and other key stakeholders
(i.e., community associations, local institutions, and study area-adjacent property owners), are
important participants in the EIS/EIR process and were regarded as such throughout scoping.
These entities will be consulted throughout the EIS/EIR process at various milestones. Public
input gathered during the scoping phase of the EIS/EIR helps inform the purpose and need and
guide the development of the EIS/EIR.

2.4.1 Outreach and Notification

In addition to the publication of the NOI and NOP, public scoping outreach and notification
occurred through a range of outreach methods and activities, as outlined below.

Website

The NOI/NOP was made available to the public on Metro’'s website for Link US:
https://www.metro.net/projects/link-us/. The website provides links to the project’s email address,
Facebook page, comment forms, and phone number. Project reports, community meeting
presentation and materials, fact sheets, and frequently asked questions can also be found on the
website.

Social Media

Facebook posts on November 1, 11, 15, 30, and December 2, 2016, included information for the
public scoping meeting date and time and a link to the project website (see Appendix A), a meeting
reminder, meeting recap, and a thank you post. The Facebook site is:
https://www.facebook.com/regionalrail/

Distribution/Mailing List

In addition to the NOI/NOP and joint notice distributed to the public, a save-the-date pamphlet
was also mailed to businesses, residences, and property owners within a 1-mile radius around
LAUS on May 19, 2016. This tri-fold pamphlet contained general project information, project
website and contact information, and scoping meeting information. The pamphlet also contained
content translated into Spanish and Chinese. This information was also provided in multiple email
blasts to approximately 1,800 emails of interested stakeholders. The email blasts were sent prior
to the scoping meeting on May 12, 2016, and June 1, 2016; each included links to translate the
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information into Spanish and Chinese. A third email blast was sent on June 6, 2016, to remind
stakeholders of the comment period.

As identified in the project’'s stakeholder and public outreach plan, the distribution list was
developed as part of the early outreach efforts for the project and compiled as part of a
stakeholder database. This stakeholder database includes individuals, public agencies, business
groups, community groups, and institutions initially provided by Metro and has since been updated
with established stakeholders in the project area. The database originally came from the run-
through tracks project, which has since been updated for the project. The database will be
maintained throughout the public outreach process and environmental documentation stage to
ensure it captures the contact information from stakeholders. This database will also be used to
mail out information on upcoming public meetings to satisfy the noticing requirements pursuant
to NEPA and CEQA.

Newspaper Advertisements

The FRA and Metro advertised the public scoping meeting and comment period in the following
newspapers:

o Los Angeles Downtown News on May 30, 2016. The newspaper is circulated mostly in
Downtown Los Angeles.

e La Opinidon on May 27, 2016. This release was published in Spanish. The newspaper
circulates throughout Southern California.

¢ Rafu Shimpu on May 26, 2016. This release was published in Japanese. The newspaper
circulates throughout Los Angeles.

e Chinese Daily News on May 27, 2016. The newspaper circulates throughout Los Angeles.

The meeting was also promoted in the Arts District Business Improvement District’s e-newsletter.

Copies of these advertisements are included in Appendix A. The advertisements included an
invitation to the public scoping meeting with information regarding the meeting time and place.
The advertisements invited the public to attend the public scoping meeting, provided information
regarding the meeting time and place, meeting format, the 30-day public scoping period, the
publication of the NOI and NOP, Project website address, and instructions for submitting public
comments or requesting special accommodations.

Phone List/Phone Line

Individual calls made to the 30 key stakeholders included a brief overview of the project, an
invitation to the meeting, and an opportunity to schedule a one-on-one stakeholder briefing. Key
stakeholders include elected officials, business organizations, and community organizations, as
shown in Table 2-3.
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Table 2-3. Phone List Summary

Stakeholder

Elected Officials
CA State Assembly District 51, Assembly Member Jimmy Gomez
US Congressional District 34, Congressman Xavier Becerra
Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo
Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, District 1, Supervisor Hilda Solis (Metro Board member)
CA State Senate District 24, Senator Pro-Tem Kevin De Leon

Business Organizations

Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce

Central City Association Central City East Association

Chinatown Business Improvement District Chinese Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles

Downtown Center Business Improvement District Little Tokyo Business Association

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce Los Angeles Historic Core Business Improvement
District

Los Angeles Latino Chamber of Commerce Olvera Street Merchants Association Foundation

Community Organizations

Arts District Community Council of LA Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council
Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument
Friends of Los Angeles River Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

LA River Revitalization Corporation Lincoln Heights Neighborhood Council

Los Angeles Conservancy Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition

Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association Northeast LA Residents for Clean Air Coalition

2.4.2 Public Scoping Meeting

During the NOI/NOP comment period, the FRA and Metro held one public scoping meeting on
June 2, 2016, from 6 to 8 PM at the 1st Floor Plaza of the Metro Headquarters at One Gateway
Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012. The agenda for the meeting included the following events:

o 6 to 6:30 PM: Welcome and sign-in
e 6:30to 7 PM: Link US presentation
e 7 to 8 PM: Open house

The public scoping meeting helped notify stakeholders about the public comment period for the

CEQA NOP (May 27, 2016 through June 27, 2016) and the NEPA NOI (May 31, 2016 through
June 30, 2016). The primary goals for the public scoping meeting were to:
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¢ Educate the public on the need for the project

o Share the project history and how the project has evolved

¢ Qutline the project benefits

e Highlight the project elements

e Present the project timeline

o Explain the next steps

o Satisfy statutory requirements for scoping in accordance with NEPA
e Gather public comments per the requirements of NEPA and CEQA
¢ Initiate the Section 106 process

The scoping meeting provided the public and government agencies the opportunity to receive
information on the NEPA/CEQA process on the project and how to provide comments.
Approximately 45 persons attended the scoping meeting. Out of the 45 people who signed in, 37
were community stakeholders and 7 were members of the project team. Stakeholders who
attended the meeting included elected official representatives, federal agencies, community
organizations, and media; a summary of these meeting participants is provided below. The sign-
in sheets are provided in Appendix C, for reference.

At the beginning of the meeting, all attendees were greeted by a member of the project team and
asked to sign in at a “welcome” station, located at both entrances to the venue. Once stakeholders
signed in, they were offered a Link US information package that included the following items:

e Agenda

e Venue layout

e Fact sheet

o Frequently asked questions
e Comment Form

Copies of the NOI and NOP were also available at the sign-in tables. To ensure the multilingual
needs of the community were met, the Project fact sheet and frequently asked questions were
available in Spanish and Chinese. In addition, interpreters were available to translate the
presentation in Spanish and Chinese. A copy of collateral material provided at the meeting is
included in Appendix D.

The meeting venue was set up with one main seating area for the Link US presentation and five
project stations located around the main seating area. Prior to the Link US presentation, attendees
were encouraged to visit the various project stations, view the project display boards, meet the
project team, and enjoy light refreshments.

At 6:30 PM, Jeanet Owens, Executive Officer Regional Rail and Link US Project Manager for
Metro, started the Project presentation. Owens provided a Link US presentation with assistance
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from Mark Dierking, Link US Community Relations Manager for Metro, and Tom Kim, Project
Manager for HDR. The presentation, provided in Appendix E, covered the following topics:

e Project Need

e Project Location

e Project History

¢ Project Benefits

e Project Overview

e Agency Coordination

e Project Process

e Project Timeline

o Ways to Provide Public Comments
e Project Contact Information

Following the presentation, stakeholders were encouraged to visit the project stations, meet the
project team, view project display boards, ask questions, and provide comments. Copies of the
display boards presented at the meeting are provided in Appendix F. There were a total of five
project stations, as summarized below.

e Station 1: Project Need — Provided information on the project purpose and need

e Station 2: Project History and Project Location — Showed where the project is located and
its relation to LAUS and the surrounding communities

e Station 3: Project Benefits — Outlined the benefits Link US will provide including improved
air quality, reliable travel alternatives, and increased rail service capacity

e Station 4: Project Overview and Initial Concepts — Provided an overview of the project
components and five initial concepts

e Station 5: Process and Timeline — Highlighted the major project milestones

In addition to the five project stations, there were three additional agency partner stations for the
Metro LAUS Master Plan team, Metrolink, and CHSRA. Each agency partner station provided
information and collateral materials about their projects, and representatives addressed questions
and comments from stakeholders FRA also attended the meeting.

Photographs documenting the scoping meetings have been provided in Appendix G.

Meeting attendees were encouraged to share comments and questions with the project team.
Attendees were encouraged to submit comments by mail, electronically to the project email
address, or as written comments submitted at the meeting. Several attendees submitted written
comments at the public scoping meeting using forms made available.
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3.0 Agency and Public Scoping Comments
3.1 Summary

Federal, state, and local agencies; private and public organizations; and the general
public provided written comments during the public scoping period. The comment period for the
NOP ended June 27, 2016. Comment period for the NOI ended on June 30, 2016. In total,
30 letters were received: 8 letters from federal, state, and local agencies and organizations and
22 letters from individuals. These comments are incorporated into the EIS/EIR Project record.

All comments submitted to the project team during public scoping will be considered in the
development of the EIS/EIR. Changes to the EIS/EIR suggested by comments will be made by
the project team as appropriate.

3.2 Agency Comments

3.21 Verbal Comments Received at Interagency Coordination
Meeting

Comments received during interagency coordination meetings included the following topics:

e Project funding sources
o Alternatives under consideration and whether they include high-speed rail as a component

e Operational considerations for existing Metrolink and Amtrak passenger rail service during
construction

e The status of historic properties in the study area under the National Historic Preservation
Act

e Qutreach activities to local communities

3.2.2 Agency Comment Letters

The FRA and Metro received agency comment letters from the following agencies:

e Caltrans (two letters)

e SCRRA

e Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
e Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD)
o USEPA (two letters)

¢ Native American Heritage Commission

All agency comments received are presented in Appendix H and summarized below.
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3.2.3 California Department of Transportation

In a letter dated June 7, 2016, Caltrans recommended a traffic study be prepared for the project
to analyze the potential for impacts to the state highway system, including US-101. Caltrans noted
that any work performed within state right-of-way will require a permit. Additionally, Caltrans noted
that the discharge of storm water run-off is not permitted onto the state highway facilities without
a stormwater management plan.

In a comment submitted via email on June 27, 2016, Caltrans concurred with the environmental
topics to be addressed as outlined in the NOP. Caltrans expressed the importance of
understanding the project’s traffic implications, stormwater runoff mitigation, cultural resource
impacts, and construction impacts. Caltrans also recommended further study of alternative
designs for the concourse; including concepts that would be less disruptive to the existing
passenger tunnel. A copy of the 1981 MOA for the Busway Extension was provided as a courtesy.

The technical studies being prepared for traffic/circulation, water quality, drainage, and historic
resources will address potential project-related impacts to facilities within Caltrans’ jurisdiction.
Additionally, the EIS/EIR will include an evaluation of alternative concourse design concepts that
fulfill the project’s stated purpose and need.

3.2.4 Southern California Regional Rail Authority

The SCRRA expressed its support for the project in a letter dated June 24, 2016. SCRRA also
expressed its concern with potential impacts to transportation (both permanent and during
construction) as a result of the project, including, but not limited to, system capacity, system travel
time and delay, train operating efficiency, connectivity, and accessibility. SCRRA is also
concerned with safety and security impacts (both permanent and during construction), including,
but not limited to, access platforms, infrastructure hardening and resilience, and preservation.
Based on the comments provided, impacts to transportation and safety and security concerns will
be evaluated in the EIS/EIR.

3.2.5 Southern California Association of Governments

SCAG submitted a letter dated June 27, 2016, expressing support for the Project. SCAG
described its role in reviewing the Project’s consistency with regional programs in its role as an
intergovernmental review agency. SCAG provided an overview of the 2076 Regional
Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) and recommended an
analysis of Project consistency with SCAG goals and polices.

In response to SCAG’s comments, the EIS/EIR and supporting Community Impact Assessment
will include an evaluation of the project's consistency with SCAG goals. Growth forecasts will be
used as applicable to support the socioeconomics evaluation. The project is identified as Federal
Transportation Improvement Project #.A0G1051, a transit priority project for passenger rail and
transit, currently financially constrained. The RTP/SCS provides regional cumulative analysis for
the 2040 (future condition) and analyzes regional/intercity rail and HSR service operations, and
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also provides program-level mitigation recommendations for consideration at the project level. By
virtue of the project’s inclusion in the RTP/SCS, the EIS/EIR was prepared using applicable
program-level evaluations and mitigation recommendations in the Program EIR prepared for the
RTP/SCS.

3.2.6 Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

The MWD submitted a letter on June 28, 2016, acknowledging receipt of the NOP. MWD
expressed concern related to the safety and structural aspects of the project given its close
proximity to the MWD Headquarters Building. MWD recommended that the EIS/EIR include
options that maintain the integrity of headquarters basement walls, foundation system, and tie
down blocks. Additionally, MWD requested the EIS/EIR include analysis of traffic on surrounding
streets. A project-level traffic study will be prepared in support of the EIS/EIR. Access for
emergency service providers during and after construction will also be considered in the EIS/EIR.
Safety and structural issues associated with MWD headquarters will also be addressed in the
geotechnical report and EIS/EIR.

3.2.7 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

The USEPA submitted a letter dated June 30, 2016, acknowledging receipt of the NOI. USEPA’s
letter recommended the EIS/EIR address issues related to air quality, including construction
emissions, climate change and greenhouse gases, the Los Angeles River, environmental justice,
and coordination with other planning efforts. In response to USEPA’s comments, an air quality
assessment report will be prepared in support of the EIS/EIR that will address emissions of criteria
air pollutants and greenhouse gases. Additionally, emissions of toxic air containments will also be
evaluated in the EIS/EIR. A water quality assessment report, CIA, and environmental justice
evaluation will also be prepared in support of the EIS/EIR. The CIA will include an evaluation of
the project's consistency with local plans and city planning objectives.

3.2.8 Native American Heritage Commission

Through a letter dated May 31, 2016, the Native American Heritage Commission made
recommendations for cultural resource assessments and provided a summary of portions of
Assembly Bill 52 and Senate Bill 18. The Native American Heritage Commission also
recommended consultation with California Native American Tribes that are traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the Project. The Native American Heritage
Commission expressed the need to discuss any impacts and proposed mitigation on historic
resources. The FRA responded that the tribal consultation processes required pursuant to state
and federal law will be followed during preparation of the EIS/EIR. Historic resources will be
evaluated in the technical studies and in the EIS/EIR as part of the Section 106 process.
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3.3 Public Comments

Twenty-two public comment submissions were received during the scoping period, which included
calls, written comment forms, and submissions through the project website or directly to the
Project email address. Twenty-one comment submissions were from public individuals, and one
comment was received from a local business prior to the start of the scoping period.

The Project team reviewed each submission to identify individual comments. Appendix | includes
all individual comments which are summarized by topic area and discussed in the sections that
follow.

3.3.1 Outreach Materials

Four of the comments received requested information be provided in a language other than
English. Information was requested in Spanish, Chinese, and Japanese.

3.3.2 Project Funding

One comment requested information about funding — specifically asking if the project had already
been adequately funded and if the project would be funded using Measure R funds.

3.3.3 Environmental Resources and Studies

Two comments expressed concern regarding the Macy Street School and recommended the
property be evaluated for eligibility as a historical resource. Concerns were expressed regarding
the preservation of surrounding cultural neighborhoods. One of the comments asked if
US-101 would be evaluated as a cultural resource. One comment inquired as to when the
technical reports would be circulated for public review and comment. One comment suggested
that structural risks related to localized soil and geological conditions be considered. One
commenter provided information on the Upper Los Angeles River Watershed Management Area
and indicated that enhanced watershed management plans and a coordinated integrated
monitoring program are currently in preparation. One of the comments expressed concern
regarding potential changes to the historical aspects of Bauchet Street. One comment expressed
concern about the NRHP-listed LAUS. Two comments submitted questions regarding project
funding and cost.

3.3.4 Project Support

Three comments offered general support for the project.
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3.3.5 Project Design

Four comments offered suggestions and recommendations on project design. One comment
suggested an additional mitigation measure be considered to enhance the pedestrian connectivity
between LAUS and the Civic Center by bridging the freeway with greenspace. One comment
suggested reopening and widening Bauchet Street instead of modifying the Cesar Chavez
underpass. One comment submitted raised concerns over the track design, including raising the
tracks up 15 feet and suggested other lower cost solutions be investigated as part of the
preliminary engineering. One comment noted opposition to surface level parking structures within
close proximity of transportation center or platforms.

3.3.6 Project Tracking/Mailing Lists

Two of the comments received requested to be added to the project’'s mailing list, and one
comment asked for a person to be removed from the mailing list. One comment requested to be
called back regarding the Project.

3.3.7 Property Acquisition/Right-of-Way

Two comments were received on property acquisition and right-of-way for the project. One
comment raised concerns about future train tracks being built over the US-101 and requested
additional information on the project. One comment provided information and right-of-way
questions for the High Speed Rail Project (Burbank to Los Angeles segment).

3.3.8 Public Involvement/Agency Coordination

One comment received inquired on if Caltrans would be involved with the project.

3.4 Rail Stakeholder Comments

No rail stakeholder comments were received from Union Pacific Railroad or BNSF during the
scoping period.

3.5 Response to Scoping Comments

3.5.1 Outreach Materials

Commenters requesting information in a language other than English were provided Project
information in Spanish, Chinese, and Japanese.

3.5.2 Project Funding

The Draft EIS/EIR will include information of the project’s funding and the current status of the
funding.
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3.5.3 Environmental Resources and Studies

In accordance with NEPA and CEQA, the EIS/EIR will evaluate the potential impacts to the full
range of environmental issues and concerns in the categories listed below. The EIS/EIR will
consider agency and public scoping comments in the analysis.

e Land use and planning e Cultural and paleontological
e Transportation resources
¢ Visual and aesthetics e Parklands, community services and

other public facilities
o Section 4(f)
e Economic and fiscal impacts

e Air quality and global climate change
¢ Noise and vibrations

e Biological and wetland resources

fet it
e Floodplains, hydrology, and water * Safety and security

quality e Socioeconomics and communities

e Geology, soils, and seismicity affected

_ o Environmental justice
e Hazardous waste and materials

e Public utilities and energy ¢ Cumulative effects

All draft technical studies prepared as part of the draft EIS/EIR will be made available for public
review and comment during the public review period of the draft EIS/EIR.

3.5.4 Project Support

Comments related to project support do not affect technical studies or EIS/EIR impact evaluation.
However, these comments will be included as part of the project’s records.

3.5.5 Project Design

The EIS/EIR will evaluate a range of alternatives that will meet the purpose and need, including
addressing project design. The FRA and Metro will define these alternatives and evaluate their
suitability for further study in the EIS/EIR. The alternatives and Project design will be developed
consistent with the purpose and need for the Project. .

3.5.6 Project Tracking/Mailing Lists

For commenters requesting to be added to future mailing lists, contact information was added to
the database for future outreach. For commenters requesting to be removed from future mailing
lists, contact information was removed from the database.

3.5.7  Property Acquisition/Right-of-Way

Additional information regarding potential right-of-way needs for alternatives under consideration
will be identified in the EIS/EIR. Comments regarding the High-Speed Rail Project (Burbank to
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Los Angeles segment) outside of the Link US Project limits are being analyzed as part of the
EIS/EIR prepared by the FRA and CHSRA for the High-Speed Rail Project (Burbank to Los
Angeles segment).

3.5.8 Public Involvement/Agency Coordination

The FRA and Metro will provide opportunities for public involvement throughout the NEPA/CEQA
process through the project website, contact list, public information meetings, and public comment
periods. The FRA and Metro prepared the Link US Agency and Public Coordination Plan, in
accordance with the requirements of 23 USC 139. The Link US Agency and Public Coordination
Plan describes the strategies for public involvement and will be made available to the public on
the project website pending FRA approval.

Throughout the NEPA/CEQA process, agency coordination will occur in compliance with NEPA,
CEQA, and other applicable regulatory requirements, such as Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. The Link US Agency and Public Coordination Plan describes the strategies for
keeping agencies informed and involved in the project’'s environmental review to ensure their
concerns are addressed.
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4.0 Conclusions and Next Steps

Comments submitted during scoping will be taken into consideration by the project team
throughout the development of the EIS/EIR. The ideas and concerns shared during scoping, in
addition to any received throughout the remainder of the study, will be considered in the content
of the EIS/EIR, including the public and agency involvement process, purpose and need
statement, alternatives development, and environmental resources evaluation. Public and agency
involvement for the project will extend throughout the development of the EIS/EIR as described
in the Link US Project Agency and Public Coordination Plan.
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extension is based on requests from
potential eligible entities for additional
time to prepare and submit applications.
DATES: The period for submitting
applications to the Notice of Funding
Opportunity for the Advanced
Transportation and Congestion
Management Technologies Deployment
(ATCMTD) program published on
March 29, 2016 (81 FR 17536), is
extended. Applications must be
submitted by 3 p.m. ET, on June 24,
2016. Applications must be submitted
through http://www.grants.gov.
ADDRESSES: Applications must be
submitted through www.grants.gov.
Only applicants who comply with all
submission requirements described in
this notice and submit applications
through www.grants.gov will be eligible
for award.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information concerning this
notice, please contact the FHWA via
email at ATCMTD@dot.gov. For
questions about the ATCMTD program,
contact Mr. Robert Arnold, Director,
FHWA Office of Transportation
Management, telephone 202—-366-1285
or via email at Robert.Arnold@dot.gov;
or Mr. Egan Smith, Managing Director,
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
Joint Program Office, telephone 202—
366—9224 or via email at Egan.Smith@
dot.gov. For legal questions, please
contact Mr. Adam Sleeter, Attorney-
Advisor, FHWA Office of the Chief
Counsel, telephone 202-366—8839 or via
email at Adam.Sleeter@dot.gov.
Business hours for FHWA are from 8
a.m. to 4:30 p.m., e.t., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays. A
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) is available at 202—366—3993.
Additionally, the NOFO, answers to
questions, requests for clarification, and
information about Webinars for further
guidance will be posted at http://
www.grants.gov/.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic Access

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from the Federal
Register Web site at: http://
www.federalregister.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March
29, 2016, at 81 FR 17536, FHWA
published in the Federal Register a
NOFO soliciting applications for the
ATCMTD program for fiscal year 2016
from eligible entities to develop model
deployment sites for large scale
installation and operation of advanced
transportation technologies to improve
safety, efficiency, system performance,
and infrastructure return on investment.
More information about the ATCMTD

program, including this notice,
amendments to the NOFO, and
frequently asked questions, is available
at http://www.grants.gov/ under funding
opportunity number
DTFH6116RA00012.

The original date for submitting
applications was June 3, 2016. A
number of eligible entities requested
additional time to develop and prepare
applications for the ATCMTD program.
The FHWA recognizes that potential
applicants may need additional time to
fully prepare applications, therefore, the
date for submitting applications for the
ATCMTD program is changed from June
3, 2016, to June 24, 2016.

Authority: 23 U.S.C. 503(c)(4).
Issued on: May 23, 2016.

Gregory G. Nadeau,

Administrator, Federal Highway
Administration.

[FR Doc. 2016-12785 Filed 5-27—16; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration

Environmental Impact Statement for
the Link Union Station Project, Los
Angeles, CA

AGENCY: Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), U. S. Department
of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare

an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS).

SUMMARY: Through this NOI, FRA
announces it will prepare an EIS and
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
jointly with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) for the Link Union Station
Project (Link US Project). FRA and
Metro will develop the EIS/EIR in
compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., and the
California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). FRA invites the public and
Federal, state, and local agencies to
provide input into the scope of the EIS
and will consider all information
developed during outreach activities
when preparing the EIS/EIR.

DATES: Persons interested in providing
written comments on the scope of the
Link US Project must do so by June 30,
2016.

A Public scoping meeting is
scheduled on Thursday, June 2, 2016.
ADDRESSES: Interested persons should
send written comments to FRA’s Office
of Program Delivery, 1200 New Jersey

Avenue SE., (Mail Stop 20),
Washington, DC 20590, or Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) Headquarters, One
Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los
Angeles, California, 90012, or via email
to Mark Dierking, Community Relations
Manager, at dierkingm@metro.net.
Comments should include “Link Union
Station—NOI Scoping Comments” in
the subject line.

Interested persons may also provide
comments orally or in writing at the
scoping meeting. FRA and Metro will
hold the scoping meeting between 6:00
p.m. and 8:00 p.m. at: Metro
Headquarters: One Gateway Plaza, Los
Angeles, California, 90012. Metro
Headquarters is an Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA)
accessible facility. Spanish and
Mandarin translation will be provided.
You may call 213-922-2499 at least 72
hours in advance of the meeting to
request other ADA accommodations or
translation services.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Stephanie Perez, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Office of Program
Delivery, Federal Railroad
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE., (Mail Stop 20),
Washington, DC 20590; Telephone:
(202) 493-0388, email:
stephanie.perez@dot.gov, or to Mark
Dierking, Community Relations
Manager, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop
99-13-1), Los Angeles, CA 90012;
email: dierkingm@metro.net. Scoping
materials and information concerning
the scoping meeting is available through
Metro’s Web site: metro.net/projects/
regionalrail/scrip.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FRA is an
operating administration of DOT and is
responsible for overseeing the safety of
railroad operations, including the safety
of any proposed rail ground
transportation system. FRA is also
authorized to provide, subject to
appropriations, funding for intercity
passenger and rail capital investments
and to provide loans and other financial
support for railroad investment. FRA
may provide funding or financing for
the Link US Project in the future.

FRA is the lead agency under NEPA.
Metro will be the joint lead agency
under NEPA and the lead state agency
under CEQA. FRA and Metro will
prepare the EIS/EIR consistent with
NEPA, the Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing
NEPA in 40 CFR parts 15001508, and
FRA’s Procedures for Considering
Environmental Impacts in 64 FR 28545,
dated May 26, 1999 (Environmental
Procedures). FRA and Metro will
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prepare the EIS consistent with 23
U.S.C. 139 (titled “Efficient
environmental reviews for project
decisionmaking”). FRA and Metro will
also prepare the EIS/EIR consistent with
CEQA.

The EIS will also document FRA’s
compliance with other applicable
Federal, state, and local laws including,
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (54 U.S.C. 306108),
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C.
303(c)), Section 309(a) of the Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. 7609(a)), and Executive
Order 12898 and U.S. DOT Order
5610.2(a) on Environmental Justice.

Project Background

The Link US Project would improve
operational flexibility and expand
capacity at Los Angeles Union Station
(LAUS). FRA and Caltrans first studied
potential capacity improvements in a
2002 EIS/EIR known as the Run-
Through Tracks Project. In 2005, FRA
issued a Final EIS and Caltrans certified
the Final EIR for the Run-Through
Tracks Project. Since 2005, Metro
identified new components and changes
to the local and regional operational and
capacity requirements at LAUS. The
following new components and changed
circumstances now need to be studied
in the Link US Project EIS/EIR:

¢ Coordinated activities between
Metro and the California High-Speed
Rail Authority (CHSRA) to facilitate the
planned High Speed Rail (HSR) system;

e A new passenger concourse as a
component of the LAUS Master Plan
(LAUSMP). The passenger concourse
will include new vertical circulation
elements (stairs, escalators, and
elevators) and up to 600,000 square feet
dedicated for passenger circulation and
waiting areas, passenger support
functions and amenities (up to 100,000
square feet), and building functional
support areas to meet the demands of a
multi-modal transit station;

¢ Integration of run-through tracks on
an elevated rail yard to accommodate
the new passenger concourse, consistent
with the LAUSMP;

¢ Incorporation of a single loop track;

e Compatibility with other planned or
completed Metro and public projects;

e Property ownership and valuation
changes; and

e Land use changes since 2005 within
the study area.

FRA and Metro will prepare the Link
US Project EIS/EIR to analyze these new

components and address the changed
circumstances.

Project Location

LAUS is located at 800 North
Alameda Street, City of Los Angeles,
California 90012. LAUS is generally
bounded by U.S. Highway 101 (U.S.
101) to the south, Alameda Street to the
west, Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to the
north, and Vignes Street to the east and
is located in an urban setting, northeast
of downtown Los Angeles and west of
the Los Angeles River. The Link US
Project limits within the railroad
corridor extend from Control Point (CP)
Chavez in the north (near North Main
Street) to CP Olympic in the south (near
the Interstate 10/State Route 60/U.S. 101
interchange).

Project Need

LAUS is a stub-ended terminal station
dating from 1939 that is the central hub
for regional transportation in Southern
California. Metro operates multiple
modes of transit including bus, subway
(Red and Purple Lines), and light rail
transit (Gold Line) at LAUS. Metrolink
(the commuter rail operator governed by
the Southern California Regional Rail
Authority (SCRRA)) and Amtrak are
responsible for operating commuter and
intercity rail services, respectively, and
maintaining a safe and reliable level of
service on existing rail lines, including
the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis
Obispo railroad corridor (primarily
commuter ridership). CHSRA is
responsible for construction and
operation of a statewide HSR system in
California. FRA and CHSRA are
preparing NEPA/CEQA documents for
the Burbank to Los Angeles and Los
Angeles to Anaheim sections of the HSR
System both of which include a
common station at LAUS, including
consideration of an at-grade concept.
However, LAUS’s operational
functionality is becoming increasingly
limited due to a forecasted increase in
ridership on multiple transit and rail
lines and the potential for new
passenger rail and HSR service in the
future.

Between 2000 and 2014, the
population in the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG)
region increased by 2 million people
(approximately 12.3 percent increase).
By 2040, employment and population
growth within the SCAG region is
forecasted to increase by 16 percent.
According to a 2015Metro Transforming
LAUS Summary Report about LAUS,
there are approximately 110,000
passenger trips travelling through LAUS
each weekday. Metro anticipates
continued increases in population and
employment will nearly double the
demand on existing and planned modes

of transportation; resulting in over
200,000 passenger trips through LAUS
each weekday by 2040.

By 2030, Metrolink and Amtrak
anticipate they will need to nearly
double the number of overall train
operations to provide additional
commuter and intercity passenger
service throughout the region. This
includes an increase in ‘“‘through” trains
between Los Angeles and San Diego
making all stops; an increase in
commuter and intercity passenger
service to Ventura and Santa Barbara
counties; intercity passenger service to
San Luis Obispo; and the addition of a
“through” intercity passenger service to
San Francisco (California State Rail
Plan, Caltrans 2013). In addition, Metro
is working with the CHSRA to facilitate
the planned HSR system at LAUS.

FRA and Metro have identified Link
US Project as a critical transportation
project to respond to the forecasted
ridership increases in the region. Link
US Project also represents a critical first
step in the implementation of regional
transportation solutions identified in
the following SCAG planning
documents:

e Federally Approved Transportation
Improvement Program, (2015);

¢ Regional Comprehensive Plan and
Guide (2008); and

¢ Regional Transportation Plan and
Sustainable Communities Strategy
(2016).

Project Purpose and Objectives

Due to the forecasted increase in
ridership on existing transit and rail
modes combined with the potential for
new passenger rail and HSR service in
the future, the overall purpose of the
Link US Project is to improve the
functionality and operational capacity
of LAUS in a cost-effective manner
while maintaining existing transit/rail
operations during construction. Metro is
also working with the CHSRA to
facilitate the planned HSR system at
LAUS within the limits of the Link US
Project. The purpose of the Link US
Project is to improve mobility, travel
times, and safety in the following ways:

e Improve operational efficiencies
and scheduling reliability for trains
using LAUS by reducing the train
movement constraints that results from
“stub-end” operation by constructing
new ‘“‘run-through” tracks and an
operational loop;

¢ Improve pedestrian access to, and
functionality of, the passenger platforms
while also improving connectivity with
other transit serving amenities (retail,
food service, and waiting areas) by
expanding the passenger concourse;



Federal Register/Vol. 81, No. 104/ Tuesday, May 31, 2016/ Notices

34431

¢ Increase the operational capacity of
LAUS by over 40 percent to
accommodate planned growth of
Metrolink and Amtrak train services,
and potential HSR service, while not
precluding other planned improvements
at LAUS by developing an expanded
passenger concourse located below the
elevated platforms;

¢ Preserve space and connections for
future rail and transit options, including
potential HSR service;

e Enhance accessibility to all transit
and rail services for passengers with
disabilities;

e Minimize service disruptions to
existing transit service during
construction; and

e Minimize adverse effects to the
environment, including historic
properties listed on the National
Register of Historic Places.

The Link US Project would also
reduce greenhouse gas emissions by
over 40 percent and thereby meet the air
pollution and greenhouse gas emission
reduction targets mandated by
California Assembly Bill 32, known as
the Global Warming Solutions Act of
2006, as amended, and California Senate
Bill 375, known as the California’s
Sustainable Communities and Climate
Protection Act of 2008. These two laws
establish the basis for SCAG and Metro
to accommodate regional growth
through increased and more frequent
access to alternative modes of transit for
local communities.

Proposed Project Alternatives

The Link US Project would transform
LAUS from a “stub-end tracks station”
into a “run-through tracks station”
while increasing operational capacity to
meet the demands of the broader rail
system. The EIS/EIR will consider the
No Action/No Build Alternative and a
number of Build Alternatives.

Each of the Build Alternatives would
result in enhanced operational capacity
from CP Chavez in the north (near North
Main Street) to CP Olympic in the south
(near the Interstate 10/State Route 60/
U.S. 101 interchange). Major project
components are described below.

e Throat and Elevated Rail Yard—
The Link US Project would include new
track and subgrade improvements to
increase the elevation of the tracks
leading to LAUS known as the “throat”
and an elevated rail yard including new
longer, elevated passenger platforms
and canopies.

e New Passenger Concourse—The
Link US Project would include a new
passenger concourse, up to 600,000
square feet (passenger circulation and
waiting areas, passenger support
functions and amenities, and building

functional support areas), including
100,000 square feet of transit serving
amenities to meet the demands of a
multi-modal transit station. The new
passenger concourse would enhance
ADA accessibility at LAUS and include
new vertical circulation elements (stairs,
escalators, and elevators) for passengers
between the elevated platforms and the
new passenger concourse under the rail
yard.

e Run-Through Tracks—The Link US
Project would include up to 10 run-
through tracks with a new viaduct or
viaducts over U.S. 101 that extend run-
through tracks for regional/intercity rail
(Metrolink/Amtrak) and potentially HSR
south along the west bank of the Los
Angeles River, and a separate overhead
viaduct for a single loop track turning
north to the existing Keller Yard.

The Link US Project would also
require modifications to existing bridges
at city streets to accommodate new
elevated tracks; modifications to U.S.
101 and local streets to accommodate
the run-through tracks overhead
viaducts; railroad signal, Positive Train
Control, and communications-related
improvements; modifications to the
SCRRA West Bank main line tracks;
modifications to the existing Keller Yard
and BNSF Railway West Bank Yard;
modifications to the Amtrak lead track;
new access roadways to the railroad
right-of-way (ROW); additional ROW;
and utility relocations, replacements,
and abandonments.

Probable Effects

The EIS/EIR will consider the
potential environmental effects of the
Link US Project alternatives in detail.
FRA and Metro will analyze the
following environmental issue areas in
the EIS/EIR: Air Quality and Global
Climate Change; Biological and Wetland
Resources; Cultural and Historic
Resources; Economic and Fiscal
Impacts; Energy; Environmental Justice;
Floodplains, Hydrology, and Water
Quality; Geology, Soils, and Seismicity;
Hazardous Waste and Materials; Land
Use, Planning, and Communities; Noise
and Vibration; Parklands, Community
Services, and Other Public Facilities;
Safety and Security; Section 4(f)
Resources; Transportation; and Visual
Quality and Aesthetics.

Scoping and Comments

FRA encourages broad participation
in the EIS process during scoping and
review of the resulting environmental
documents. FRA invites all interested
agencies, Native American Tribes, and
the public at large to participate in the
scoping process to ensure the EIS/EIR
addresses the full range of issues related

to the proposed action, reasonable
alternatives are addressed, and all
significant issues are identified. FRA
requests that any public agency having
jurisdiction over an aspect of the Link
US Project identify the agency’s permit
or environmental review requirements
and the scope and content of the
environmental information germane to
the agency’s jurisdiction over the Link
US Project. FRA requests that public
agencies advise FRA if they anticipate
taking a major action in connection with
the proposed project and if they wish to
cooperate in the preparation of the Link
US Project EIS/EIR.

FRA will coordinate with
participating agencies during
development of the Draft EIS under 23
U.S.C. 139. FRA will invite all Federal
and non-Federal agencies and Native
American Tribes that may have an
interest in the Link US Project to
become participating agencies for the
EIS. If an agency or Tribe is not invited
and would like to participate, please
contact FRA at the contact information
listed above. FRA will develop a
Coordination Plan summarizing how it
will engage the public, agencies, and
Tribes in the process. The Coordination
Plan will be posted to the Link US
Project Web site metro.net/projects/
regionalrail/scrip and to FRA’s Web site
fra.dot.gov.

FRA and Metro have scheduled a
public scoping meeting as an important
component of the scoping process for
both the state and Federal
environmental review. The scoping
meeting described in the ADDRESSES
section will also be advertised locally
and included in additional public
notification. The format of the meeting
will consist of a short presentation
describing the proposed Link US
Project, objectives, and existing
conditions.

Issued in Washington, DC on May 26,
2016.

Jamie Rennert,

Director, Office of Program Delivery.

[FR Doc. 2016-12813 Filed 5-26-16; 11:15 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Transit Administration

Fiscal Year 2015 and 2016 Passenger
Ferry Grant Program Project
Selections

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration.

ACTION: Correction: Passenger Ferry
Grant Program Announcement of Project
Selections.
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Project extends north, south, and east of LAUS to encompass various Project elements.
Figure 1 depicts the regional location and general vicinity of the Project. Figure 2 depicts the
Project Study Area, which encompasses the anticipated extent of the environmental study
associated with the major Project components.

PROJECT NEED

LAUS functions as the central hub for regional transit in Southern California and provides direct
linkages for the Metro bus and Metro rail system (e.g., Red Line, Purple Line, and Gold Line),
Southern California Regional Rail Authority’s (SCRRA or commonly referred to as Metrolink)
regional rail system, and Amtrak interstate rail system. LAUS is a stub-ended terminal station
dating from 1939 and is approaching its operational capacity at peak transit periods. Based on
ridership numbers forecasted to increase on multiple transit and rail lines, combined with the
implementation of positive train control (PTC), LAUS’s operational functionality is becoming
increasingly limited; thereby, emphasizing the need for the Project.

The population in the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) region increased
between 2000 and 2014 by two (2) million people (an approximate 12.3 percent increase). By
2040, employment and population growth within the SCAG region is forecasted to increase by
16 percent. According to data collected by Metro, there are approximately 110,000 passenger
trips that currently travel through LAUS each weekday. Metro anticipates continued increases in
population and employment will nearly double the demand on existing and planned modes of
transportation; resulting in over 200,000 passenger trips through LAUS each weekday by 2040
(Transforming LAUS Summary Report, Metro 2015).

Metro operates multiple modes of transit including bus, subway (Red and Purple Lines), and
light rail transit (Gold Line) routes in and out of LAUS. Metrolink and Amtrak are responsible for
the operation of commuter and intercity rail services, respectively and maintaining a safe and
reliable level of service on existing rail lines, including the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis
Obispo (LOSSAN) railroad corridor (primarily commuter ridership).

By 2030, Metrolink and Amtrak operators estimate the need to nearly double the number of
overall train operations to provide additional commuter train service throughout the region,
which would include: an increase in “through” trains between Los Angeles and San Diego
making all stops, an increase in both commuter and intercity service to Ventura and Santa
Barbara counties, an increase in intercity service to San Luis Obispo, and a “through” service to
San Francisco (California State Rail Plan, Caltrans 2013). Metro and FRA have identified Link
US as a critical transportation project to respond to the forecasted ridership increases in the
region.

Link US also represents a critical first step in the implementation of regional transportation
solutions identified in the following SCAG planning documents:

e Federally Approved Transportation Improvement Program (2015);
¢ Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (2008); and,
e Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016).



PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

Due to the forecasted increase in ridership on existing transit and rail modes combined with the
potential for new passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall
purpose of Link US is to improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-
effective manner while maintaining existing transit/rail operations during construction. In
addition, the purpose of the Project is to improve mobility, travel times, and safety in a way that:

o Improve operational efficiencies and scheduling reliability for trains using LAUS by
reducing train movement constraints that result from “stub-end” operation by
constructing new “run-through” tracks and an operational loop;

o Improves pedestrian access to and functionality of, the passenger platforms while also
improving connectivity with other transit serving amenities (retail, food service, and
waiting areas) within an expanded passenger concourse;

¢ Increases the operational capacity of LAUS by over 40 percent to accommodate planned
growth of Metrolink and Amtrak train services and potential HSR service, while not
precluding other planned improvements at LAUS, such as the development of an
expanded passenger concourse located below the elevated platforms;

e Preserves space and connections for future rail and transit options, including potential
HSR service;

e Enhances accessibility provisions for passengers with disabilities to all transit modes;

e Minimize service disruptions to existing transit service during construction, such as
Metrolink, Amtrak, Metro Gold Line, Red Line and Purple Line; and,

e Minimizes adverse effects to the environment, including historic properties listed on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

In addition, Link US would reduce green house gas emissions by over 40 percent and thereby
meet the air pollution and greenhouse gas emission reduction targets as mandated under
California Assembly Bill (AB) 32, known as the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, as
amended, and, California Senate Bill (SB) 375, known as the California’s Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008. These two laws establish the basis for both
SCAG and Metro to accommodate regional growth through increased and more frequent access
to alternative modes of transit for local communities.

THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Metro is proposing Link US to transform LAUS from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-
through tracks station” while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the
broader rail system. The EIS/EIR will consider the No Action/No Build Alternative and potentially
up to four (4) Build Alternatives for Link US. HSR is considered a related project to Link US;
and therefore, the Link US Build Alternatives will potentially accommodate the construction of up
to four (4) HSR tracks and up to two (2) HSR platforms as part of the Project. The Link US
EIS/EIR will evaluate the physical improvements to potentially accommodate HSR service at



LAUS within the limits of the Project. FRA and CHSRA will evaluate the construction and
operation of the HSR Burbank to Los Angeles and Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Sections in
separate environmental documents.

Each of the Build Alternatives would result in enhanced operational capacity from Control Point
(CP) Chavez in the north (near North Main Street) to CP Olympic in the south (near the
Interstate 10/State Route 60/U.S.101 interchange). Figure 3 depicts the major project
components.

e Throat and Elevated Rail Yard — New track and subgrade improvements to increase
the elevation of the tracks leading to LAUS, known as the “throat,” and an elevated rail
yard that would include new longer, and elevated passenger platforms and canopies.

e New Passenger Concourse — A new passenger concourse, up to 600,000 square feet
(passenger circulation and waiting areas, passenger support functions and amenities,
and building functional support areas), including up to 100,000 square feet of transit
serving amenities to meet the demands of a multi-modal transit station. The Link US-
related portion of the new passenger concourse would enhance Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility at LAUS and include new vertical circulation elements
(stairs, escalators, and elevators) for passengers between the elevated platforms and
the new passenger concourse under the rail yard.

e Run-Through Tracks — Up to 10 run-through tracks with a new viaduct or viaducts over
U.S. 101 that extend run-through tracks for regional/intercity rail (Metrolink/Amtrak) and
potentially HSR south along the west bank of the Los Angeles River. In addition, a
separate overhead viaduct is required for a loop track(s) turning north to the existing
Keller Yard.

The Project would also require: modifications to existing city street bridges to accommodate
new elevated tracks; modifications to local streets (including potential street closures and
vacations) to accommodate the run-through tracks overhead viaducts; railroad signal(s), PTC,
communications-related improvements; modifications to the SCRRA West Bank main line
tracks; modifications to the existing Keller Yard and BNSF West Bank Yard; modifications to the
Amtrak lead track; provision of railroad right-of-way (ROW) access roadways; additional ROW;
and utility relocations, replacements, and abandonments.

PROBABLE EFFECTS

The EIS/EIR will consider in detail the potential environmental effects of the Project alternatives.
The following environmental issue areas will be analyzed in the EIS/EIR: Air Quality and Global
Climate Change; Biological and Wetland Resources; Cultural and Historic Resources; Economic
and Fiscal Impacts; Energy; Environmental Justice; Floodplains, Hydrology, and Water Quality;
Geology, Soils, and Seismicity; Hazardous Waste and Materials; Land Use, Planning, and
Communities; Noise and Vibration; Parklands, Community Services, and Other Public Facilities;
Safety and Security; Section 4(f) Resources; Transportation; and Visual Quality and Aesthetics.



PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION

A comprehensive public involvement program has been developed, including the preparation of
a Public Outreach Plan and Agency Coordination Plan. The program includes a Project website
(https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/); outreach to local and county officials, and
community and civic groups; a public scoping process to define the issues of concern among all
parties interested in the Project; focused meetings with stakeholders; a public meeting during
the Draft EIS/EIR comment period; and development and distribution of Project newsletters.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

This NOP is being circulated pursuant to California Public Resource Code Section 21153(a) and
the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082. Public agencies and the public are invited to comment on
the proposed scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIS/EIR.
Metro will make the NOP available for at least 30 days to allow for public review and comment.
The comment period for the NOP extends from May 27, 2016 to June 27, 2016.

PROVIDING COMMENTS

Please provide your written comments, including specific statutory responsibilities of your
agency, as applicable. Written comments on the NOP and the content of the EIS/EIR should be
submitted no later than Thursday, June 27, 2016. Please send your comments via U.S. mail to
Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los Angeles, California, 90012;
or via email to Mark Dierking at dierkingm@metro.net, with the subject line “Link Union Station —
NOP Scoping Comments,” and include the name of a contact person in your organization, if
applicable.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

CEQA Section 15083 provides for a Lead Agency to consult directly with any person or
organization it believes will be concerned with the environmental impacts of the Project. The
public scoping process will be helpful for Metro to identify a range of alternatives, mitigation
measures, and potential significant impacts to be analyzed in depth in the EIS/EIR.

Metro and FRA have scheduled a public scoping meeting on Thursday, June 2, 2016 from
6:00 PM — 8:00 PM at Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California,
90012.

Scoping materials will be available at the meeting and on the Metro website:
https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/.

The format of the meeting will consist of a short presentation sharing the Project, Project
objectives and existing conditions.

Public input is anticipated via comment cards provided at the meeting, but Metro will also accept
letters and emails to the addresses above.


https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. Spanish and Mandarin translation is
provided. Other ADA accommodations and translations are available by calling 213-922-2524 at
least 72 hours in advance. Metro requests public agencies’ views on the scope and content of
the environmental information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities. Please send
your agency’s written response to the address indicated above by June 27, 2016.



Figure 1. Project Location and Regional Vicinity




Figure 2. Link US — Project Study Area




Figure 3. Link US — Major Project Components



CEQAnet - Link Union Station (Link US)

California Home Friday, May 27, 2016

OPR Home > CEQAnet Home > CEQAnet Query > Search Results > Document Description
Link Union Station (Link US)

SCH Number: 2016051071
Document Type: NOP - Notice of Preparation

Project Lead Agency: Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Project Description

Other: Federal Railroad Administration Metro is proposing the project to transform Los Angeles Union Station from a "stub-end tracks station" into a "run-
through tracks station" while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the broader rail system. The project would include the construction
of new run-through tracks over US-101, a new passenger concourse, and an elevated rail yard that would include new boarding platforms and overhead
canopies. Metro is also working with California High-Speed Rail Authority to potentially accommodate high-speed rail within the limits of Link US. The
project would also require: modifications to existing bridges; modifications to local streets; communications-related improvements; modifications to
existing mainline tracks; additional right-of-way; and utility relocations, replacements, and abandonments.

Contact Information

Primary Contact:

Mark Dierking

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(213) 922-2524,':3_.

One Gateway Plaza

MS 99-17-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Project Location

County: Los Angeles

City: Los Angeles, City of

Region:

Cross Streets: Alameda St, Caesar Chavez, Commercial St
Latitude/Longitude: 34° 3'20.4" / 118° 14.3' 46" Map
Parcel No: multiple

Township:

Range:

Section:

Base:

Other Location Info:

Proximity To

Highways: 101, 5, 10, 110

Airports:

Railways: Amtrak, Metrolink

Waterways: LA River

Schools: Castelar ES

Land Use: LA Union Station, Alameda District Specific Plan - Commercial and Industrial

Development Type

Commercial, Transportation: Other (Transit improvement)

http://www.ceganet.ca.gov/DocDescription.asp?DocPK=702453[5/27/2016 8:04:24 AM]
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CEQAnet - Link Union Station (Link US)

Local Action

Other Action (Transit Project)

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual, Air Quality, Archaeologic-Historic, Biological Resources, Drainage/Absorption, Economics/Jobs, Fiscal Impacts, Flood Plain/Flooding,
Geologic/Seismic, Noise, Population/Housing Balance, Public Services, Schools/Universities, Sewer Capacity, Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading, Solid
Waste, Toxic/Hazardous, Traffic/Circulation, Water Quality, Growth Inducing, Landuse, Cumulative Effects, Other Issues (Historic resources)

Reviewing Agencies (Agencies in Bold Type submitted comment letters to the State Clearinghouse)

Resources Agency; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Native American
Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; Caltrans, Division of Transportation Planning; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Air
Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4

Date Received: 5/25/2016 Start of Review: 5/25/2016 End of Review: 6/23/2016
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May 30, 2016

DOWNTOWNNEWS.COM

Downtown News 15

NOTICE OF SALE

NOTICE OF SALE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
that the undersigned intends
to sell the personal property
described below to enforce a lien
imposed on said property pursu-
ant to Sections 21700-21716
of the Business & Professions
Code, Section 2328 of the UCC,
Section 535 of the Penal Code
and provisions of the Civil Code.

The undersigned will sell on the
14th day of Junel 2016 at 11:
00 A.M. on the premises where
said property has been stored
and which are located at Thriftee
Storage Company LLC, 1717 N.
Glendale Blvd. in the city of Los
Angeles, County of Los Angeles,
State of California, the following:

Name of owner: Space number
Description of goods
Amount

Sarah Prater
Personal effects
$224.00

Acne Production A-2
Personal effects
$398.00

Francisco Torres
Personal effects
$130.00

Janet Hoffman
A6,L16,1L9,L.23,L.29,
L3,L34,0L41,L6,L7,S19
Personal effects
$3100.00

Purchases must be paid for at
the time of purchase in cash
only. All purchased storage units

with the items contained herein
are sold on an “as-is” basis and
must be removed at the time of
sale. Sale subject to cancella-
tion in the event of settlement
between Thriftee Storage Co.
and obligated party.

Thriftee Storage Company LLC
Dated at Los Angeles, CA by
Felipe F. Islas / Manager

May 26th 2016.

PUBLIC NOTICE

COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES
TREASURER
AND TAX
COLLECTOR

NOTICE OF DIVIDED
PUBLICATION
Made pursuant to Revenue and
Taxation Code Section 3381

Pursuant to Revenue and Taxation
Code Sections 3381 through
3385, the Notice of Power to Sell
Tax-Defaulted Property in and for
the County of Los Angeles, State
of California, has been divided and
distributed to various newspapers
of general circulation published in
the County. A portion of the list
appears in each of such news-
papers.

NOTICE OF IMPENDING
POWER TO SELL TAX-
DEFAULTED PROPERTY
Made pursuant to Revenue and
Taxation Code Section 3361

Notice is hereby given that real
property taxes and assessments
on the parcels described below
will have been defaulted five or
more years, or, in the case of
nonresidential commercial prop-
erty, property on which a nui-

sance abatement lien has been
recorded, or that can serve the
public benefit by providing hous-
ing or services directly related to
low-income persons when three
or more years have elapsed, and
a request has been made by a
city, county, city and county, or
nonprofit organization that prop-
erty, will become subject to the
Tax Collector’s power to sell.

The parcels listed will become
subject to the Tax Collector’s
power to sell on July 1, 2016, at
12:01 a.m., by operation of law.
The Tax Collector will record a
Notice of Power to Sell unless
the property taxes are paid in full
or an installment plan of redemp-
tion is initiated, as provided by
law prior to 5:00 p.m., on June
30, 2016. The right to initiate an
installment plan terminates on
June 30, 2016. Thereafter, the
only option to prevent the sale of
the property at public auction is
by paying the taxes in full.

The right of redemption survives
the property becoming subject to
the Tax Collector’s power to sell,
but it terminates at 5:00 p.m. on
the last business day before the
scheduled auction of the property
by the Tax Collector.

The Treasurer and Tax Collector’s
Office will furnish, upon request,
information concerning payment
in full or initiating an installment
plan of redemption. Requests
must be made to Joseph Kelly,
Treasurer and Tax Collector,
County of Los Angeles, 225 North
Hill Street, First Floor Lobby, Los
Angeles, California 90012. For
more information, please visit our
website at ttc.lacounty.gov.

The amount to redeem, in dollars
and cents, is set forth opposite
its parcel number. This amount

includes all defaulted taxes, pen-
alties, and fees that have accrued
from the date of tax-default to the
date of June 30, 2016.

| certify, under penalty of perjury,
that the foregoing is true and cor-
rect. Dated this 5th day of May,
2016.

TREASURER AND TAX
COLLECTOR
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

PARCEL NUMBERING
SYSTEM EXPLANATION

The Assessor’s Identification
Number, when used to describe
property in this list, refers to the
Assessor's map book, the map
page, the block on the map, if
applicable, and the individual
parcel on the map page or in the
block. The Assessor’s maps and
further explanation of the parcel
numbering system are available
in the Assessor’s Office, 500
West Temple Street, Room 225,
Los Angeles, California 90012.

The real property that is the sub-
ject of this notice is situated in the
County of Los Angeles, State of
California, and is described as
follows:

PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED
IN YEAR 2013 FOR TAXES,
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR
2012-2013

2360 $145.66 DEL GIZZI,DANA
M AIN: 5535-025-002

2361 $65,406.54 RICHAR INC
SITUS:1250 N WESTERN AVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90029-1019

AIN: 5537-002-026

PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED
IN YEAR 2011 FOR TAXES,
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR
2010-2011

2362 $75.884-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:630 N
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES
CA 90004-2104 AIN: 5538-029-
032

2363 $290.35 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:626 N BERENDO ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2144
AIN: 5538-029-033

2364 $83.384-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:616 N
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES
CA 90004-2104 AIN: 5538-029-
034

2365 $81.84 4-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:610 S
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES
CA 90005-1712 AIN: 5538-029-
035

2366 $122.59 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:639 N NEW HAMPSHIRE
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2112 AIN: 5538-029-036

2367 $117.13 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:635 N NEW HAMPSHIRE
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2167 AIN: 5538-029-037

2368 $122.84 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:617 N NEW HAMPSHIRE
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2121 AIN: 5538-029-038

2369 $73.49 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:4203 CLINTON ST LOS
ANGELES CA 90004-2106 AIN:
5638-030-028
2370$83.884-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:627 N
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES
CA 90004-2103 AIN: 5538-030-
029
2371

$117.71 4-STREETS

CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:639 N BERENDO ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2103
AIN: 5538-030-030

2372 $81.49 4-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:645 N
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES
CA 90004-2103 AIN: 5538-030-
031

2373 $101.41 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:659 N BERENDO ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2103
AIN: 5538-030-032

2374  $89.04 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:647 N HELIOTROPE DR
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2107
AIN: 5538-031-020

2375 $4,476.66 4-STREETS
CO-OP OF RTE 2 |INC
SITUS:659 N HELIOTROPE DR

LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2163
AIN: 5538-031-022

2376 $96.82 4-STREETS CO-OP
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:650 N
KENMORE AVE LOS ANGELES
CA 90004-2122 AIN: 5538-031-
023

2377 $53,972.86
ALTOUNIAN,JACQUELINE AND
TERZIAN,LEVON SITUS:1212
N ALEXANDRIA AVE LOS
ANGELES CA 90029-1404 AIN:
5540-007-011

PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED
IN YEAR 2010 FOR TAXES,
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR
2009-2010

2378 $1,835.73 SCHLAFF,JOHN
SITUS:1216 N KENMORE AVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90029-1589
AIN: 5540-011-003

the LOFT expert!

Downtown since 2002

Bill Cooper
213.598.7555

TheloftExpertGroup.com
BRE #01309009

Voted BEST Downtown Residential Real Estate Agent!

LOFT LIVING

Your number 1 source for Loft sales, rentals and
development!
DowntownNews.com

NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND INTENT FOR A JOINT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

(EIS/EIR) AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
WHAT IS BEING PROPOSED?

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) are initiating the environmental process for Link Union Station (Link US or Project), formerly known as the
Southern California Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). FRA will serve as the lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the Project and has released a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS.
Metro will serve as the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the EIR. FRA and Metro intend to prepare a joint EIS/EIR for Link US.

FRA and Metro are proposing Link US to transform Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station” while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the broader
rail system. The Project would include the construction of new run-through tracks over US-101, a new passenger concourse, and an elevated rail yard that would include new boarding platforms and overhead canopies. Metro
and FRA are also working with California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) to facilitate the planned HSR system within the limits of Link US. Link US would also require: modifications to existing bridges at city streets to
accommodate new elevated tracks; modifications to local streets; railroad signal, Positive Train Control, and communications-related improvements; modifications to existing mainline tracks; additional right-of-way; and utility

relocations, replacements, and abandonments.

The EIS/EIR will be prepared consistent with the NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and the Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA set forth in 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, the FRA's Procedures for
Considering Environmental Impacts as set forth in 64 CFR Part 28545, dated May 26, 1999 (Environmental Procedures), 23 U.S.C. 139, CEQA (Section 21000-21178 and California Code of Regulations Title 14, Chapter 3 Section

15000-15387), and other applicable federal and state laws and regulations. The purpose of this Notice is to:

 Advise the public that FRA is the lead federal agency and Metro is the lead state/local agency;

* Provide information about the Project, purpose and need for the project, and alternatives to be considered; and,

* Invite public and agency participation in the EIS/EIR process.

The EIS/EIR will consider the No Action/No Build Alternative and a number of Build Alternatives that improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner while maintaining existing transit/rail
operations during construction.

WHEN 18 THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD?

The public review and comment period for the NOP and NOI is May 27, 2016 to June 27, 2016. Federal, state, and local agencies, organizations, and public are invited to provide input into the scope of the EIS/EIR.

HOW CAN YOU COMMENT?

Interested persons should send written comments to FRA's Office of Program Delivery, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. (Mail Stop 20), Washington, DC 20590, or Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los Angeles, California, 90012, or via e-mail to Mark Dierking, Community Relations Manager, at dierkingm@metro.net. Comments should include “Link Union Station —
NOI Scoping Comments” or “Link Union Station — NOP Scoping Comments” in the subject line. Persons interested in providing written comments on the scope of the Project must do so by Monday June 27, 2016.

Scoping materials and information concerning the scoping meeting is available through Metro’s Web site: https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/

WHEN AND WHERE 1S THE SCOPING MEETING TAKING PLACE?

Thursday, June 2, 2016

6:00 PM — 8:00 PM; Brief Presentation at 6:30 PM
Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, First Floor Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. Spanish and Chinese translation will be provided. Other ADA accommodations and translations are available by calling 213-922-2524 at least 72 hours in advance.




AVISO DE PREPARACION E INTENCION PARA
UNA DECLARACION CONJUNTA DE IMPACTO
AMBIENTAL/REPORTE DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL
(EIS/EIR) Y REUNION DE ALCANCE PUBLICO

;/QUE SE ESTA PROPONIENDO?

La Administracion Federal Ferroviaria (FRA, por sus siglas en inglés) y la Autoridad de Transporte
Metropolitano (Metro) del Condado de Los Angeles estén iniciando el proceso ambiental para Link Union
Station (Link US o Proyecto), anteriormente conocido como el Proyecto de Interconexion Regional del Sur
de California (SCRIP, por sus siglas en inglés). FRA servird como agencia lider bajo la Ley Nacional de
Politica Ambiental (NEPA, por sus siglas en inglés) para el Proyecto y ha publicado un Aviso de Intencién
(NOI, por sus siglas en inglés) para preparar un EIS. Metro servird como agencia lider bajo la Ley de
Calidad Ambiental de California (CEQA, por sus siglas en inglés) y ha publicado un Aviso de Preparacion
(NOP, por sus siglas en inglés) para el EIR. FRA y Metro tienen intencion de preparar un EIS/EIR conjunto
para Link US.

FRA'y Metro estdn proponiendo Link US para transformar Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) de una
“estacion de vias finales” en una “estacion de vias que atraviesan” mientras que incrementan la capacidad
operacional para cumplir las demandas del sistema ferroviario mas amplio. El Proyecto incluiria la
construccion de nuevas vias que atraviesan por encima de US-101, una nueva explanada de pasajeros, y
un patio de ferrocarril elevado que incluiria nuevas plataformas y doseles suspendidos. Metro y FRA
también estén trabajando con la Autoridad de Tren de Alta Velocidad de California (CHSRA, por sus siglas
en inglés) para facilitar el sistema HSR planeado dentro de los limites de Link US. Link US también
requeriria; modificaciones para los puentes existentes en las calle de la ciudad para acomodar las nuevas
vias elevadas; modificaciones a calles locales: sefiales de ferrocarril, Gontrol de Tren Positivo, y mejoras
relacionadas con las comunicaciones; modificaciones a las vias principales existentes; derechos de paso
adicionales; y reubicacion, sustituciones, y abandonos de utilidades.

El EIS/EIR serd preparado consistente con NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) y el Consejo sobre las
regulaciones de Calidad Ambiental que implementa NEPA establecido en 40 CFR Partes 1500-1508, para
los Procedimientos para Considerar los Impactos Ambientales de FRA como se establece en 64 CFR Parte
28545, fechado el 26 de mayo de 1999 (Procedimientos Ambientales), 23 U.S.C. 139, CEQA (Seccion
21000-21178 y el Titulo 14 del Cddigo de Regulaciones de California, Capitulo 3 Seccion 15000-15387), y
otras leyes y regulaciones federales y estatales. El propésito de este Aviso es:

* Informar al ptblico que FRA es la agencia federal lider y Metro es la agencia estatal/local lider;

* Proporcionar informacion acerca del Proyecto, propdsito y necesidad del proyecto, y alternativas a
ser consideradas; v,

* Invitar a la participacion del piblico y a la agencia en el proceso de EIS/EIR.

El EIS/EIR considerard la Alternativa de No Accién/No Construccion y un nimero de Alternativas de
Construccion que mejoren la funcionalidad y capacidad operacional de LAUS de una manera rentable
mientras mantiene las operaciones de transporte/férreo existente durante la construccion.

;CUANDO ES LA REVISION PUBLICA Y EL PERIODO DE COMENTARIQS?

La revision pablica y el periodo de comentarios para el NOP y el NOI son del 27 de mayo de 2016 al 27
de junio de 2016. Las agencias federales, estatales y locales, organizaciones, y el pablico estén invitados
a aportar informacion del alcance del EIS/EIR.

;COMO PUEDE COMENTAR?

Las personas interesadas deben enviar comentarios escritos a la Oficina del Programa de Entrega de FRA,
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. (Mail Stop 20), Washington, DC 20590, o a la Sede de la Autoridad de
Transporte Metropolitano del Condado de Los Angeles (Metro), One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1),
Los Angeles, California, 90012, o por correo electronico a Mark Dierking, Gerente de Relaciones
Comunitarias, a dierkingm@metro.net. Los comentarios deben incluir “Link Union Station — NOI Scoping
Comments” o “Link Union Station — NOP Scoping Comments” en la linea del asunto. Las personas
interesadas en proporcionar comentarios escritos sobre el alcance del Proyecto deben hacerlos antes del
lunes, 27 de junio de 2016.

Los materiales del alcance e informacion concerniente de la reunion del alcance estén disponibles a través
del sitio web de Metro: https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/

;CUANDO Y DONDE ESTA TENIENDO LUGAR LA REUNION DE ALCANCE?

Jueves, 2 de junio de 2016
6:00 PM - 8:00 PM; Presentacion breve a las 6:30 PM ’
Sede de Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Primer Piso Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012

Todas las reuniones de Metro se llevan a cabo en las instalaciones accesibles ADA. Se proporcionard
traduccion al espafiol y chino. Otros alojamientos ADA y traducciones estan disponibles llamando al

213-922-2524 con al menos 72 horas de antelacion.
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From: Link Union Station <LinkUnionStation@metro.net>

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 5:02 PM

To:

Subject: Reminder: Link US Scoping Meeting & Open House — Tomorrow, June 2, 2016, 6-8 PM!
Espaiiol | &

We invite you to learn about the Link Union Station
Project!

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has initiated the
environmental process for Link Union Station (Link US), formerly known as the Southern California
Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). Metro will be holding a Scoping Meeting on June 2nd to
provide information on the project and receive comments from the public.

Link US will extend the railroad tracks at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) over the US-101
freeway, provide one-seat rides from Ventura to Anaheim and San Bernardino to Los Angeles, and
reduce dwell times to 5 minutes. Link US will allow LAUS to meet the forecasted demands of the
regional rail system by increasing capacity by 40% and potentially accommodating California High-
Speed Rail. Link US will also build a new expanded passenger concourse with retail amenities.

Project Benefits:

> Increased rail service capacity
> Improved transit connectivity
> Reduced travel times



> One-seat rides between destinations in Southern California
> Reduced greenhouse gas emissions
> Improved passenger experience

Please mark your calendars for this public meeting. We look forward to seeing you soon!

Link US Scoping Meeting and Open House:

Thursday, June 2, 2016
6:00 — 8:00 PM

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Plan your trip to the meeting at metro.net or by calling 323.GO.Metro (323.466.3876).
Parking is available in the Metro Headquarters underground garage for $8.

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. ADA accommodations and translations are
available by calling 213.922.2524 at least 72 hours in advance.

If you are unable to attend in person, and would like to provide feedback, please send written
comments in through the following ways:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Notice of
Preparation (NOP) Public Comment Period:
May 27, 2016 — June 27, 2016

Please submit NOP public comments via the following methods:

Email: Mr. Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
dierkingm@metro.net

Mail: Link Union Station (Link US)
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Online: metro.net/projects/regionalrail/commentguestion-form

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Notice of Intent
(NOI) Public Comment Period:
May 31, 2016 — June 30, 2016

Please submit NOI public comments via the following methods:

Email: Ms. Stephanie Perez
Environmental Protection Specialist
Office of Program Delivery
stephanie.perez@dot.gov

Mail: Link Union Station (Link US)
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE (Mail Stop 20)
Washington, DC 20590

Telephone: 202.493.0388



For more information:

213.922.2524
LinkUnionStation@metro.net
metro.net/projects/link-us

Share this email:

Manage your preferences | Opt out using TrueRemove™
Got this as a forward? Sign up to receive our future emails.
View this email online.

One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA | 90012 US

This email was sent to jlao@mbimedia.com.
To continue receiving our emails, add us to your address book.



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Link Union Station <LinkUnionStation@metro.net>
Monday, June 06, 2016 5:06 PM

Link US Public Comment Period

Thank you for participating in the Public Scoping Meeting!

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has initiated the
environmental process for Link Union Station (Link US), formerly known as the Southern California
Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). Metro held a Scoping Meeting on June 2, 2016 to provide
information on the project and receive comments from the public.

Link US will extend the railroad tracks at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) over the US-101
freeway, provide one-seat rides from Ventura to Anaheim and San Bernardino to Los Angeles, and
reduce dwell times to 5 minutes. Link US will allow LAUS to meet the forecasted demands of the
regional rail system by increasing capacity by 40% and potentially accommodating California High-
Speed Rail. Link US will also build a new expanded passenger concourse with retail amenities.

Project Benefits:

> Increased rail service capacity

> Improved transit connectivity

> Reduced travel times

> One-seat rides between destinations in Southern California
> Reduced greenhouse gas emissions

> Improved passenger experience



If you were unable to attend the meeting in person, we would still like to hear from you! Please
submit written comments in the following ways:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Notice of
Preparation (NOP) Public Comment Period:
May 27, 2016 — June 27, 2016

Please submit NOP public comments via the following methods:

Email: Mr. Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
dierkingm@metro.net

Mail: Link Union Station (Link US)
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Online: metro.net/projects/regionalrail/commentquestion-form

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Notice of Intent
(NOI) Public Comment Period:
May 31, 2016 — June 30, 2016

Please submit NOI public comments via the following methods:

Email: Ms. Stephanie Perez
Environmental Protection Specialist
Office of Program Delivery
stephanie.perez@dot.gov

Mail: Link Union Station (Link US)
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE (Mail Stop 20)
Washington, DC 20590

Telephone: 202.493.0388

For more information:

213.922.2524
LinkUnionStation@metro.net
metro.net/projects/link-us




Share this email:

@000

Manage your preferences | Opt out using TrueRemove™
Got this as a forward? Sign up to receive our future emails.
View this email online.

One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA | 90012 US

This email was sent to jlao@mbimedia.com.
To continue receiving our emails, add us to your address book.
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U.S. Department 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
of Transportation Washington, DC 20590

Federal Railroad
Administration

July 28, 2016

Vincent Mammano

FHWA Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration — California Division
650 Capitol Mall

Suite 4-100

Sacramento, CA 95814-4708

Re: Invitation to Participate in the Environmental Review Process for the Link Union
Station (Link US) Project

Dear Mr. Mammano:

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is initiating the preparation of a joint Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the proposed Link Union Station
Project (Link US or project). Metro is proposing Link US to transform the Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station,” while
increasing operational capacity of the passenger concourse to meet the demands of the broader
transit system.

Due to the forecasted ridership levels on existing transit modes combined with the potential for
new passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall purpose of Link US
is to improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner that
would maintain existing transit operations during construction and would not preclude future
transit options, including HSR.

FRA is authorized to provide, subject to appropriations, funding for intercity passenger and rail
capital investments and to provide loans and other financial support for railroad investment. FRA
and Caltrans first studied potential capacity improvements at LAUS in a 2002 EIS/EIR known as
the Run-Through Tracks Project. In 2005, FRA issued a Final EIS and Caltrans certified the Final
EIR for the Run-Through Tracks Project. FRA may provide funding or financing for the Link US
Project in the future. The relevance of the project to other intercity passenger rail services and
with California High-Speed Rail lays out the eligibility of the project for future implementation of
funding from FRA.

In accordance with the requirements of the recently enacted Fixing America's Surface
Transportation Act (FAST Act), FRA is required to apply the process requirements contained in
23 U.S.C. 139 for projects where an EIS is being prepared. FRA released a Notice of Intent (NOI)
to prepare an EIS for Link US on May 31, 2016 and a public scoping meeting was held on June 2,
2016. The NOI is available for review on the Federal Register website
(https://Iwww federalregister.gov/articles/2016/05/31/2016-12813/ environmental-impact-
statements-availabiIity-etc-link-union—station—project—los-ange!es-ca). Materials provided at the
scoping meeting are available for review on Metro's website (https://www.metro.net/ projects/link-
us/).



FRA is inviting your agency to become a Participating Agency, which will provide an opportunity
for your agency, together with the public, to be involved in defining the purpose of and need for
the project, as well as in determining the range of alternatives to be considered for the project. In
addition, your agency will be asked to:

* Provide input on the impact assessment methodologies and level of detail in your
agency's area of expertise;

* Participate in coordination meetings, conference calls, and joint field reviews, as
appropriate; and,

» Review and comment on sections of the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents
to communicate any concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, the
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

If your agency elects not to act as a Participating Agency, please decline this invitation in writing,
indicating that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no expertise
or information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit comments on the project. If
your agency declines this invitation, please send an email or letter to Stephanie Perez (U.S.
Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration, Office of Railroad Policy and
Development, 1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Washington, DC 20590 or stephanie.perez@dot.gov).
In the letter or email, please include the title of the official responding.

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to consider the need to be a Participating
Agency, written responses are requested by August 29, 2016. Your agency will be treated as
Participating Agency unless FRA receives a written response declining the designation.

Sincerely,
AN —

Michael Johnsen
Acting Division Chief, Environmental and Systems Planning Division
Office of Railroad Policy and Development

ce: Stephanie Perez, FRA
Lyle Leitelt, FRA
Jeanet Owens, Metro
Tom Kim, HDR
Patrick O'Neill, HDR
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U.S. Department 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
of Transportation Washington, DC 20590

Federal Railroad
Administration

July 28, 2016

Leslie T. Rogers

FTA Region 9 Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
San Francisco Federal Building
90, 7" Street

Suite 15-300

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Invitation to Participate in the Environmental Review Process for the Link Union
Station (Link US) Project

Dear Mr. Rogers:

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is initiating the preparation of a joint Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the proposed Link Union Station
Project (Link US or project). Metro is proposing Link US to transform the Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station,” while
increasing operational capacity of the passenger concourse to meet the demands of the broader
transit system.

Due to the forecasted ridership levels on existing transit modes combined with the potential for
new passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall purpose of Link US
is to improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner that
would maintain existing transit operations during construction and would not preclude future
transit options, including HSR.

FRA is authorized to provide, subject to appropriations, funding for intercity passenger and rail
capital investments and to provide loans and other financial support for railroad investment. FRA
and Caltrans first studied potential capacity improvements at LAUS in a 2002 EIS/EIR known as
the Run-Through Tracks Project. In 2005, FRA issued a Final EIS and Caltrans certified the Final
EIR for the Run-Through Tracks Project. FRA may provide funding or financing for the Link US
Project in the future. The relevance of the project to other intercity passenger rail services and
with California High-Speed Rail lays out the eligibility of the project for future implementation of
funding from FRA.

In accordance with the requirements of the recently enacted Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation Act (FAST Act), FRA is required to apply the process requirements contained in
23 U.S.C. 139 for projects where an EIS is being prepared. FRA released a Notice of Intent (NOI)
to prepare an EIS for Link US on May 31, 2016 and a public scoping meeting was held on June 2,
2016. The NOI is available for review on the Federal Register website
(https://www federalregister.gov/articles/2016/05/31/2016-12813/ environmental-impact-
statements-availability-etc-link-union-station-project-los-angeles-ca). Materials provided at the



scoping meeting are available for review on Metro’s website (https://www.metro.net/ projects/link-
us/).

FRA is inviting your agency to become a Participating Agency, which will provide an opportunity
for your agency, together with the public, to be involved in defining the purpose of and need for
the project, as well as in determining the range of alternatives to be considered for the project. In
addition, your agency will be asked to:

¢ Provide input on the impact assessment methodologies and level of detail in your
agency's area of expertise;

e Participate in coordination meetings, conference calls, and joint field reviews, as
appropriate; and,

* Review and comment on sections of the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents
to communicate any concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, the
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

If your agency elects not to act as a Participating Agency, please decline this invitation in writing,
indicating that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no expertise
or information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit comments on the project. If
your agency declines this invitation, please send an email or letter to Stephanie Perez (U.S.
Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration, Office of Railroad Policy and
Development, 1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Washington, DC 20590 or stephanie.perez@dot.gov).
In the letter or email, please include the title of the official responding.

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to consider the need to be a Participating
Agency, written responses are requested by August 29, 2016. Your agency will be treated as
Participating Agency unless FRA receives a written response declining the designation.

Sincerely,

Z L}

/

Michael Johnsen
Acting Division Chief, Environmental and Systems Planning Division
Office of Railroad Policy and Development

cc: Stephanie Perez, FRA
Lyle Leitelt, FRA
Jeanet Owens, Metro
Tom Kim, HDR
Patrick O'Neill, HDR
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U.S. Department 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
of Transportation Washington, DC 20590

Federal Railroad
Administration

July 28, 2016

Alexis Strauss

EPA Acting Regional Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Invitation to Participate in the Environmental Review Process for the Link Union
Station (Link US) Project

Dear Ms. Strauss:

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is initiating the preparation of a joint Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the proposed Link Union Station
Project (Link US or project). Metro is proposing Link US to transform the Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station,” while
increasing operational capacity of the passenger concourse to meet the demands of the broader
transit system.

Due to the forecasted ridership levels on existing transit modes combined with the potential for
new passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall purpose of Link US
is to improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner that
would maintain existing transit operations during construction and would not preclude future
transit options, including HSR.

FRA is authorized to provide, subject to appropriations, funding for intercity passenger and rail
capital investments and to provide loans and other financial support for railroad investment. FRA
and Caltrans first studied potential capacity improvements at LAUS in a 2002 EIS/EIR known as
the Run-Through Tracks Project. In 2005, FRA issued a Final EIS and Caltrans certified the Final
EIR for the Run-Through Tracks Project. FRA may provide funding or financing for the Link US
Project in the future. The relevance of the project to other intercity passenger rail services and
with California High-Speed Rail lays out the eligibility of the project for future implementation of
funding from FRA.

In accordance with the requirements of the recently enacted Fixing America's Surface
Transportation Act (FAST Act), FRA is required to apply the process requirements contained in
23 U.S.C. 139 for projects where an EIS is being prepared. FRA released a Notice of Intent (NOI)
to prepare an EIS for Link US on May 31, 2016 and a public scoping meeting was held on June 2,
2016. The NOI is available for review on the Federal Register website
(https://www federalregister.gov/articles/2016/05/31/2016-12813/ environmental-impact-
statements-availability-etc-link-union-station-project-los-angeles-ca). Materials provided at the
scoping meeting are available for review on Metro’s website (https://www.metro.net/ projects/link-
us/).



FRA is inviting your agency to become a Participating Agency, which will provide an opportunity
for your agency, together with the public, to be involved in defining the purpose of and need for
the project, as well as in determining the range of alternatives to be considered for the project. In
addition, your agency will be asked to:

¢ Provide input on the impact assessment methodologies and level of detail in your
agency's area of expertise;

e Participate in coordination meetings, conference calls, and joint field reviews, as
appropriate; and,

» Review and comment on sections of the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents
to communicate any concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, the
alternatives considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

If your agency elects not to act as a Participating Agency, please decline this invitation in writing,
indicating that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no expertise
or information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit comments on the project. If
your agency declines this invitation, please send an email or letter to Stephanie Perez (U.S.
Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration, Office of Railroad Policy and
Development, 1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Washington, DC 20590 or stephanie.perez@dot.gov).
In the letter or email, please include the title of the official responding.

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to consider the need to be a Participating
Agency, written responses are requested by August 29, 2016. Your agency will be treated as
Participating Agency unless FRA receives a written response declining the designation.

Michael Johnsen
Acting Division Chief, Environmental and Systems Planning Division
Office of Railroad Policy and Development

cc: Stephanie Perez, FRA
Lyle Leitelt, FRA
Jeanet Owens, Metro
Tom Kim, HDR
Patrick O'Neill, HDR



U.S. Department 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
of Transportation Washington, DC 20590

Federal Railroad
Administration

March 15, 2017

Mr. Mark McLoughlin

Director of Environmental Services
California High-Speed Rail Authority
770 L Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Invitation to Participate in the Environmental Review Process for the Link Union Station
(Link US) Project

Dear Mr. McLoughlin:

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) is initiating the preparation of a joint Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the proposed Link Union Station Project (Link US or
project). Metro is proposing Link US to transform the Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end
tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station,” while increasing operational capacity of the passenger
concourse to meet the demands of the broader transit system.

Due to the forecasted ridership levels on existing transit modes combined with the potential for new
passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall purpose of Link US is to improve
the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner that would maintain existing
transit operations during construction and would not preclude future transit options, including HSR.

FRA is authorized to provide, subject to appropriations, funding for intercity passenger and rail capital
investments and to provide loans and other financial support for railroad investment. FRA and Caltrans first
studied potential capacity improvements at LAUS in a 2002 EIS/EIR known as the Run-Through Tracks
Project. FRA may provide funding or financing for the Link US Project in the future. The relevance of the
project to other intercity passenger rail services and with California High-Speed Rail lays out the eligibility
of the project for future implementation of funding from FRA.

In accordance with the requirements of the recently enacted Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act
(FAST Act), FRA is required to apply the process requirements contained in 23 U.S.C. 139 for projects
where an EIS is being prepared. FRA released a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS for Link US on
May 31, 2016 and a public scoping meeting was held on June 2, 2016. The NOI is available for review on
the Federal Register website (https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/05/31/2016-12813/
environmental-impact-statements-availability-etc-link-union-station-project-los-angeles-ca). Materials
provided at the scoping meeting are available for review on Metro’s website (https://www.metro.net/
projects/link-us/).

FRA is inviting your agency to become a Participating Agency, which will provide an opportunity for your
agency, together with the public, to be involved in defining the purpose of and need for the project, as well
as in determining the range of alternatives to be considered for the project. In addition, your agency will be
asked to:


https://www.metro.net/%20projects/link-us/
https://www.metro.net/%20projects/link-us/

* Provide input on the impact assessment methodologies and level of detail in your agency's area of
expertise;

* Participate in coordination meetings, conference calls, and joint field reviews, as appropriate; and,

¢ Review and comment on sections of the pre-draft or pre-final environmental documents to
communicate any concerns of your agency on the adequacy of the document, the alternatives
considered, and the anticipated impacts and mitigation.

If your agency elects not to act as a Participating Agency, please decline this invitation in writing, indicating
that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no expertise or information
relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit comments on the project. If your agency declines this
invitation, please send an email or letter to Stephanie Perez (U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal
Railroad Administration, Office of Railroad Policy and Development, 1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Washington,
DC 20590 or stephanie.perez@dot.gov). In the letter or email, please include the title of the official
responding.

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to consider the need to be a Participating Agency, written
responses are requested by March 31, 2017. Your agency will be treated as Participating Agency unless
FRA receives a written response declining the designation.

Sincerely,

Marlys Osterhues
Division Chief, Environmental and Corridor Planning
Office of Railroad Policy and Development

cc: Stephanie Perez, FRA
Lyle Leitelt, FRA
Juliana Barnes, FRA
Michelle Boehm, CHSRA
Jeanet Owens, Metro
Tom Kim, HDR
Patrick O'Neill, HDR
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Link Union Station (Link US)

WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Address ZIP Code Phone E-Mail
Organizacién . Domicilio Codigo Postal Teléfono Electrénico
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Link Union Station (Link US)

WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016
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Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Link Union Station (Link US)

WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Name Organization Address ZIP Code Phone E-Mail
Nombre Organizacién Domicilio Cédigo Postal Teléfono Correo Electrénico
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WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016
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Los Angeles, CA 90012
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WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016

Metro Headquarters -
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Address ZIP Code Phone E-Mail
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Link Union Station (Link US)

WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Address ZIP Code | Phone E-Mail
Organizacién Domicilio Cédigo Postal Teléfono Correo Electrénico
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Link Union Station (Link US)

WE'RE CONNECTING THE FUTURE Thursday, June 2, 2016

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Name Organization Address | ZIP Code Phone E-Mail
Nombre Organizacién Domicilio Cédigo Postal Teléfono Correo Electrénico
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If you are unable to attend in person and would like to provide a
comment, please submit written comments by June 27, 2016, to:

Si no puede asistir en persona pero desea aportar sus
comentarios, por favor envielos por escrito antes del 27 de
junio de 2016 a:

WRETHSEASI, I HARPRHRIL, i57E20164F6 /]
27 H Z Hie A5 s WA 2 -

Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
dierkingm@metro.net

Link Union Station (Link US)
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA goo12

CONTACT Us:

213.922.2524
regionalrail@metro.net
metro.net /projects/regionalrail /scrip
'i facebook.com /regionalrail

323.466.3876
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metro.net

Save the Date
Public Meeting and Open House

Regarding Link Union Station
(Link US)

Reunidn publica sobre el alcance del
Proyecto Link Union Station (Link US)

Link Union Station (Link US) #5112 i3Uf1
TS

Los Angeles Residents and Businesses

Metro




We invite you to learn about Link US!

Lo invitamos a conocer el proyecto Link US!

FATBIE L T Link US!

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) has initiated the environmental process for Link Union
Station (Link US), formerly known as the Southern California
Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). Metro will be holding a
Scoping Meeting on June 2nd to provide information on the
project and receive comments from the public.

Link US will extend the railroad tracks at Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS) over the US-101 freeway, provide one-seat rides
from Ventura to Anaheim and San Bernardino to Los Angeles,
and reduce dwell times to 5 minutes. Link US will allow LAUS to
meet the forecasted demands of the regional rail system by
increasing capacity by 40% and potentially accommodating
California High-Speed Rail. Link US will also build a new
expanded passenger concourse with retail amenities.

PROJECT BENEFITS:

Increased rail service capacity

Improved transit connectivity

Reduced travel times

One-seat rides between destinations in Southern California
Reduced greenhouse gas emissions

Improved passenger experience

V VV V V V

Please mark your calendars for this public meeting. We look
forward to seeing you soon!

LINK US PUBLIC MEETING AND OPEN HOUSE:
Thursday, June 2, 2016
6:00 — 8:00 PM

Metro Headquarters
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 9oo12

Plan your trip to the meeting at metro.net or by calling
323.GO.METRO (323.466.3876).

Parking is available in the Metro Headquarters
underground garage for $8.

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. ADA
accommodations and translations are available by calling
213.922.2524 at least 72 hours in advance.

La Autoridad de Transporte Metropolitano del Condado de Los
Angeles (Metro) ha iniciado un proceso medioambiental para
Enlazar Union Station (Link US) antes conocido como el
Proyecto Regional de Interconexién del Sur de California (SCRIP).
Metro organizard una reunién abierta sobre el alcance de esta
iniciativa el préximo 2 de junio, a fin de brindar informacién y
recibir comentarios del puiblico acerca del proyecto.

Link US consistird en reconfigurar las vias de ferrocarril de la
Estacién Unién (Union Station) de Los Angeles (LAUS, en
inglés), extendiéndolas hasta la autopista US-101 con recorridos
en asientos individuales entre la estacién de Ventura y Anaheim
y de San Bernardino a Los Angeles, y reducir los tiempos de
espera a 5 minutos. Link Us le permitira a LAUS satisfacer las
futuras demandas del sistema regional de ferrocarril
aumentando la capacidad de pasajeros en un 40% Yy
potencialmente dar cabida al tren de alta velocidad California
High Speed Rail. Link US construird también una terminal mas
grande con tiendas para los pasajeros y ptiblico en general.

BENEFICIOS DEL PROYECTO:

Aumenta la capacidad de servicio ferroviario

Mayor conectividad del transito

Disminucién del tiempo de los recorridos

Asientos individuales entre los destinos del sur de California
Reduccién en la emision de gases de efecto invernadero
Mejor experiencia del pasajero

VVVVYVYV

Por favor marque la fecha de esta reunién publica en su
calendario. jEsperamos verle allf!

REUNION PUBLICA SOBRE EL ALCANCE DEL PROYECTO
LINK US:

Jueves 2 de junio de 2016

6:00 — 8:00 PM

Sede central de Metro
One Gateway Plaza, 1er piso de la plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Planifique su viaje a la reunién a través de metro.net o llamando
a323.GO.METRO (323.466.3876).

Estacionamiento disponible en el garaje subterraneo de la sede
central de Metro por $8.

Todas las reuniones de Metro tienen lugar en instalaciones con
acceso para personas discapacitadas. Si necesita asistencia
especial, puede solicitarlas llamando al 213.922.2524 con 72
horas de anticipacién como minimo.
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Link Union Station (Link US)
(formerly SCRIP)

Scoping Meeting &
Open House

June 2, 2016




Project Need:

Why Do We Need Link US?

= LA Union Station (LAUS) is
approaching operational capacity

= Ridership to grow from 110,000 to
200,000 passenger trips by 2040

= Current “stub-end” tracks limit
efficiency and station capacity

= Critical transportation needs due to
increase in forecasted ridership

@ Metro



Project Need:

Why Do We Need Link US?
Santa Clarita [ /SEattle

San Luis Obispo Chicago
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Project History:

How Has Link US Evolved?

2006 2011 2014 2016

LAUS Run-Through Metro purchased Southern California Link Union Station
Tracks Project LAUS Regional Interconnector (Link US) Project Kick-Off
Final EIS Project (SCRIP)

Re-initiated

@ Metro



Project Overview:

What Is Link US?

Loop Track

New Passenger Concourse
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Project Benefits:
What Will Link US Provide?

LOCAL CONNECTIVITY INCREASED RAIL SERVICE CAPACITY

il 00 8 8 (814
B — G, e
LIGHT RAIL
REGIONAL CONNECTIVITY REDUCED GREENHOUSE GASES

[ venwa R Anaheim ]

One-Seat Rides

[ san Bernardino REE 2 Los Angeles

INTERSTATE CONNECTIVITY REDUCED TRAIN IDLING TIMES
)

SEATTLE

CHICAGO

Los ANGELES

NEw ORLEANS

VISITORS
@ TOURISTS
0 RESIDENTS
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Project Benefits:

What Will Link US Provide?

Deltt; Netherlands LiIsbon; Portueal

* Improve pedestrian access and
functionality of the platforms

= Enhance passenger experience with a
nhew concourse and retail amenities

= Make LAUS a regional destination for
visitors, tourists, and residents

@ Metro



Initial Concepts
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Project Timeline:

What Is Next?

STAGE | STAGE I STAGE I11 STAGE IV

NOTICE OF
INTENT/NOTICE OF
PREPARATION ALTERNATIVES DRAFT EIS/EIR FINAL EIS/EIR AND
COMMENT PERIOD 0000000000 ANALYSIS POO0000000d COMMENT PERIOD eeccccccee RECORD OF DECISION
AND SCOPING
MEETING

SUMMER 2016 TO

WINTER 2016 SUMMER 2017 WINTER 2017

SUMMER 2016

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

@ Metro



What Other Metro Projects Are In The Area?
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Project Process:

What Will Be Studied?

Engineering Evaluation Process: Architecture Evaluation Process:
= Compliance with Design Criteria = Historic Preservation
= Track Design = Neighborhood Character
= Railroad Communications and Signage = Constructability
= Improvements = Station Platform Planning
Bridge Design Architecture Design
Concourse Structural Design Bridge Aesthetics
Drainage and Site Design Landscape

Rail Operations
Constructability

Impacts during Construction
Right-of-Way Impacts

Traffic Impacts
Environmental Impacts
Construction Costs

@ Metro

Urban Design
Street Environment
Accessibility

Vehicle Access
Security

Life Safety Planning
Structural Systems
Mechanical Systems
Electrical Systems
Plumbing Systems



Project Process:

What Will Be Studied?

The joint NEPA Environmental Impact Study (EIS)/CEQA
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will evaluate topics including:

= Aesthetics

= Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases

= Biological Resources

= Cultural and Paleontological Resources
= Geology and Soils

® Hazards and Hazardous Materials

= Hydrology and Water Quality

= Land Use and Planning

= Noise

= Population and Housing

= Public Services

= Parks and Recreation

= Transportation and Traffic

= Utilities and Service Systems

= Cumulative Impacts

= Growth-Inducing Effects

= Community Character and Cohesion
= Acquisitions and Displacements

= System Safety and Security

= Socioeconomics

= Section 4(f)

= Section 106

= Executive Order (EO) 11988 (Floodplains)
= EO 13186 (Migratory Birds)

= EO 11593 (Cultural Environment)

= EO 13007 (Indian Sacred Sites)

= EO 13287 (Preserve America)



Project Location:

Where Is Link US?

Metro

e
Baldwin 8t 5 §

2 !
Duirwiry s o
Lincain Par)
1 N Main St Lake
Vaile,
. . /)
Union Station s
3 a8
e ‘ Ca
/ - %
5
% LISC Univel
Womens and & *Hospia
Ehilrans Hospital LISE Nowis _»ir el

&
§

"y Jr Gancer Haspi

v, Lax Angeles
Connty Medfcal

CNVIC CENTER

@LOS ANGELES

6\1

2
E‘% e‘-”@
> Ky MSH e
& OLittIETBI(,'fD i e
‘;p
3 g - Contral Gity
_East
L &
6@{ acantr;lclu 3

o &

THROAT NEW PASSENGER RUN-THROUGH LOOP TRACK

CONCOURSE AND TRACKS
PLATFORMS




How To Submit Comments

CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) Public Comment Period:
May 27, 2016 — June 27, 2016

Please submit NOP public comments via the following methods:

Email:

Mail:

Online:

Mr. Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
dierkingm @ metro.net

Link Union Station (Link US)
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA 90012

metro.net/projects/regionalrail/commentquestion-form

NEPA Notice of Intent (NOI) Public Comment Period:
May 31, 2016 — June 30, 2016

Please submit NOI public comments via the following methods:

Email:

Mail:

Ms. Stephanie Perez

Environmental Protection Specialist
Office of Program Delivery
stephanie.perez@dot.gov

Link Union Station (Link US)

Federal Railroad Administration

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE (Mail Stop 20)
Washington, DC 20590

Telephone: 202.493.0388

@ Metro
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Link Union Station I')?

Agency Scoping Comments Matrix

Agency | Comment Summary Comment Topic
NAHC e Atribal consultation is needed in accordance with CEQA. e Tribal Cultural Resources
e Comply with AB 52 and SB 18.
e Discuss any impacts and proposed mitigation on historic resources.
Caltrans, e A traffic study should be prepared to evaluate impact on state transportation o Traffic Study
District 7 - ¢ Right of Way
facilities.
e Take note of encroachment permit and transportation permits. D S R e
e Consider the discharge of clean run off water.
g?';‘r??? e Caltrans staff looks forward to assisting in the development of the EIS/EIR e Traffic,
Istric and concurs with the environmental topics to be addressed as outlined in e Storm Water Run- off
the NOP. e Cultural Resources
e Of special importance to Caltrans would be traffic implications, storm water e Construction
runoff mitigation, cultural resource impacts, and construction impacts.
e Recommends study alternative (or phasing option) that completes rail yard and
tracks without expansive concourse; perhaps a more limited passenger access
plan could be added to the south end of the track area that would be less
disruptive to the existing tunnel.
e Research accessibility for retail, food service, and other transit serving amenities.
e A copy of the 1981 MOA for the Busway Extension is provided as a courtesy when
preparing one for the Link US Project.
SCRRA/ e General Project support e Transportation Impacts,
Metrolink e Concerned with transportation impacts (permanent and during construction) and Safety and Security
safety and impacts (permanent and during construction) Impacts
SCAG e SCAG is regional agency for IGR, can review EIS/EIR pursuant to CEQA. e Design Analysis

SCAG responsible for RTP and SCS.

Proposed RTP/SCS goals: RTP/SCS G1-G9

DEIS needs to have a planned consistency analysis for RTP/SCS goals.

Review technical appendices of RTP/SCS in program EIR per 151510 CEQA
guidelines.

Link US is a financially constrained project and is consistent with RTP/SCS goals
and objectives.

SCAG provides recommendations and strategies to improve speed, service and

May 2017 | 1



Agency

Link Union Station I')?

Agency Scoping Comments Matrix

' Comment Summary

operational efficiency of rail system.

Adopted SCAG jurisdictional-level growth forecasts in 2020, 2035, and 2040
populations, households and employment forecasts.

Recommended to review Final PEIR for RTP/SCS consistency in mitigation
measures.

Comment Topic

MWD

Metropolitan’s Headquarters Building (HQB) adjacent to Union Station’s southern
wall.

EIR/EIS should include analysis on transportation from HQB to surrounding streets.
Concerned over the safety and structural issues of project in proximity to HQB.
EIR/EIS options should ensure the integrity of HQB’s basement walls,

foundation system, and tie down blocks.

Construction should not interfere with Metropolitan employee access.

Transportation
Vehicle Circulation
Construction

EPA

Air Quality

The project may require a general conformity determination by FRA and
transportation conformity determination by FHWA or FTA. The DEIS should
identify what elements of the project require funding or approval by FHWA and/or
FTA.

Demonstrate that transportation conformity requirements have been met,
including FHWA or FTA funded or approved project elements being included

in a conforming transportation plan and a transportation improvement program.
FRA and Metro should work with SCAQMD to ensure that applicable elements of
the proposed project are consistent with future revisions of the RTP.

The identification of sensitive receptors, and carbon monoxide and particulate
matter hotspot analyses should be included in the DEIS, especially where diesel
emissions are anticipated to increase and road modifications are proposed.
Provide details of ambient air conditions (baseline or existing conditions),

NAAQS, criteria pollutant nonattainment areas, and potential air quality and

health impacts of the project (including cumulative and indirect impacts) for

each alternative.

Include thorough analysis of impacts from the construction and operation.

Include monitoring data, any anticipated exceedances of NAAQS, and

estimates of all criteria pollutant emissions, including the federal ozone and

PM2.5 standards.

Disclose the available information about the health risks associated with

Air Quality Construction
Climate Change
Aquatic Resources
Environmental Justice
Local Planning Efforts

May 2017 | 2



Agency

' Comment Summary

emissions sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project area, and how the
project will affect current emission levels. Include mitigation commitments where
warranted.

o If required, the DEIS should include the general conformity determination with
related mitigation commitments. Work with the SCAQMD, SCAG, Caltrans, and
Metro to ensure that methods to estimate emissions and anticipated emissions
values from the project are consistent with the AQMP and conformity
requirements.

e Use the most current EPA-approved model to estimate emissions, including re-
entrained PM-10 emissions and present all methods and assumptions for
analyses with pertinent air quality analyses and conclusions.

¢ Include an identification of potential hotspot impacts, especially where parking
lots, idling locomotives, idling buses, and road modifications are proposed.

e DEIS should include a construction emissions mitigation plan.

e Best Available Control Measures were recommended

Climate Change and GHGs

¢ Recommendation for FRA to assess the impacts of climate change on the project,
as well as the effects (adverse and beneficial) of the project on climate change and
greenhouse gas emissions.

e The DEIS can discuss how the project supports the goals of the City of
Los Angeles' Climate Action Plan.

Aquatic Resources

e The project may overlap with the Los Angeles River; which is an impaired water
body pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 303(d) and also subject to future
actions described in the LA River Revitalization Master Plan.

¢ Quantify and disclose direct and indirect impacts from the project to water quality
and aquatic resources, including the Los Angeles River.

e Describe how the project is consistent with the Revitalization Master Plan.

e Coordinate with USACE and EPA if potential impacts on aquatic resources
are anticipated.

e Describe all measures to reduce and avoid impacts to aquatic resources and
identify mitigation measures for unavoidable impacts.

¢ |dentify measures to control storm water runoff during operation and construction

Link Union Station I')?

Agency Scoping Comments Matrix

Comment Topic

May 2017 | 3



Agency

Link Union Station I')?

Agency Scoping Comments Matrix

' Comment Summary

and identify measures to insure that the Los Angeles River is not further
impaired.

Environmental Justice
e Per EJSCREEN and NEPAssist, there is considerable overlap between the

proposed project areas and communities with environmental justice concerns, and
environmental risks, such as air pollution, impaired waters, and hazardous waste
and toxic release facilities. According to these screening tools, populations in
adjacent Naud Junction and Mission .Junction may have a high proportion of
seniors, minorities, linguistically-isolated communities, and people living below the
poverty line.

e For EJ analysis, include a study area broad enough to assess direct, indirect,

and cumulative impacts.

e Engage communities with EJ concerns to seek input and reach decisions regarding

adverse impacts and potential mitigation measures.

Coordination with Local Planning Efforts
e Review the Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment from 2014 and, in the DEIS,

identify elements of the proposed project that complement the recommendations
developed through that Assessment.

¢ Incorporate applicable recommendations in community outreach efforts and station

area improvements.

e Discuss applicable design elements of the proposed project that are consistent with

the goals and objectives of the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan.

Comment Topic

EPA

EPA provided a link for the Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment.
http://static1.squarespace.com/static/5548ed90e4b0b0a763d0e704/t/56d8e0ba37013
bd8 93671085/1457053893954/LosAngelesCA.pdf.

Reference Materials

May 2017 | 4
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
Phone (9186) 373-3710

Fax (916) 373-5471

Email: nahc@nahe.ca.gov
Website: hitp://www.nahc.ca.gov
Twitter: @CA_NAHC

May 31, 2016
Mark Dierking
Metropolitan Transportation Authority sent via e-mail:
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-17-2 dierkingm@metro.net

Los Angeles, CA 80012

RE: SCH# 2016051071 Link Union Station {Link US) Project, Draft Environmental Impact Report, City of Los Angeles, Los
Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Dierking:

The Native American Heritage Commission has received the Notice of Preparation {NOP) 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) shail be prepared.
(Pub. Resources Code § 21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064 subd.(a}{1) (CEQA Guidelines § 15064 (a){1)). In orderto
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 geparate 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 tribai cultural resource is a project
that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.2). 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 notlce of preparation or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated negative declaratton 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 aiter 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 consultatlon requirements. f your project is also subject to
the federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consuitation 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 consultation with 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.

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 fourieen
(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.

¢. Notfification that the Californla 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

Iést 1rnai{):}tlained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 205 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code
21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Trihe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a Negative
Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmentai Impact Report: A lead agency shall begin the consuitation
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 consuitation, if a tribe requests to discuss
them, are mandatory topics of consultation:
a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.




10.

11.

¢. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretjonary Topics of Consuitation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consulfation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
¢. 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)).

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Envirenmental 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
uniess the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, io the disclosure of some or all of the information to the
public. (Fub. Resources Code § 21082.3 {c)(1}).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: i 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)).

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 aiter reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached.
{Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 {b)).

Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document:. Any mitigation
measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant te Fublic Resources Code section 21080.3.2 shall be
recommenged 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 Gode § 21082.3 (a)). :

Required Gonsideration of Feasibie Mitigation: !f mitigation measures recommended by the staif 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 consuliation does not occur, and if substantial evidence demonstrates that
a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal culfural resource, the Jead agency shall consider feasible mitigation
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (e)).

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:
1. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
il. 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.
lii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

¢. Permanent consetvation 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. (Giv. 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).

Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or Negative
Declaration with a Significant tmpact 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 1o engage
in the consultation process.
¢. 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 Rescurces section of your environmental doctiment.
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The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices” may be found
online at: hitp:/nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF. pdf

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 Consuitation 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 consuitation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research pursuant to
Gov. Code section 85040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning the specific
identity, location, charactet, and use of places, features and objecis 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 approprlate measures for preservation
or mitigation; or

b. Either the locat 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: hitp:/nahc.ca.goviresources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adeguately assess the existence and significance of tribal culiural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation in place, or
harring 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, moderats, 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 chjects should be in a separate confidential addendum and not be made available for public
disclosure.

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 thelr sacred sites in the Sacred Lands
File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consuitation with tribes that
are traditionally and culturally aftiliated with the geographic area of the project’s APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Gonsultation 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 archaeoclogist 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.

¢. Lead agencles should inctude 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. Gode Regs., tit. 14, section 15064.5,
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June 30, 2016

Stephanie Perez

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Mail Stop 20, W38-219
Washington, DC 20590

Subject:  Scoping Comments for the Link Union Station Project (Los Angeles)

Dear Ms. Perez:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Notice of Intent (NOI) published
in the Federal Register on May 31, 2016 by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) to prepare a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Link Union Station project in Los Angeles, CA.
Qur comments are provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council
on Environmental Quality's (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air
Act. EPA appreciates the early coordination between our agency and FRA for other rail projects within
our region, including the California statewide High Speed Rail project and we hope to continue
coordinating with FRA and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
through the remainder of the environmental review for the Link Union Station Project.

Air Quality

The City of Los Angeles is located in the South Coast Air Basin which is federally designated for
extreme nonattainment for the 1-hour Ozone and 8-hour Ozone standards. The South Coast Air Basin
is also in serious nonattainment for the 24-hour Fine Particulate Matter/PM2.5 (2006) standard, and
moderate nonattainment for the Annual Fine Particle/PM2.5 standard (2012). As such, it is critical that
the proposed project be implemented with commitments to reduce impacts to air quality as much as
possible, through construction mitigation measures and operational design considerations.

The proposed project may require a general conformity determination by FRA and transportation
conformity determination by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit
Administration (IFTA). To the extent that the proposed train system may require modification of the
existing track over roads, and construction of a new tracks over the US-101 freeway, as well as a new
passenger concourse to improve transit connectivity, the DEIS should identify what elements of this
project will require funding or approval by the FHWA and/or FTA. In addition, the DEIS should
demonstrate that transportation conformity requirements have been met, including FHWA or FTA -
funded or -approved project elements being included in a conforming transportation plan and a
transportation improvement program. FRA and Metro should work with SCAQMD to ensure that
applicable elements of the proposed project are consistent with future revisions of the regional
transportation plan, if warranted.



The identification of sensitive receptors, and carbon monoxide and particulate matter hotspot analyses
should be included in the DEIS, especially where diesel emissions are anticipated to increase and road
modifications are proposed.

Recommendations:

e Provide a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or existing conditions),
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria pollutant nonattainment areas, and
potential air quality and health impacts of the project (including cumulative and indirect
impacts) for each alternative.

e Include a thorough analysis of impacts from the construction and operation of the proposed
alternatives. Include monitoring data, any anticipated exceedances of NAAQS, and estimates of
all criteria pollutant emissions, including the federal ozone and PM2.5 standards.

e Disclose the available information about the health risks associated with emissions, sensitive
receptors in the vicinity of the project area, and how the proposed project will affect current
emission levels. Include mitigation commitments where warranted.

e Ifrequired, the DEIS should include the general conformity determination with related
mitigation commitments. Work with the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD), Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Caltrans, and Metro to
ensure that methods to estimate emissions and anticipated emissions values from the proposed
project are consistent with the Air Quality Management Plan and conformity requirements.

¢ Use the most current EPA-approved model to estimate emissions, including re-entrained PM-
10 emissions and present all methods and assumptions for analyses with pertinent air quality
analyses and conclusions.

¢ Include an identification of potential hotspot impacts, especially where parking lots, idling
locomotives, idling buses, and road modifications are proposed.

Construction Emissions
The DEIS should include a Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan for fugitive dust and diese]
particulate matter (DPM) and this plan should be adopted in the Record of Decision (ROD).

Recommendations:
EPA recommends that the best available control measures (BACM) for all pollutants be
implemented, including those listed below.

Fugitive Dust Source Controls:

e Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both inactive and active
sites, during workdays, weekends, and holidays.

¢ Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate water trucks
or consider other options for stabilization of soil and disturbed surfaces under windy
conditions.

¢ When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage and limit
speeds to 15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-moving equipment to 10 mph.

Mobile and Stationary Source Controls:
¢ Reduce useg, trips, and unnecessary idling from heavy equipment.



Maintain and tune engines per manufacturer’s specifications to perform at EPA certification
levels and to perform at verified standards applicable to retrofit technologies. Employ periodic,
unscheduled inspections to limit unnecessary idling and to ensure that construction equipment
is properly maintained, tuned, and modified consistent with established specifications. The
California Air Resources Board has a number of mobile source anti-idling requirements which
could be employed. See their website at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/truck-
idling.htm.

Prohibit any tampering with engines and require continuing adherence to manufacturer’s
recommendations.

If practicable, lease new equipment meeting the most stringent of applicable federal’ or state
standards®. In general, commit to the best available emissions control technology. Tier 4
engines should be used for project construction equipment to the maximum extent feasible.
Lacking availability of non-road construction equipment that meets Tier 4 engine standards,
commit to using the best available emissions control technologies on all equipment. Identify
opportunities for electrification. Meet EPA diesel fuel requirements for off-road and on-
highway, and, where appropriate, use alternative fuels such as natural gas and electric.

Utilize EPA-registered particulate traps and other appropriate controls where suitable to reduce
emissions of DPM and other pollutants at the construction site.

Administrative Controls:

Coordinate with the South Coast Air Quality Management District to identify a construction
schedule to minimize cumulative impacts from multiple projects in the region

Identify all commitments to reduce construction emissions and quantify air quality
improvements that would result from adopting specific air quality measures.

Identify where implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic
infeasibility.

Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability of add-
on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking. (Suitability of control
devices is based on: whether there is reduced normal availability of the construction equipment
due to increased downtime and/or power output, whether there may be significant damage
caused to the construction equipment engine, or whether there may be a significant risk to
nearby workers or the public.)

Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic interference
and maintains traffic flow.

Identify sensitive receptors in the project area, such as daycare centers, schools, nursing homes,
hospitals, and other health-care facilities, and specify the means by which you will minimize
impacts to these populations. For example, locate construction equipment and staging zones
away from sensitive receptors and fresh air intakes to buildings and air conditioners.

Climate Change and Greenhouse Gases

EPA recommends that FRA assess the impacts of climate change on the project, as well as the effects
(adverse and beneficial) of the project on climate change and greenhouse gas emissions. In addition,
there may be important design considerations to accommodate future anticipated effects due to climate

' EPA's website for nonroad mobile sources is http://www.epa.gov/nonroad.
2 For ARB emissions standards, see: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/offroad/offroad.htm.



change. EPA recommends that FRA consider the US National Climate Assessment® and the Council
on Environmental Quality Revised Draft Guidance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change
Impacts ¢ as information sources to help with analysis of impacts and consideration of design standards
to mitigate any effects. Additionally, the DEIS can discuss how the proposed project supports the goals
of the City of Los Angeles’ Climate Action Plan’.

Aquatic Resources and the Los Angeles River

The proposed project area, including new tracks and potential construction staging areas, may overlap
with the Los Angeles River which is an impaired waterbody pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 303(d)
and also subject to future actions described in the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan®.

Recommendations.

e In the DEIS, quantify and disclose direct and indirect impacts from the proposed project to
water quality and aquatic resources, including the L.os Angeles River. Describe how the
proposed project is consistent with the Revitalization Master Plan.

¢ If there are anticipated impacts to aquatic resources, EPA recommends coordination with Army
Corps of Engineers and EPA at the earliest possible date in order to discuss measures to reduce
impacts as much as possible.

e Describe all measures to reduce and avoid impacts to aquatic resources and identify mitigation
measures for unavoidable impacts.

¢ Identify measures to control stormwater runoff during operation and construction and identify
measures to insure that the Los Angeles River is not further impaired.

Environmental Justice

Conducting an initial review of the project area with EJSCREEN and NEPAssist® reveals that there is
considerable overlap between the proposed project areas and communities with environmental justice
concerns, and environmental risks, such as air pollution, impaired waters, and hazardous waste and
toxic release facilities. According to these screening tools, populations in adjacent Naud Junction and
Mission Junction may have a high proportion of seniors, minorities, linguistically-isolated
communities, and people living below the poverty line.

Recommendations:

» In the environmental justice analysis, include a study area broad enough to include
communities likely to experience direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts from the proposed
project’s construction and operations.

» Engage communities with environmental justice concerns to seek input and reach decisions
regarding adverse impacts and potential mitigation measures. For example, community
members can inform construction schedules, truck routes, and idling-prevention strategies
during construction to minimize impacts to their community.

% Available at: http://nca2014.globalchange.gov/downloads

# Available at: https://www.whitehouse.gov/administration/eop/ceq/initiatives/nepa/ghg-guidance
3 Available at: http://lamayor.org/plan

¢ Available at: http://ladpw.orgiwmd/watershed/LA/LA_River Plan.cfin

7 Available at: hitps:/www.epa.gov/ejscreen

& Available at: https://www_epa.gov/nepa/nepassist



Coordination with Local Planning Efforts

In 2014, EPA’s Office of Sustainable Communities supported a Sustainable Neighborhood
Assessment® involving local government and Global Green USA near the proposed project area. The
Assessment used the LEED for Neighborhood Development (LEED-ND) rating system to evaluate
existing conditions and plans for Union Station with a goal of identifying opportunities to augment
revitalization of the area. The Assessment resulted in recommendations to increase the neighborhood’s
overall sustainability. Additionally, the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan'? established bicycle routes and
paths near Union Station. These two efforts provide information to support consideration of “last mile”
connections, bicycle parking, and other elements in the station area.

Recommendations:

¢ Review the Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment from 2014 and, in the DEIS, identify
clements of the proposed project that complement the recommendations developed through that
Assessment. Incorporate applicable recommendations in community outreach efforts and
station area improvements.

e Discuss applicable design elements of the proposed project that are consistent with the goals
and objectives of the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the preparation of the DEIS, and look forward
to continued participation in this process as more information becomes available. When the DEIS is
released for public review, please send a hard copy and an electronic copy to the addresses provided. If
you have any questions, please contact me at 415-972-3321 or appleton.zac@epa.gov.

Sincerely

Zac Kppleton
Environmental Review Section

cc: Mark McLoughlin, California High Speed Rail Authority
Ray Sukys, Federal Transit Administration
Susan Nakamura, South Coast Air Quality Management District
Ron Kosinski, California Department of Transportation, District 7
Ping Chang, Southern California Association of Governments
Mark Dierking, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

? Available at:
http://staticl.squarespace.com/static/5548ed90e4b0b0a763d0e704/t/56d8e0ba37013bd893671085/1457053893954/LosAng
elesCA.pdf

10 Available at: http://planning.lacity.org/cwd/gnlpln/transelt/NewBikePlan/Txt/LA%20CITY%20BICY CLE%20PLAN pdf



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr.. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7-OFFICE OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHONE (213) 897-9140

Serious drought.

FAX (213) 897-1337 Help save water:

www.dot.ca.gov

June 7, 2016

Mr. Mark Dierking

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

MS 99-17-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:  Link Union Station Link (LinkUS)
SCH # 2016051071
IGR/CEQA No. 160554-NOP
Vic. LA-101/0.5

Dear Mr. Dierking:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The proposed project will
transform Los Angeles Union station from a “stub-end tracks station into a “run-through tracks
station while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the border rail system.

The project is anticipated to have construction of new run-through tracks over the US-101
freeway, a new passenger concourse, and an elevated rail yard that would include new boarding
platforms and overhead canopies.

To assist in evaluating the impacts of this project on State Transportation facilities, a traffic study
should be prepared to analyze the following information:

1.

Construction/operation traffic impacts on US-101, I-5, I-10 and I-110 freeways, and all
significantly impacted streets, crossroads and controlling intersections, as well as an
analysis of existing conditions and construction periods.

Off-ramp queuing analysis including but not limit to US-101 to the south, Alameda Street
to the west, Cesar E Chavez Avenue to the north, and Vignes Street to the east.

If truck traffic is expected to cause delays on the State facility, please forward a
truck/traffic construction management plan to Caltrans for review.

Traffic volume counts that include anticipated AM and PM peak-hour volumes.

Level of service (LOS) before and during the construction.

A brief construction/operation traffic discussion showing ingress/egress, turning
movements, and a directional flow for construction vehicle trips.

Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated
construction/operation traffic impacts.

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



Mr. Mark Dierking
June 7, 2016
Page 2

Please note that any work performed within State right of way will require an encroachment
permit from Caltrans. In addition, please be reminded that transportation of heavy construction
equipment, materials, or other special equipment, which requires the use of oversized-transport
vehicles on State highways, will require a Caltrans transportation permit. Caltrans recommends
that large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute hours.

Storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles County. Please be mindful that projects
should be designed to discharge clean run-off water. Discharge of storm water run-off is not
permitted onto State Highway facilities without a storm water management plan.

We look forward to reviewing the traffic study and expect to receive a copy from the State
Clearinghouse when the DEIR is completed. If you would like to expedite the review process or
receive early feedback from Caltrans, please feel free to send a copy of the DEIR directly to our
office.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Melanie Bradford, the project coordinator at
(213) 897-9446 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 160554.

Sincerely,

(nina
DI WATSON
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

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





















THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

June 28, 2016 Via Electronic Mail

Mr. Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-13-1

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Dierking:

Notice of Preparation
for the Link

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) reviewed the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of a joint Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the proposed Link Union Station Project (Link US or Project). The Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) will be the Lead Agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
the Lead Agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As an adjacent
landowner and potentially affected responsible public agency, we appreciate the opportunity to
comment on the Link US project and NOP for the EIR/EIS.

As stated in the NOP, Metro and the FRA have identified the Link US project as a critical
transportation project to respond to forecast ridership increases in the region. Metro is proposing
Link US to transform Union Station from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks
station” while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the broader rail system. As
part of the Project, each of the Link US build alternatives will potentially accommodate the
construction of up to four High Speed Rail tracks and up to two High Speed Rail platforms.

Metropolitan is a public agency and regional water wholesaler. It is comprised of 26 member
public agencies serving about 19 million people in portions of six counties in Southern
California, including Los Angeles. Metropolitan’s mission is to provide its 5,200 square mile
service area with adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water to meet present and future
needs in an environmentally and economically responsible way. Metropolitan’s Headquarters
Building (HQB) is located adjacent to the southern boundary of Union Station, east of the First
5LA building, and north of the 101 Freeway. The building is an approximately 522,682-square-
foot, concrete-frame structure consisting of a 12-story high-rise tower with an attached five-story
wing. The occupants of the HQB include approximately 840 Metropolitan staff, 200 tenants, and
frequent visitors including Metropolitan's Board of Directors and the public. An exhibit depicting
our HQB and Metropolitan’s associated fee property and permanent easements in relation to
Metro's Union Station (under existing conditions) is enclosed for your reference.

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 e Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 e Telephone (213) 217-6000
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Mr. Mark Dierking
Page 2
June 28, 2016

Issues of importance to Metropolitan that should be considered during Metro and FRA's
continued project planning and analysis of the environmental impacts in the EIR/EIS include
transportation and vehicle circulation on the Union Station roadways that provide ingress to and
egress from the HQB via Cesar Chavez Avenue and Alameda Street and emergency service
provider access to the building, Metropolitan is also concerned about safety and structural issues
related to construction of the Project's improvements in proximity to the HQB, which should be
considered in the Project's planning and analyzed in the EIR/EIS. Consequently, the Link US
improvements should avoid impacts to the HQB’s basement walls, foundation system, and
building tiebacks. Additionally, construction and operation of the Link US improvements should
not unreasonably interfere with access to Metropolitan's HQB by our employees, tenants, and
visitors.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future documentation on this project. For further assistance, please contact Mr. Alex
Marks at (213) 217-7629.

‘ery truly yours,

A

Deirdre West
Team Manager, Environmental Planning Team

AM/am
EPT Job # 20160620EXT

Enclosure: Exhibit depicting Metropolitan's Headquarters Building and associated fee property and permanent
easements in the project vicinity

cc: Ms. Stephanie Perez
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Link Union Station

Public Scoping Individuals Comments Matrix

Comment Summary Comment Topic

Requested information be sent in Chinese.

Outreach Materials

Requested information to be sent in Japanese.

Outreach Materials

Funding

¢ |s the project adequately funded as of today? o

o Wil the project be funded using Measure R funds? e Agency Coordination
o Will Caltrans be involved?

o Good luck this time.

e Thank you and congratulations. o Project Support

¢ Update contact information. e Mailing List

e Please add me to your mailing list. e Mailing List

Would like the paper sent from Metro in Chinese.

Outreach Materials

Would like the paper sent from Metro in Spanish.

Outreach Materials

Concerned with preserving cultural history in surrounding
areas, specifically Historic Chinatown and Mexican
American community.

The current LAUS footprint overlays historic LA Chinatown
and the project may damage cultural remains on both
Chinatown and the Mexican American neighborhood north
of Cesar Chavez.

Cultural resource analysis and analysis of structural integrity
should be done on Macy Street School.

Environmental Resources
and Studies

Most people in the Chinatown/Chinese American

community would support transportation and

pedestrian improvements.

Historic Chinatown community was displaced and

buildings were destroyed for construction of the original
LAUS, and very little information regarding displacements

is available at LAUS.

Macy Street School has historical significance and

should be properly evaluated for cultural resources.
Suggested that Macy Street School be reused or adapted as
a means of mitigation.

An additional mitigation measure would be to enhance the
pedestrian experience and increased pedestrian volume
between LAUS and the Civic Center by bridging the freeway
with greenspace as proposed by the Friends of Park 101.

Environmental Resources
and Studies
Project Design

Will U.S. 101 be evaluated for cultural resources?

When will the draft technical study be circulated to Caltrans
for comments?

Concerns with preserving cultural resources in the area.
DEIR should include thorough detail on mitigation at LAUS

Environmental Resources
and Studies

Project support

Project Support
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Public Scoping Individuals Comments Matrix

Comment Summary Comment Topic

e Business owner of a recording studio across from LAUS,  Project Design
near the 101 freeway. Right of Way

e He is concerned about the tracks that will be built over the
101 freeway and would like a call back confirming his
understanding is correct.

e Project support e Project Support

¢ Commenter asked to be called back e Outreach Materials

e The project team should consult red line construction » Project Design
documents before placing any new structures for the e Right of Way
Link US Project.

o Comments regarding historical aspects of Bauchet Street.

¢ Re-opening Bauchet Street under the train yard just
north of the Cesar Chavez underpass may be a
solution worth investigating.

¢ Underneath the train yard, Bouchet Street could be
widened to six lanes: two center lanes for east and west
traffic, and two lanes in each direction for drop off and pick
up.

e The old stones from Bauchet Street could be removed and
used elsewhere in the design of the new structure.

¢ In considering a taxi drop off for Metrolink and HSR, the
businesses for bail bondsmen could be relocated and
centralized into a new office tower and the vacated area
bordered by Vignes, Avila, Bouchet, could be used as a
drop off area for passengers with a bus turnaround and taxi
waiting services.

e There is not an opportunity for retail because of the proximity
to the LA County Jail.

¢ This design solution should include a visual barrier to
enhance security but can also provide a quicker access
for boarding and disembarking from high speed rail.

¢ This may be a better, faster and cheaper solution than
modifying the Cesar Chavez Underpass, which due to its
age and massive six foot thick walls, may not fair well with
any design alterations, but may last hundreds of years in its
current configuration

o Commenter raises concerns over the track design,  Project Design
including raising the tracks up 15 feet.

¢ |f vehicles roll onto the mainline, they become extreme
safety hazards for other rail traffic which cannot stop or
slow down like automobiles. To prevent trains from
unintentionally rolling, the entire track complex from
Union Station to the LA River, must remain in a swale,
or spoon shape.

¢ Raising the tracks fifteen feet higher at Union Station
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Public Scoping Individuals Comments Matrix

Comment Summary Comment Topic

demands that the entire track complex along the LA River

also be raised fifteen feet. Raising track levels fifteen feet

means rebuilding ten bridges over the Los Angeles River.
¢ Two Solutions were proposed to avoid the track raise and
reduce project costs:

1. It may be more cost effective to lower the 101 Freeway
than raise the tracks. Lowering the 101 freeway through
downtown was completed decades ago by Caltrans. But
the project stopped just short of Union Station due to
opposition from adjacent stakeholders, primarily the
property owner of the Deja Vu Showgirls Afterhours Club
across the freeway from Union Station.

2. Add two additional passenger tunnels, one on either side
of the current walkway.

¢ In summary, raising the tracks fifteen feet at a cost of over
two billion dollars at Union Station is unfeasible because of
track criteria. No need for an EIR to study this arrangement.

A more economical solution exists without raising the track

bed and should be considered as part of the EIR.

e With Piper Tech being considered as a High Speed Rail Project Design
station, cost-benefit analysis should be included. The Environmental Resources
Property was not an alternative in the Union Station Master and Studies
Plan and was added after the comment period was over.

e The area is a Methane Zone, and all aspects of Soils and
Geology should be considered. Hydrology and Water
Quality including watershed quality and degradation issues
should be considered.

¢ Caltrans permit has different requirements that the LA
County.

o Commenter provided information on the Upper Los Angeles
River Watershed Management Area and the preparation of
the EWMP Enhanced Watershed Management Plans and
the CIMP Coordinated Integrated Monitoring Program.

e Would like the name to be removed from the mailing list.

Mailing List

o Keep organization updated Outreach Materials

¢ Opposes surface level parking structures within close
proximity of union transportation station center or
platforms.

e Consider the long term vision "ecologically, technologically,
economically" to prepare for fast changing future of
transportation in the area.

Project Design
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2020 Revised Notice of Intent Public Scoping Summary Report
March 2021

Artist 'Rg?dering“"

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal
environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by the State of
California pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated July 23,
2019, and executed by the Federal Railroad Administration and the State of California.
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ACRONYMS
Caltrans California Department of Transportation
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
CHSRA California High-Speed Rail Authority
EIS environmental impact statement
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
FR Federal Register
FRA Federal Railroad Administration
Link US Link Union Station
LAUS Los Angeles Union Station
Metro Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
NOI Notice of Intent
Project Link Union Station Project
U.S. United States
VMR virtual meeting room
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1.0 Introduction

This Public Scoping Summary Report for Revised Notice of Intent (NOI) summarizes the scoping
process undertaken in conjunction with the release of the Revised NOI to address the proposed
railroad improvements to Malabar Yard in the City of Vernon that are required for the Link Union
Station (Link US) Project (Project). The scoping process was performed in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations for
Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA in 40 Code of Federal Regulations parts
1500-1508"; the Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA) Procedures for Considering
Environmental Impacts in 64 Federal Register (FR) 28545, dated May 26, 1999, and 78 FR
2713, dated January 14, 2013; 23 United States (U.S.) Code Section 139.

Scoping for the Project engaged the public (i.e., citizens, property owners, and key stakeholders),
as well as local, state, tribal, and federal agencies, prior to, during, and after release of the Original
NOI in 2016 and the Revised NOI in 2020. The Revised NOI addresses the additional Project
components that the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) and the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) will consider in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that were not addressed as part of the Original NOI in 2016 This summary report
identifies the range of issues and topics that will be addressed in the Draft EIS based on
comments received on the Revised NOI.

In addition, this scoping summary report summarizes the written and oral comments received
during the virtual Public Scoping Meeting on October 8, 2020 and throughout the 30-day public
comment period for the Revised NOI, which extended from September 17, 2020 to
October 19, 2020. The Revised NOI on the FR reflects a September 17, 2020 publication date
because it was posted one day earlier than anticipated. The promotional notices and
advertisements to encourage public comments and participation in the virtual Public Scoping
Meeting reflect a start date of the comment period on September 18, 2020 extending to October
19, 2020, a period of 30 days.

" The Code of Federal Regulations parts 1500-1508, was amended on April 20, 2022, and multiple sections
were modified, added, and/or deleted from the CFR.
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2.0 Revised Notice of Intent Scoping Process

The NEPA scoping process is an initial step to provide federal, state, local, and tribal agencies
and the public the opportunity to identify environmental issues and alternatives for consideration
in an EIS. During the scoping process for the Revised NOI, CHSRA and Metro maintained open
lines of communication with these entities to obtain feedback on the Malabar Yard railroad
improvements under consideration, and the scope of the environmental analysis. The Revised
NOI scoping process included the following major elements, as discussed further in this section:

e Revised NOI

e Virtual meeting room (VMR)

e Outreach and Notification of Virtual Public Scoping Meeting
e Virtual Public Scoping Meeting

e Public Scoping Summary Report for Revised NOI

2.1 Revised Notice of Intent

FRA, on behalf of CHSRA, which is the federal lead agency under NEPA Assignment, published
a Revised NOI on September 17, 2020 to provide notice that CHSRA intends to revise the scope
of the analysis of the EIS for the Link US Project. The Revised NOI addresses the additional
Project components not addressed as part of the Original NOI in 2016 that CHSRA and the Metro
will consider in the Draft EIS.

The Revised NOI was published to solicit additional public and agency input into the development
of the scope of the EIS for the Link US Project with respect to the proposed Malabar Yard railroad
improvements.

The Revised NOI, which included details for a virtual Public Scoping Meeting was posted on
Metro’s website, made available at Metro’s office, and was distributed to key stakeholders,
including agencies and elected officials, community associations, local institutions, and property
owners in the City of Vernon, California. A copy of the Revised NOI that was published the FR is
contained in Appendix A of this scoping summary report.

2.2 Virtual Meeting Room

Throughout the 30-day public comment period, a VMR was created and made available so
members of the public could easily browse information related to the overall Project, the Revised
NOI, and specifically the Malabar Yard railroad improvements, at their own leisure. In the VMR,
five stations were established to provide project-related information in large-scale PDF format that
could be clicked on and zoomed in for maximum readability.
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Copies of the display boards presented in the VMR and during the virtual Public Scoping Meeting
are provided in Appendix B of this public scoping summary report. The content of the five Project
stations was made available in English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese, and is
summarized below.

e Station 1
o Welcome Board
o Join us for the Link US Virtual Scoping Meeting
e Station 2
o Link US Project — Phasing and Funding Plan
o Link US Project — Anticipated Project Benefits
e Station 3
o Link US Project — Malabar Yard Railroad Infrastructure Overview
o Malabar Yard Railroad Infrastructure — 46th Connector
o Malabar Yard Railroad Infrastructure — 49th Street Closure
o Traffic Study Area in City of Vernon for Malabar Yard Railroad Improvements
e Station 4
o Link US Project — Major Project Components
o Link US Project — Concourse Concepts under Consideration
o Link US Project — Build Alternative 1
e Station 5
o Link US Project — Outreach Conducted 2016 through 2020
o Link US Project — Project History
o Link US Project — Key NEPA Environmental Review Milestones

Collateral materials including the fact sheet and frequently asked questions were also provided in
the VMR as weblinks. To ensure the multilingual needs of the community were met, the fact sheet
and frequently asked questions were available in Spanish, Chinese (simplified), Japanese,
Korean, Khmer (Cambodian), and Vietnamese. A copy of collateral material provided at the
meeting is included in Appendix C of this scoping summary report.

Weblinks to the VMR (LinkUnionStation.com) were provided on Metro’s Link US website under
the NEPA tab at: hitps://www.metro.net/projects/link-us/.

The VMR at LinkUnionStation.com with all scoping materials remained available past the close
of the formal Scoping Period to provide easy access to all scoping-related documents, resources,
including access to scoping meeting presentations in each of the various languages through PDFs
as well as scoping meeting videos. The website also informed the public of different comment
submission methods during the 30-day public comment period. Over the 30-day public comment
period, 346 individuals visited the VMR registering 2,873 pageviews.
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2.3 Outreach and Notification of Virtual Scoping Meeting

In addition to the publication of the Revised NOI in the FR, the Revised NOI was distributed to
key stakeholders through a range of outreach methods and activities, as outlined below.

2.3.1 Newspaper Advertisements

CHSRA and Metro advertised the virtual Public Scoping Meeting and comment period in the
following newspapers:

e Los Angeles Times on September 21, 2020. The newspaper circulates throughout Los
Angeles.

¢ Los Angeles Downtown News on September 21, 2020. The newspaper circulates mostly
in Downtown Los Angeles.

e Los Angeles Daily News on September 21, 2020. The newspaper circulates throughout
Los Angeles.

e La Opinién on September 21, 2020. This release was published in Spanish. The
newspaper circulates throughout Southern California.

¢ Rafu Shimpu on September 22, 2020. This newspaper publishes to a Japanese audience.
The newspaper circulates throughout Los Angeles.

e Chinese Daily News on September 21, 2020. This release was published in Chinese
(Simplified). The newspaper circulates throughout Los Angeles.

The virtual Public Scoping Meeting was also promoted via Metro Press Release as well as through
Metro’s The Source article on October 7, 2020.

Copies of these advertisements are included in Appendix D of this scoping summary report. The
advertisements included an invitation to the virtual Public Scoping Meeting with information
regarding the meeting time and place. The advertisements invited the public to attend the virtual
Public Scoping Meeting, provided information regarding the meeting time and place, meeting
format, the 30-day public scoping period, the publication of the Revised NOI, Project website
address, and instructions for submitting public comments or requesting special accommodations.

2.3.2 Social Media

Facebook posts were developed and posted on Metro’'s Regional Rail Facebook page on
September 18 and 30 and October 6, 8, 12, and 16, 2020. The posts consisted of information
about the virtual Public Scoping Meeting, including date, time, and a link to the Project website
(Appendix E of this scoping summary report). Additionally, a meeting reminder, a meeting recap,
and a thank you post were distributed on Metro’s Regional Rail Facebook page.
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2.3.3 Tri-Fold Pamphlets and Certified Mailers

A virtual Scoping Meeting tri-fold pamphlet was distributed via certified mail on September 29,
2020 to the mailing addresses that are publicly available for properties traversed by the Project
footprint. All properties in the jurisdictional limits of Vernon and properties in the far northern
portion of Huntington Park were also mailed the tri-fold pamphlet on October 25, 2020. The tri-fold
pamphlet contained general Project information, a link to the Project website and VMR, contact
information, and virtual Public Scoping Meeting information. The tri-fold pamphlet also contained
the information translated into Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese. A Korean version of
the tri-fold pamphlet was also made available on the Project website and in the VMR.

2.34 Email Blasts

This information on the virtual Public Scoping Meeting was also provided to all recipients in the
stakeholder database in multiple email blasts to approximately 2,533 emails of interested
stakeholders existing in the database. Three email blasts were sent prior to the virtual Public
Scoping Meeting on September 22, 2020 and October 6 and 8, 2020; each included translated
meeting information for Spanish, Chinese (simplified) and Japanese. After the virtual Public
Scoping Meeting, email blasts were also sent on October 12 and 16, 2020, to remind stakeholders
of the 30-day public comment period.

2.3.5 Targeted Calls and Emails to Stakeholders

Metro performed additional outreach with stakeholders in the City of Vernon. In April 2020, Metro
began conducting monthly virtual Zoom meetings with staff from the City of Vernon (Public Works
and Administration Departments). In addition to the ongoing meetings with the City of Vernon staff
to share Project updates and design development, Metro also solicited feedback from the
Business & Industry Commission and the Chamber of Commerce. Additionally, individual calls
and/or emails to stakeholders in the vicinity of Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) were also made
during the 30-day public comment period to inform them of the changes to the Link US Project,
as well as the proposed Malabar Yard railroad improvements in the City of Vernon.

2.3.6 Meetings with NEPA Cooperating Agencies

Prior to the virtual Public Scoping Meeting, Metro facilitated coordination meetings with Metrolink
and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), which are serving as NEPA
Cooperating Agencies. Caltrans acknowledged there may be some level of future involvement in
the NEPA Process under the Division of Rail due to the freight-related aspects of the Malabar
Yard railroad improvements.
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24 Virtual Public Scoping Meeting

On October 8, 2020, during the Revised NOI comment period, CHSRA and Metro held a virtual
Public Scoping Meeting, from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. which was through a “live” Zoom virtual
presentation accessible via LinkUnionStation.com. During the virtual Public Scoping Meeting,
simultaneous live meetings with interpreters were offered concurrent with the English presentation
in Spanish, Chinese (simplified) and Japanese concurrent with the main meeting in English.
Video recordings and PDFs of the translated PowerPoint presentations were made available to
the public via the VMR. Americans with Disabilities Act accommodations and translations were
made available by calling a designated information phone line or through California Relay Service
at 711 at least 72 hours in advance. Appendix F of this scoping summary report provides the
website landing page and agenda for the virtual public scoping meeting.

The agenda for the meeting included the following events:

e 6:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.: Live Presentation
e 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.: Link US Public Comments (Accepted digitally and orally)

The virtual Public Scoping Meeting provided the public and government agencies the opportunity
to receive information on the Revised NOI scoping process and how to provide comments relative
to the Malabar Yard railroad improvements. Approximately 107 persons attended the virtual
Public Scoping Meeting. Out of the 107 attendees, there were 102 attendees on the English
presentation, 1 attendee on the Spanish Presentation and 4 attendees on the Japanese
presentations. Stakeholders who attended the meeting included elected officials, federal
agencies, community organizations, business organizations and individual stakeholders. The
attendee and registration information are provided in Appendix G of this scoping summary report,
for reference.

At 6:00 p.m., Danielle Valentino, Metro’s Community Relations Manager, started facilitating the
presentation. Mrs. Valentino went over the meeting agenda and schedule before handing it over
to Vincent Chio, Metro’s Director of Program Management and Regional Rail, who provided the
virtual Link US presentation. The presentation, provided in Appendix H of this scoping summary
report, covered the following topics:

e Project Introduction and Background

o NEPA Process

e Link US Project Overview

e Malabar Yard Railroad Infrastructure

e Project Area Overview (City of Vernon)
e Revised NOI — BNSF Malabar Yard

o 49th Street Closure (City of Vernon)

o Traffic Study
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e 49th Street Closure — Proposed Traffic Circulation Routes
e Link US Contact Information
e How to Submit Comments

At the conclusion of the meeting, attendees were encouraged to share comments and questions
orally with the Project team and encouraged to submit comments via the comment form provided
at the comment station in the VMR, or using the other methods made available, including the
following:

e Project information/telephone line (213-922-2524)

e Electronic comment form submissions from the VMR
e U.S. mail

e Project email address (linkunionstation@metro.net)

2.5 Public Scoping Summary Report for Revised Notice of
Intent

After closure of the 30-day public comment period, preparation of a scoping summary report
began. This report includes a summary of all comments received during the scoping period on
the Draft EIS Project, this includes comments from the public and agencies. Comments were
provided in various forms including email, letter, and comment box during virtual scoping meeting.
Additionally, this report provides the associated collaterals, boards, notifications, and website that
were used to help conduct the scoping process.
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3.0 Agency and Public Scoping Comments

CHSRA and Metro solicited written and oral comments on the Malabar Yard railroad
improvements addressed in the Revised NOI in multiple formats throughout the 30-day public
comment period. CHSRA and Metro also received written and oral comments during the virtual
Public Scoping Meeting held on October 8, 2020. In total, 81 comment submissions were
received, most of which were made during the virtual Public Scoping Meeting. Three comment
submissions were from public agencies, two comment submissions were from community
organizations, and 76 individual comment submissions were from individual stakeholders. Two of
the 76 individual comments were received after the close of the 30-day public comment period.

A summary of the comments received is provided below:

Three Public Agency Comments:

o Department of Transportation, District 7, Email and Letter — Received email on
10/19/2020, with comment letter attached, requesting traffic analysis of 46th and 49th
Street?

e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Letter — Received email on
10/19/2020, requesting additional analysis and explanation of Project components,
environmental justice, transportation conformity, air quality, range of alternatives,
encourages Metro to consult with South Coast Air Quality Management District

Two Community Organization Comments:

o Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community — Submitted an email on 10/19/2020 and a VMR
Comment Form on 10/8/2020, comments recommended additional information be
provided and added to the NOI and VMR?

Seventy-six Business and Individual Stakeholder Comments:

e Zoom chat box comments made during the virtual Public Scoping Meeting included:

o Martha Valenzuela o Jared Rimer

o Eugene Moy o Ryan Snow

o Denia Lanza-Campos o Norb Gallery

o Tom Savio o Brain Freund

o Mary McCormick o James Schladen
o Glen Block o Jesus Reyes

o Miguel Paredes o Bob Ryan

2 Logged for tracking purposes as two separate comments.
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o Thomas Smith o Patrick Gibson
o Ronald Kim o Maria Rountree
o Dionisio Martinez o Robert Quillin
o Kaz Kayoda o Calvin Gidlof
o Mercedes Sierra o Miguel Paredes
o Melissa de la Pena o Fred Boehnert
o Wilfredo Lima o Joanne Kumamoto
o Chris Serroels o Jun Lee
o Teresa Kneedler o Stefanie Szoludko
o Roy Fisher o Dan Galvin
o Ernie Figueroa o Lambert Giessigner
o Susan McAdams o Jeff Wulkan
o Andreas Aeppli o Emily Barsh
o Richard Stranger o Steve Atwood
o Paul Wilson o Andrée Blais
o Charles Ziarko o Samuel Lev
o Brett Barnett o Steve Sawyer
o Elias Clark o Linda (Unnamed Last Name)
o Brian Freund o Roula Terzian
o Dave Schlesinger o David Philips
o Thomas Dorsey o Kathleen Barajas
o Walter Lewis o John Rhee
e Email
o John Rhee - Received on 10/8/20 and 10/9/20, noting concerns with the at-grade

crossing enhancements on Seville Avenue, and acknowledged future coordination is
required regarding future ingress and egress of vehicles for the future development on
the subject property.

Richard Stranger — Received on 10/8/20 & 10/13/20, expressing neutral comments
Kevin Doyle — Received on 9/18/20, requesting additional Project information

A Professional Corporation — Received on 9/22/20, opposing the Project as they are
concerned about their property value

Allan Cooper of Ervin Cohen & Jessu — Received on 10/15/20, opposing the Project
and requesting a one-on-one meeting

Dodge Data & Analytics Inc. — Received on 10/21/20, requesting additional Project
information

L.K. Comstock National Transit, Inc. — Received on 10/5/20, requesting additional
Project information
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MTGL Inc. — Received on 9/22/20, requesting additional Project information
RMA Group — Received on 9/29/20, requesting additional Project information
Soul of America — Received on 10/8/20, expressing neutral comments

Michelle Rojas on behalf of KB New York B/H, LLC — Received on 11/3/20, opposing
the Project and requesting Metro to withdraw the proposal to close 49th Street and
develop alternative solutions

o O O O

¢ VMR Comment Form submissions on 10/8/20
o Fred Boehnert — Opposing, due to concerns of 46th and 49th Street impacts
o Llene Berman — Opposing, as they are a concerned business owner

Comments submitted to the Project team will be considered in the development of the Draft EIS.
This section summarizes the topics raised in the scoping comments received and the approach
to address these comments in the Draft EIS.

3.1 Agency Comments
CHSRA and Metro received agency comment letters from the following agencies:

e U.S.EPA
e Caltrans

Agency comments received are summarized below and presented in full in Appendix | of this
scoping summary report.

3.1.1  United States Environmental Protection Agency

The U.S. EPA submitted a letter dated October 19, 2020, acknowledging receipt of the Revised
NOI. The letter included recommendations that the EIS address issues related to air quality,
alternatives considered by CHSRA in addition to Malabar Yard, environmental justice, impacts
compounded with the high-speed rail system, and health risk effects on residents in Vernon. U.S.
EPA also commented the Malabar Yard component of the Project is within an “Emissions Study
Area Boundary” of two communities selected by the California Air Resources Board to participate
in the state’s Community Air Protection Program under California Assembly Bill 617. Additionally,
the U.S. EPA attached their previous letter from the Original NOI sent in 2016 and requested
review of the issues in the letter which included: air quality including construction emissions,
climate change and greenhouse gases, the Los Angeles River, environmental justice, and
coordination with other planning efforts.

Approach to Address Comments

To address U.S. EPA’'s comments on the NOI and Revised NOI, an air quality assessment report
will be prepared in support of the EIS that will quantify emissions of criteria air pollutants and
greenhouse gases for all components of the Project, including the construction and operational
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phases. Additionally, emissions of toxic air contaminants will also be evaluated in the Draft EIS.
A water quality assessment report, community impact assessment, and an evaluation of
environmental justice will also be prepared in support of the Draft EIS. The community impact
assessment will also include an evaluation of the Project's consistency with local plans and city
planning objectives.

3.1.2 California Department of Transportation

Caltrans submitted a letter dated October 19, 2020 accompanied with an email, acknowledging
receipt of the Revised NOI, and the agency’s participation in the NEPA EIS as a cooperating
agency on the Project. The letter included recommendations for a thorough analysis of impacts
to surrounding highways including I1-110, I1-10, and |-710. Caltrans stated the agency looks forward
to the continued development and advancement of the Project.

Approach to Address Comments

Potential impacts on surrounding highways including 1-110, 1-10, and I-710 will be addressed in
the Draft EIS.

3.2 Public Comments
Public comments received were relative to the following topics:

e Outreach Materials

e Project Funding

e Project Schedule

e Project Support

e Project Tracking/Mailing Lists

e Project Design

¢ Railroad Improvements/BNSF Malabar Yard
o Traffic Impact Study/Analysis

o Preferred Options/Alternatives

e Property Acquisition/Right of Way

e Public Involvement/Agency Coordination
e Environmental Resources and Studies
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3.21 Outreach Materials

Of the total, fifty-two of the 76 business and individual comments were related to how the public
received notice of the virtual Public Scoping Meeting via the range of outreach methods and
materials (Section 2.3), the VMR itself, or the PowerPoint presentation. Based on the comments
received, the public heard about the meeting via the following methods:

e 18 Email e 1 Lee Andrews Group
e 9 The Source e 1 Trains.com

e 4 Online/Website e 1 News Account

o 3 Metro Team/Employee e 1 Interested in Issues
e 2 Colleague e 1 CalDepo

e 2 Notice from Metro e 1 Metro

e 1 Coworker e 1 Google News

e 1 Neighbor e 1 Mailing List

e 1 Request for Qualifications o 1 Work

e 1 Local Council Meeting ¢ 1 Local Posting

One of the commenters provided feedback on how to improve the VMR. One other commenter
inquired if the Scoping Meeting presentation will be shared with attendees.

Approach to Address Comments

The presentation materials and video recording of the virtual Public Scoping Meeting was made
available in the VMR after the meeting and is also available on the Project website.

3.2.2 Project Funding

Two commenters requested information about funding.
¢ One commenter inquired on the Project’s construction budget
¢ One commenter requested cost information for the off-site improvements to Malabar Yard.

Approach to Address Comments

The Draft EIS will include information of the Project’s funding sources and projected construction
costs.
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3.2.3 Project Schedule
Nine comments received were related to Project schedule.
¢ One commenter inquired when Phase A and B would be completed.

e One commenter inquired on the Project’s general timeline based on Metro’s stated
purpose and need.

¢ One commenter inquired on the latest procurement schedule for Phase A.

e Two commenters inquired if Link US already had a construction schedule available.

¢ One commenter asked when the bakery on Commercial Street would have to be moved.
¢ One commenter requested information on the start of construction and completion date.

o One commenter asked if a Project management/construction procurement is on track for
late October 2020 or if the schedule will be revised to match the construction
manager/general contractor procurement scheduled for November 2020.

¢ One commenter asked if the rail yard needs to be raised to match the height of the
viaduct/run-through tracks and if this translates into an unusable viaduct/run-through
structure in Phase A.

Approach to Address Comments

The description of the build alternative in the Draft EIS will include information on the Project’s
schedule, including construction phasing along Commercial Street. Information regarding future
contractor procurements will not be included in the Draft EIS and those comments and inquiries
should be directed to Metro Vendor/Contract Management #(323) 903-4111 or
OrigelF@metro.net, the Link US Project Manager, Link US telephone hotline, or the project email
address.

3.2.4 Project Support

Seven commenters offered general support for the Project.

Approach to Address Comments

These comments do not affect the content or analysis of Draft EIS and are included as part of the
Project’s record.
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3.2.5 Project Tracking/Mailing Lists and General Information

Seven comments received were related to Project tracking and mailing notices and/or general
information.

¢ One commenter requested to be sent Project notifications.

¢ One commenter requested to be added to the Project’s mailing list and database for future
outreach.

¢ One commenter mentioned visiting the Malabar Yard before commenting and attending
the Scoping Meeting.

e Three commenters came from contractors looking to submit proposals for subsequent
phases of construction.

e One commenter asked if the Project has awarded a designer for the Project.

Approach to Address Comments

The stakeholder database was updated and will be used for future outreach and notifications.
3.2.6 Design of Project Elements Near Los Angeles Union Station

Five commenters offered their insight and recommendations on the Project’s design as it relates
to the improvements in the vicinity of LAUS.

¢ One commenter inquired how the West and East Plazas at LAUS would look, and if the
Project team was able to share the Link US At-Grade animation video to demonstrate a
look and feel of the Project at LAUS.

¢ One commenter asked if the LAUS rail yard needs to be raised to match the height of the
viaduct/run-through tracks and if they would be unusable until Phase B is complete.

¢ One commenter requested detailed information about the West and East Plazas at LAUS.

¢ Once commenter expressed concern about potential issues that may arise due to the
concourse upgrade proposed since LAUS is a historical landmark.

e One commenter asked if the widened “tunnel" at LAUS will have designated paths of travel
that are protected for motorized carts moving baggage and the disabled.

Approach to Address Comments

The Draft EIS will include detailed descriptions of the build alternative, and the proposed
concourse configuration. Metro and CHSRA are formally consulting with the State Historic
Preservation Officer under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as it relates to
the improvements at LAUS. The results of this consultation, including a finding of effect, will be
part of the Draft EIS.
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3.2.7 BNSF Malabar Yard Railroad Improvements

Nine comments received were related to Malabar Yard railroad improvements.

¢ One commenter representing a group strongly opposed the permanent shut down of 49th
Street as well as the proposed offset cul-de-sac.

¢ One commenter suggested Metro consider alternative solutions for crossing along 46th
Street and the timing of rail crossings relative to business operations.

e One commenter noted they are the owner of Bandwagon Brokerage located at the
intersection of 46th Street and Seville Avenue and is concerned with what types of impacts
and traffic congestion could be expected.

¢ One commenter asked about the types of rail cars stored at BNSF West Bank and Malabar
Yard, if the rail cars are owned, controlled or operated by BNSF and if the railroad
improvements at Malabar Yard are to offset the loss of BNSF tracks.

¢ One commenter asked what other alternative sites for the replacement storage track areas
are being considered other than Malabar Yard.

¢ One commenter asked if the purchased Harbor Subdivision included either the
right-of-way for two future passenger rail tracks or the operating rights for them through
the Malabar Yard (west side).

¢ One commenter inquired if the BNSF tracks are being removed and replaced one for one
at the Malabar Yard or if there will be less storage.

¢ One commenter requested the specific plans for their property at the intersection of 46th
Street and Seville Avenue and noted concerns with the safety crossing and enhancements
on Seville Avenue at the west side of their property, including future ingress and egress
of vehicles.

e One commenter requested more details related to Project elements and the Phase 1
environmental site assessment for the proposed railroad improvements. One commenter
expressed concern about how the Project will affect their property and other surrounding
buildings, including the creation of a cul-de-sac that could be conducive to dumping and
other nuisance issues.

Approach to Address Comments

The Draft EIS will include two design options for the closure of the at-grade railroad crossing at
49th Street and two design options for a new track connection along 46th Street. Issues and
concerns related to egress, traffic, safety, security, and hazardous materials in the vicinity of the
railroad improvements in Vernon will be considered in the Draft EIS.

The Draft EIS will include a full evaluation of the Malabar Yard railroad improvements required to
offset the permanent loss of storage track capacity to the BNSF West Bank Yard included in
Appendix S of the Draft EIS. An alternatives evaluation was conducted to determine the optimal
location to offset the permanent loss of storage track capacity to the BNSF West Bank Yard.
Multiple site locations were considered and BNSF’s Malabar Yard in the City of Vernon has been
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determined to be the optimal location. The alternatives evaluation will be released with the Draft
EIS.

3.2.8 Traffic Impact Study/Analysis
Six commenters made suggestions and recommendations for preparation of a traffic study.

e One commenter expressed concern with the safety of the crossing and enhancements on
Seville Avenue and the potential to obstruct ingress and egress of vehicles from their
property.

e One commenter noted that safety and risk mitigation improvements should be
incorporated as mitigation for all tracks on 46th and 49th Street crossings and
rights-of-ways, south of Vernon Avenue, in the City of Vernon.

¢ One commenter expressed concern how the Project will affect their property and other
surrounding buildings.

o Three commenters noted concerns with what types of impacts and traffic congestion they
may expect and requested a traffic study be prepared.

Approach to Address Comments

The Draft EIS will be supported by a traffic study that includes an evaluation of proposed
improvements in the cities of Los Angeles and Vernon. The traffic study for the Malabar Yard
railroad improvements will evaluate potential impacts on circulation, access, business ingress and
egress, and safety.

3.2.9 Preferred Options/Alternatives

Five comments were received inquiring about preferred options and alternatives of the Project.

¢ One commenter inquired if Joe Biden were to win the election, given his commitment to
passenger rail, if there is a preferred Project option by Metro.

¢ One commenter asked what other alternative sites for the replacement storage track areas
are being considered other than Malabar Yard.

¢ One commenter asked if an alternative would have shared use station tracks and eliminate
the proposed loop track and how are those related.

e One commenter asked if CHSRA prefers Option 1 or 2, in that Option 2 would give the
southbound curving tracks greater radii.

e One commenter specifically asked if CHSRA will environmentally clear both Build
Alternatives 1 and 2 under NEPA.

Approach to Address Comments

The Draft EIS will provide an indication of Metro’s locally preferred alternative. CHSRA intends to
analyze the build alternative, in addition to a no action alternative, in the Draft EIS.
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3.2.10 Property Acquisition/Right-of-Way and Business Operations

Nine comments were received regarding property acquisition and right-of-way concerns and
inquiries.

e One commenter asked if the purchased Harbor Subdivision included either the
right-of-way for two future passenger rail tracks or the operating rights for them through
the Malabar Yard (west side) and how it affects negotiations.

¢ One commenter asked when the bakery on Commercial Street would have to be moved
due to property acquisition.
o One commenter opposed the permanent shut down of 49th Street as well as the proposed

solution for a cul-de-sac turnaround and noted the loss of this parcel would prevent tenants
from receiving, storing and unloading containers on the 49th Street.

e One commenter suggests people with businesses in this area will incur significant
disruption with the proposed Malabar Yard railroad improvements and to assess the
impact on police, fire and ambulance service.

e One commenter noted that safety and risk mitigation improvements should be
incorporated as mitigation for all tracks on 46th and 49th Street crossings and
rights-of-ways, south of Vernon Avenue, in the City of Vernon.

e Several commenters noted concerns related to the proposed Malabar Yard railroad
improvement plans and lessening of their property values and adversely affecting their
occupant’s business.

Approach to Address Comments

Additional information regarding potential right-of-way needs for the build alternative under
consideration will be identified in the Draft EIS. Comments regarding the High-Speed Rail Project
(Burbank to Los Angeles segment) outside of the Link US Project limits are being analyzed as
part of the EIS prepared by CHSRA for the High-Speed Rail Project (Burbank to Los Angeles
segment).

3.2.11 Public Involvement/Agency Coordination

One commenter inquired on how much agency participation has been included in the
environmental phase and involved with the Revised NOI. Multiple commenters representing
properties in the City of Vernon requested a meeting with staff from Metro.

Approach to Address Comments

CHSRA and Metro will provide multiple opportunities for agencies and the public to remain or
become involved throughout the NEPA process, including through the provision of a Project
website, VMR, contact list, public information meetings, telephone correspondence with key
stakeholders, and formal public comment period. CHSRA and Metro prepared the Link US Public
Outreach Plan, in accordance with the requirements of 23 U.S. Code 139. Throughout the NEPA
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process, agency coordination will occur in compliance with NEPA, and other applicable regulatory
requirements, such as Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The Link US Public
Outreach Plan describes the strategies for keeping agencies informed and involved in the
Project’s environmental review process. Additionally, Metro conducted additional outreach with
affected property owners and businesses adjacent to those affected parcels.

3.2.12 Environmental Resources and Studies

e Three comments received were related to environmental resources and studies.
e One commenter inquired about the EIS process.

e Two commenters suggested the Draft EIS needs to reflect the environmental issues that
arose during LAUS’s construction of the Red Line Station.

Approach to Address Comments

The Revised NOI applies to CHSRA’'s NEPA process and is independent of Metro’s approval
process under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Metro certified a Final
Environmental Impact Report for Link US in 2019. Any additional CEQA review as it relates to the
Malabar Yard railroad improvements in the City of Vernon will occur independently of CHSRA's
NEPA process.

NEPA requires federal agencies to consider the potential environmental effects (both adverse
and beneficial) for any proposed federal agency action. CHSRA and Metro are preparing a Draft
EIS for the Project in compliance with NEPA (42 U.S. Code Section 4321 et seq.), the Council on
Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts
1500-1508), FRA Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (FRA’s Environmental
Procedures) (64 FR 28545, May 26, 1999), and 23 U.S. Code Section 139. , Technical studies
and analysis prepared as part of the Draft EIS will be made available for public review and
comment during the public review period for the Draft EIS. The Draft EIS is planned for release in
the first half of 2021. Metro and CHSRA will provide additional schedule updates on the Project
website as they become available.
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for Europe (UNECE) R46 rev 06—
Devices for Indirect Vision.

FMCSA acknowledges the concerns of
the two individual commenters
regarding use of the CV Digital Mirror
Syslamu.ls'l'he FMCSRs lml:ze several
operational controls that will help
ensure that the CV Digital Mirror
System is functioning properly at all
times. Section 396.7 of the FMCSRs,
“Unsafe operations forbidden,”

ibits any vehicle from bei

g:h;;!l’ed in !uch a condition l:slo likely
cause an accident or breakdown of the
vehicle. Section 392.7(a) requires each
CMV driver to satisfy himself/herself
that a vehicle is in safe condition before
operating the vehicle, which would
include ensuring that the rear-vision
mirrors are (or in this case, that the CV
Digital Mirror System is) in good
working order. Similarly, section
396.13(a) of the FMCSRs requires that,
before driving a vehicle, a driver must
be satisfied that the vehicle is in safe
momting condition. If the CV Digital

irror System (effectively functioning
as the rear vision mirrors) fails during
operation, the driver must complete a
driver vehicle inspection report at the
completion of the work day as required
by section 396.11 of the FMCSRs, and
the motor carrier must ensure that the
defect is corrected.
Terms and Conditions for the
Exemption

The Agency hereby grants the
exemption for a 5-year period,
bognnlng Septe: 17,2020 and
ending September 17, 2025, During the
temporary exemption period, motor
carriers operating CMVs may utilize the
Bosch and Mekra Lang CV Digital
Mirror System installed in lieu of the
two rear-vision mirrors required by
section 393,80 of the FMCSRs. FMCSA
emphasizes that this exemption is
limited to the Bosch and Mekra Lang CV
Digital Mirror System, and does not
apply to any other camers-based mirror
replacement system/technology. Section
306.7 of the FMCSRs, "“Unsafe
operations forbidden,” prohibits any
vehicle from being operated in such a
condition as to likely cause an accident
or a breakdown of the vehicle. If the
camera or monitor system fails during
normal vehicle operation on the
highway, continued operation of the
vehicle shall be forbidden until (1) the
CV Digital Mirror systom can be
nrllmd, or (2) conventional rear-vision
mirrors that are compliant with section
393,80 are installod on the vehicle.

The exemption will be valid for 5
yoars unless rescinded earlier by
FMCSA. The exemption will be
rescinded if: (1) Motor carriers and/or

CMVs fail to comply with the terms and
conditions of the exemption: (2) the
exemption has resulted in a lower level
of safety than was maintained before it
was granted; or (3) continuation of the
exemption would not be consistent with
the goals and objectives of 49 US.C.
31136/(e) and 31315(b).

Interested i ssessing
information wom demonstrate
that motor carriers operating CMVs
Digital Mirror System installed as an
alternative to two rear-vision mirrors are
not achieving the requisite statutory
level of safety immediately
notify FMCSA. The Agency will
evaluate any such information and, if
safety is being ised or if the
continuation of the exemption is not
consistent with 49 U.S.C. 31136(e) and
31315(b), will take immediate steps to
revoke the exemption,

Preemption

In accordance with 49 US.C.
31313(d), as implemented by 49 CFR
381.600, during the periodlxu
exemption is in effect, no State shall
enforce any law or regulation applicable
to intarlu!{ commerce that oou‘l"ﬁcu
with or is inconsistent with this
exemption with respect to a firm or
person operating under the exemption.
States may, but are not required to,
adopt the same exemption with respect
to operations in intrastate commerce.
James W. Deck,
Deputy Administrator.
IFR Doc. 2020-20470 Filed 9-16-20; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-EX-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration

Revised Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
nmuc:mmmuu

AGENCY: Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), on behalf of the
California High-Speed Rail Authority
(Authority), as the federal lead agency
under National Environmental

Act (NEPA) Assignment is issuing this
notice to advise other Federal, state,
local, and tribal and the public
that the Authority intends to revise the
scope of the analyxis of the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
for the Link Union Station Project (Link

US Project) in the cities of Los Angeles
and Vernon, California, compliance
with relevant state and federal laws, in
particular NEPA.

DATES: Written comments on the scope
of the Link US Project EIS should be
provided to the Autharity or Metro
starting on Se 18, 2020, and
must be received by the Authority or
Metro on or before October 19, 2020, as
noted below. In to COVID-19,
e In response to COVI

Prior to the scoping meeting date and
time noted above, information regarding
how to participate in the virtual meeting
will be provided at the following
location: https://www.metro.net/
projects/link-us/. Additionally, further
213-922-2524. Spanish, Chinese
(Simplified), and Japanese translation
will be provided. You may call 213
922;!‘99 at least 72 hours in advance
of the meeting to ADA
T
services. The scoping ion and
all materials present ing the
virtual scoping meeting will be made
available on Metro's website referenced
above.
ADDRESSES: Questions or written
comments on the scope of the Link US
Project EIS should be sent to Mark A
McLoughlin, Director, Environmental
Services Branch, ATTN: Link US
Project, California High-Speed Rail
Autharity, 770 L Street, Suite 620,
Sacramento, CA 95814 or via email with
the subject line "Link US Project” to
Mark MclLoughlin@hsr.ca.gov or to
Vincent Chio, Metro, Director of .
Program Management, Regional Rai
Los Angeles County Metropaolitan
Transportation Authority, One Gateway
Plaza Stop 99-17-2, Los los,
CA 90012 or via email with the
line “Link US Project” to:
linkunionstation@metro.net). Comments
may also be provided during the virtual
public scoping meeting described above.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
the Authority: Mark A. in,
e McLoughl :
California High-Speed Rail Authority,
(telephone: 916-403-6934; email:
.mcloughlin®hsr.ca.gov). For the
FRA: Stephanio B. Perez-
Regional Lead, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Federal Railroad
Administration (telophone: 202-493-
0388; email: s.perez-arrieta@dot gov).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Los
Angeles County an
Transportation Au ty (Metro) is a
t::l-l-d agency under NEPA and the
| project sponsor for the Link US
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Project. Since the publication of the
notice of intent (NOI), the Authority and
Metro have identified the proposed off-
site improvements to BNSF’s Malabar
Yard in the City of Vernon as a
necessary component of the Link US
Project. These improvements are located
primarily on 46th Street and 49th Street,
south of Vernon Avenue, in the
northwestern portion of the City of
Vernon. This Revised NOI is being
issued to solicit additional public and
agency input into the development of
the scope of the EIS for the Link US
Project with respect to the proposed off-
site improvements. Public input
received during outreach activities
conducted by the Authority, Metro, and
its representatives will be considered in
the preparation of the EIS. FRA and
Metro previously conducted scoping for
the Link US Project joint EIS/
environmental impact report (EIR) in
the spring of 2016. FRA published an
NOI in the Federal Register on May 31.
2016 (81 FR 34429). FRA and Metro
held a scoiing meeting on June 2, 2016,
at Metro’s headquarters (One Gateway
Plaza, Los Angeles, California 90012) to
receive agency and public input on the
Link US Project. In addition to formal
scoping meetings, Metro has maintained
ongoing outreach to public agencies and
consistently engaged the public
throughout project development to
provide input since spring of 2016.

At the time of project scoping, FRA
and Metro intemfed to prepare a joint
EIS/EIR pursuant to NEPA and the
California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). In 2018, Metro proceeded with
the preparation of a stand-alone EIR to
comply with CEQA and released a Draft
EIR for public comment on Jan 17,
2019. Following consideration ‘:;'l;.yhe
comments received on the Draft EIR,
Metro certified a Final EIR for the Link
US Project on June 27, 2019.

FRA and the State of California
executed a MOU, pursuant to 23 US.C.
327, dated July 23, 2019 through which
the State of California, acting ugh
the California State Transportation
Agency and the Authority, has assumed
FRA's responsibilities under NEPA and
other federal environmental laws for
projects necessary for the design,
construction, and operation of the
California HSR System, and for other
railroad projects directly connected to
stations on the California HSR System,
including the Link US Project.
Accordingly, the Authority is the lead
federal agency for complying with
NEPA and other federal environmental
laws for the Link US Project. Metro is
the local project sponsor for the Link US

project.

As described in the 2016 NOL the
Link US Project is centered at Los
Angeles Union Station (LAUS).
Implementation of common
infrastructure designed to accommodate
both regional/intercity trains and future
HSR trains would result in the

ent loss of sto track capacity
at the BNSF West Bank Yard, south of
US-101, in the vicinity of First Street.
Since FRA published the 2016 NOI, the
Authority and Metro have identified off-
site improvements to the BNSF Malabar
Yard in the City of Vernon that are
needed to restore and offset the loss of
storage track capacity at the BNSF West
Bank Yard. The Authority is issuing this
Revised NOI to solicit additional public
and agency input into the development
of the scope of the Link US Project EIS
with respect to the off-site
improvements to the BNSF Malabar
Yard proposed in the City of Vernon.

The Link US Project EIS will be used
by the Authority to address the
requirements of NEPA, as well as other
applicable statutes, regulations, and
executive orders, including (but not
limited to) the Clean Air Act, Clean
Water Act, Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966
(NHPA), Section 4(f) of the Department
of Transportation Act of 1966, the
Endangered Species Act, and Executive
Order 12898 (Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations).

Implementation of the Link US
Project is a Federal undertaking with the
potential to affect historic properties. As
such, it is subject to the requirements of
Section 106 of the NHPA. In accordance
with regulations issued by the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation, 36
gku;‘fan 800, the Authority intends to

inate compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA with the preparation of the
Link US Project EIS, beginning with the
identification of consulting parties ina
manner consistent with the standards
set out in 36 CFR 800.8. Public
comment is sought with respect to the
evaluation of potential effects on
historic properties.

The EIS will describe site-specific
environmental effects and will identify
measures to avoid, minimize, or
mitigate for potential adverse
environmental effects. The Authority
will assess the site characteristics, size,
nature, and timing of proposed site-
specific improvements to determine
whether the effects are potentially
adverse and whether im can be
avoided or mitigated. rmation and
documents regarding this environmental
review process will be made available

through Motro’s internet site: hitps://

Purpose and Need

Consistent with the 2016 NOI, the
purpose of the proposed action is to
increase the regional and intercity rail
service capacity of LAUS and to
improve schedule reliability at LAUS

the implementation of a run-

through tracks configuration and
elimination of the current stub-end
tracks configuration while preserving
current levels of freight rail operations,
accommodating the planned HSR
system in Sou! California,

multi-modal transportation demands at
LAUS.

Consistent with the 2016 NOI, the
need for the proposed action is
generated by the forecasted increase in
regional population and employment:
implementation of federal, state, and
regional transportation plans that
provide for increased operational
frequency for regional and intercity
trains and introduction of the planned
HSR system in Southern California.
Localized operational, safety, and
accessibility upgrades in and around
LAUS will be required to meet existing
demand and future growth.

Alternatives

As described in the 2016 NOI, the
Link US Project EIS will include an
evaluation of one or more Build
Alternatives (Proposed Action), as well
as a No Action Alternative.

No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative is defined
to serve as the baseline for assessment
of the proposed action. The No Action
Alternative represents the region’s
transportation system (highway, air, and
conventional rail) as it currently exists,
and as it would exist after completion
of programs or projects currently
planned for funding and
implementation by 2040.

Proposed Action (Link US Project Build
Alternatives)

The Action consists of two
build alternatives that address
infrastructure in the vicinity of LAUS,
in conjunction with off-site
improvements into the BNSF Malabar
Yard in the City of Vernon. The build
alternatives would result in enhanced
operational capacity from control point
(CP) Chavez in the north (near North
Main Street) to CP Olympic in the south
(near the Interstate 10/State Route 60/
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U.S-101in ). which serve as
the nmhmmst;hem project
termini. Major components of the build
alternatives are described below.
¢ Throat and Elevated Rail Yard—The
build alternatives would include
subgrade, signal, and structural
improvements in the throat segment to
inc':mse the elevation of the tracks
leading to the rail vard in the concourse
segment at LAUS. The throat would be
reconstructed with up to seven lead
tracks north of LAUS. The build
alternatives would also include new
platforms with canopies

above Ee elevated rail yard.
. P Concourse—The build

alternatives would include: (1) An
expanded passageway: or (2) an at
passenger concourse. The expande‘gﬁdg

assageway or ﬂ‘d
gnnooume would constmcted below

the elevated rail yard.

« Run-Through Tracks—The build
alternatives would include up to 10 new
run-through tracks (including the
possibility of a loop track) south of
LAUS to facilitate connections for
regional/intercity rail trains and future
HSR trains to the main line tracks on the
west bank of the Los les River.

o BNSF Malabar Yard Off-Site
Improvements—The build alternatives
also require off-site improvements to
BNSF's Malabar Yard in the City of
Vernon, California, primarily on 46th
Street and 49th Street. The off-site
improvements are proposed to restore
and offset the loss of storage
uacicapamty at the BNSF West Bank
Yar

The proposed action would also
require modifications to US-101 and
local streets (including potential street
closures and metric modifications);
railroad signal, positive train control.
and communications-related

rovements; modifications to the
rd Line light rail platform and tracks;
modifications to the main line tracks on

the west bank of the Los les River;
modifications to Keller Yard and the
Amtrak lead track; ent removal

of storage tracks and partial relocation
of the BNSF West Bank Yard; new
access roadways to the railroad right-of-
way: additional right-of-way: new
utilities; utility re ions,
replacements, and abandonments; and
new drainage facilities/water quality
improvements.
Probable Effects

The EIS will include an evaluation of
all environmental. social, and economic
impacts of the construction and

operation of the propesed action in
detail. Impact areas to be addressed in

the EIS include: Transportation: air

uality and nhouse gases: noise and
?nhanon pm utilities and energy;
bmloglcal and wetland resources;

ual l:;ydmsolfls&v and water

i seismicity;

Remanlous waste and maatecial: sty
and security; sociceconomics and
communities: land use and planning:
visual quality and aesthetics; historic.
cull and nto! resources;
regional gmmd :‘smlmm
justice. Measums to avoid. minimize,
and mitigate adverse effects will be
identified and evaluated.

Scoping and Comments

FRA and Metro have iously
mrﬁadoulampingﬁo:mkus

ject EIS. Since publication of the
2016 NOI, the Aul ty and Metro have
identified the BNSF Malabar Yard off-
site improvements as & necessary
component of the Link US Project. FRA,
an behalf of the Authority, is issuing
this Revised NOI to solicit additional
public and agency input into the
development of the of the EIS for
the Link US Project with respect to the
BNSF Malabar Yard off-site
improvements and to advise the public
that outreach activities conducted by
the Authaority and Metro and its
representatives will be considered in the
preparation of the EIS. Comments and
suggestions on the additional project
elements described in this Revised NOI
are invited from all interested agencies,
Native American Tribes, and the public
to ensure the full range of issues related
to the proposed action and all
reasonable build alternatives are
addressed and all significant issues are
identified. In particular, the Autharity
and Metro are interested in determining
whether there are areas of
environmental concern where there
might be a potential for adverse effects.

In response to this Revised NOL
public agencies with jurisdiction are

to advise the Authority and

Metro of the &
environmental review of
TRk i il e Gt

of the environmental information that is

to the s statutory
8emmnemspous:.l:nbuasax!xgtem:voommctu:mvuruhthe
proposed action. Public agencies are
ed to advise the Authority and
Metro if they anticipate taking a major
action in connection with the propased
pmpct and if they wish to coo
of the EIS. To
Cahrans. District 7 hasexpteased its

intention to participate as a cooperating
m!he‘&mpnanonohhems.

lic sco) meeting has
beenscheduledasanx}::;snrum

component of the sco process for
thel-‘edmnlenvmnmg:lnlglmw The

virtual public meeti
Sescribed above ih this Revised NOI
will also be advertised locally and
included in additional public
notification.

mnsulnnon.andotharmnsmqnmd
byappluﬂ)lei‘edenl environmental
laws for this project are being or have
boenmnedoulbvthe&neof
Cahﬁcrmaptusunmtoz.‘iUS.C. 327 and
a Memorandum of U
(MOU) dated July 23, 2019, and
executed by the FRA and the State of
California.

Issued in Washington, DC.
Jamie P. Reanert,
Director, Office of Infi fuure I L
[FR Doc. 2020-20520 Filed 9-16-20; 8:45 am]
SILLING COOE 4910-06-7

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request for Form 5330

AGENCY: Internzl Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The :nurml Rmnmm'
(IRS), as of its continui to
reduce paP::rwmk and .
burden, invites the gene blic and
other Federal agencies to u.nl this
op ity to comment on information
ions, as by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The
IRS is soliciting comments concerning
Return of Excm Taxes Related to
Employee Benefit Plans.
DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before November 16,
2020 to be assured of consideration.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Kinna B Internal Revenue
Service, Room 6526, 1111 Constitution
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20224.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
for additional information or

copies of the form and instructions
should be directed to Martha R. Brinson.
at (202)317-5753, or at Internal Revenue
Service, Room 6526, 1111 Constitution
Avenue NW. Washington, DC 20224, or
through the internet at
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Return of Excise Taxes Related
to Employee Benefit Plans.

OMB Number: 1545-0575.

Form Number: 5330.

Abstract: Internal Revenue Code
sections 4971, 4972, 4973(a)(3). 4975,
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Join us for the Link Union Station
Virtual Scoping Meeting

15ESINEA BV EEELS ZE b (Link US)
EECEERESIN

Learn about the latest updates on Link US
Thursday, October 8, 2020, 6-8pm

> Live Presentation: 6-6:30pm
> Public Oral Comments: 6:30-8pm

YREX Link US NERFTEFER
20205E108 8H, EHAM, B+ 6 BYE 8 A

>IiFER B L6 BYE 6 BY 3093
> NRRERAKEN © 6 B30 7 & 8HY

coNTAcT Us [ BXR T ]

. 213.922.2524 \P 323.466.3876

: : : x2 Espariol (Spanish) x5 Tiéng Viét (Vietnamese)
. linkunionstation @ metro.net x3 X7 (Chinese)  x6 EIASE (Japanese)
@ metro_net/linkus x4 St=0q (K OOOOO ) x7 pyCCKVlVl (Russian)
x8 Cwbpku (Armenian)
M t ) YW @metrolosangeles

f losangelesmetro
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Join us for the Link Union Station
Virtual Scoping Meeting.

Acompdfiienos para una Exhibicion Abierta
de Link Union Station.

Learn about the latest updates on Link US
Thursday, October 8, 2020, 6—-8pm

> Live Presentation: 6—6:30pm
> Public Oral Comments: 6:30—8pm

Entérese sobre las actualizaciones de Link US

Jueves, 8 de octubre de 2020, 6—8pm

> Presentacion en Vivo: 6—6:30pm
> Comentarios Orales Publicos: 6:30—8pm

CONTACT US [ CONTACTENOS

- 213.922.2524 \P 323.466.3876

: : : x2 Espariol (Spanish) x5 Tiéng Viét (Vietnamese)
. linkunionstation@metro.net x3 FA3X (Chinese) x6 HZAEE (Japanese)
@ metro.net /linkus x4 t=30{ (Korean)  x7 pycckuu (Russian)
> ® trologangeleg x8 CwyGpku (Armenian)
Metro ..

§ losangelesmetro
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Link Union Station Project

Phasing and Funding Plan

SEGMENT 4 — RAIL YARD/CONCOURSE AREA

SEGMENT 1 - THROAT AREA SEGMENT 2 - COMMERCIAL & CENTER ST SEGMENT 3 - VIADUCT & RUN-THROUGH

1. Rail signal, communications 1. Property acquisition 1. Viaduct structure over US-101 (full width) 1. Raising of the rail yard, new lead tracks, new
and track work 2. Utility relocation 2. Two run-through tracks from Union Station platforms, as well as new stairs, escalators
2. Utility relocation Platform 4 to mainline tracks 2. Concourse-related improvements
3. Signal and communication 3. Add remaining run-through tracks (10 total)

Phase A will enable commuter (Metrolink) and intercity (Amtrak) rail trains to utilize an
interim two-track, run-through configuration at LAUS. Phase B is currently unfunded.

FUNDING SOURCE PHASE A

State Proposition TA/

423 M
High-Speed Rail Bonds >
TIRCP and STIP $398M
Other Local, State and $129M

Federal Funds

TOTAL $950M

The 2018 Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) grants
awarded by California State Transportation Agency and subsequent State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds approved by California
Transportation Commission include a total of $398 million for Link US.

California High-Speed Rail
Authority 2018 Business Plan
includes $423 million for Link US.

CALIFORNIA

High-Speed Rail Authority *
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Major Project Components

e e e i e
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1. New lead tracks, elevated rail yard and platforms

2. New concourse-related improvements, including new escalators,
elevators and canopies

3. New run-through tracks (including the possibility of a loop track)
south of the Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS), over US-101

4. Accommodation of planned California High-Speed Rail System

5. New rail communications, signals and safety improvements

6. Off-site improvements to BNSF Malabar Yard

@ Metro CALIFORNIA

High-Speed Rail Authority
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Anticipated Project Benefits

IMPROVE INTRASTATE,

IMPROVE REGIONAL INCREASE RAIL
INTERCITY & LOCAL
CONNECTIVITY SERVICE CAPACITY
TRANSIT CONNECTIVITY
Ventura Santa Barbara
|
>ld.
| o N °
. a . Anaheim San Diego
ISR: Metrolink, Amtrak, One-seat rides to key Accommodate
Metro rail: Metro destinations in future demand
and municipal bus Southern California

systems; ridesharing

REDUCE TRAIN FUTURE

IDLING TIMES

GENERATE NEW JOBS
DEVELOPMENT

]
] ]
aflk
Shorter wait times; fuel Opportunity for Estimated 4,500 temporary
savings and emissions transit-oriented jobs per year over five-year
reductions per train development period; 200+ permanent jobs

IMPROVE ENHANCE PASSENGER IMPROVE US-101 &
PEDESTRIAN ACCESS EXPERIENCE LOCAL ROADWAYS

Enhanced accessibility and New concourse, retail and Updated desigh and
safety with new elevators, other amenities and new enhanced safety
escalators and stairways expanded platforms

@
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Concourse Concepts under Consideration
[

EXPANDED PASSAGEWAY

JHNI
AT-GRADE PASSENGER CONCOURSE

(including Baggage Handling Facilities) (including Baggage Handling Facilities)

Plaza Plaza

Baggage Pick up/drop oft Baggage Pick up/drop oft
Baggage pickup/drop off would occur at the East and West Baggage pickup/drop off and ticketing would all occur in
Plazas and baggage pick up would occur at a central location a centralized location within the At-Grade concourse
within the Expanded Passageway . .

s & Mas Operations & Maintenance
Operatlor:s Mallntenance . I Maintenance of public space approximately 533,000 square feet
Maintenance of approximately 246,000 square feet (West Plaza, . —
Fast Plaza, Expanded Passageway & Baggage Handling Facilities) (West Plaza, East Plaza, Concourse & Baggage Handling Facilities)
Impacts to the Metro L Line (Gold) Impacts to the Metro L Line (Gold)
L Line (Gold) service would be temporarily relocated L L'.”e (Gold) SErvice would be temporarily relocated
during construction during construction
Preliminary Cost Estimate* Preliminary Cost Estimate*

Estimated total project cost approximately $2.3 billion Estimated total project cost approximately $3.3 billion

*Preliminary cost estimate developed in 2018

@ Metro %
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Link Union Station Project

Outreach Conducted 2016 through 2020

Link US Public Meetings

Joint NEPA/CEQA Outreach Events
> Public Scoping Meeting (2016)
> Community Meeting (2016)

> William Mead Homes Community
Workshop(2017) > 625 attendees

> 76 written comments

CEQA Outreach Events > 17 verbal comments

> LAUS Open Houses (2018 and 2019)
> Draft EIR Public Hearing (2019)
> William Mead Homes

Community Meeting (2019)

Social Media
Posts

Stakeholder Briefings
and Public Events

50+ 70+

Mailer Notifications — 23,460 addresses

> Public Scoping Mailers (NEPA/CEQA)
> Public Hearing Mailers (CEQA)

Email Updates — Over 23,145 contacts

> 30+ e-blasts with project updates and event presentations
> Three e-blasts for Public Scoping Meeting (NEPA/CEQA)
> Seven e-blasts for open houses (CEQA)

> Six e-blasts for Draft EIR Public Hearing (CEQA)
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Project History

WE
ARE
HERE
April October January-March September
FRA and Metro issue NOI/ Metro conducts equal level 45 day public NOI release and revised
NOP to prepare EIS/EIR of evaluation of two track comment period NEPA Scoping
for Link US Project which alignment alternatives and
accommodates the planned two concourse concepts June
HSR System Metro certifies Final EIR
and adopts CEQA findings
and statement of overriding
considerations
July
FRA approves NEPA
Assignment for CHSRA
ee ONGOING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act FRA = Federal Railroad Administration NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act
CHSRA = California High-Speed Rail Authority HSR = High-Speed Rail NOI = Notice of Intent
EIR = Environmental Impact Report LAUS = Los Angeles Union Station NOP = Notice of Preparation
EIS = Environmental Impact Statement MOU = Memorandum of Understanding

Metro CALIFORNIA
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Key NEPA Environmental Review Milestones

WE
ARE
HERE
MILESTONE 1 MILESTONE 2 MILESTONE 3 MILESTONE 4
Fall 2020 Winter 2020 - Spring 2021 Summer 2021 - Fall 2021 Summer 2021 - Fall 2021
Revised Notice of Intent Release D<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>