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INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the LA River Path Project (Project). The Draft EIR will
inform decision makers and the general public of potential significant environmental impacts
of the Project and possible ways to minimize potential impacts, as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Metro conducted a 45-day public scoping period between
October 23, 2019, and December 6, 2019. Scoping is the process of determining the scope,
focus, and content of an EIR. For the purposes of this Scoping Summary Report, scoping
comprises Metro’s legally required notification and subsequent comments received related to
agency scoping and public outreach conducted by Metro for the Project.

Metro invited public agencies, interested individuals and organizations, and Native American
tribes to comment on the scope of the Draft EIR. Metro held scoping meetings to present
Project objectives and description, alternatives to be studied, impacts to be evaluated, and
evaluation methods to be used. The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Project is provided in
Appendix 1-1.

Metro anticipates releasing the Draft EIR for public review and comment in 2024, followed by
in-person and virtual public hearings to gather community input and comments on the Draft
EIR and technical studies.

Section 1.1 discusses the NOP released for the Project.

Section 1.2 provides an overview of the Project, including location, history, alternatives, and
objectives.

Sections 1.3 and 1.4 describe the purpose and organization of this scoping report,
respectively.

1.1 Notice of Preparation

Consistent with CEQA Section 15082, Metro filed an NOP for the Project Draft EIR on October
23, 2019, with the State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) State
Clearinghouse (SCH) and the Los Angeles County Clerk. The NOP provided notice for
responsible agencies to transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP,
focusing on specific information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 45 days of
receiving the NOP from the Lead Agency (Metro). The NOP also invited public participation in
the EIR scoping process and announced scheduled scoping meetings. Upon receipt of the
NOP, the SCH assigned SCH No. 2019100443 to the Project. The NOP and supplemental
documents, such as the mailing list and multi-media postings, are provided in Appendix 1.

LA RIVER PATH 1-1
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01 INTRODUCTION

1.2 Project Overview

1.2.1 Project Location

The Project is an approximately 8-mile active transportation path proposed along the LA River
from Elysian Valley, through Downtown Los Angeles and the City of Vernon, to the City of
Maywood. The proposed active transportation path would provide connections between
Downtown Los Angeles; the surrounding communities of Elysian Valley, Cypress Park, Elysian
Park, Lincoln Heights, Chinatown, the Arts District, Little Tokyo, the Industrial District, Boyle
Heights, and East Los Angeles; and the cities of Vernon and Maywood (Figure 1-1). The
surrounding area is currently underserved with limited pedestrian and bicycling infrastructure
connecting the communities. Land uses adjacent to and within the Project corridor include
single- and multi-family residences, commercial and retail uses, industrial development, parks
and recreational uses that include the Los Angeles State Historic Park, health and medical
facilities, educational institutions, utility infrastructure, flood control facilities, and
transportation facilities.

1.2.2 Project History

Numerous studies of the LA River have identified the Project as a need, and Metro is
coordinating with other studies and planning efforts, such as these:

e The 2007 City of Los Angeles Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan, which aimed at
revitalizing all 51 miles of the river channel, including providing pedestrian and bicycle
facilities

e The 2016 US Corps of Engineers (USACE) Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility
Study of an 11-mile stretch of the LA River north of Griffith Park through Elysian Valley to
Downtown Los Angeles. In 2022, this project received $28 million in funding under the
Infrastructure Investments and Jobs Act

e The nonprofit River LA’s Greenway 2020 initiative with the goal of completing the path
along the length of the river

e The Los Angeles County 2022 LA River Master Plan plans to synchronize goals and plans
for revitalizing the LA River

In June 2014, the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to perform a feasibility study to close
the 8-mile gap between Elysian Valley and the City of Vernon connecting the existing paths
along the LA River. In response, Metro prepared the Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure
Feasibility Study (Feasibility Study) to assess the engineering feasibility, neighborhood
connectivity, safety, environmental and permitting requirements, hydraulic impacts, real
estate, maintenance and operations, and preliminary cost estimates of the Project. The
Feasibility Study found that the Project is feasible and would help serve the transportation
needs of communities neighboring the Project corridor as well as the region. In September
2016, after completion of the Feasibility Study, the Metro Board approved the Project to
advance into conceptual design. This included the preparation of technical studies about the
Project corridor’s existing conditions, and community outreach to understand the
community’s needs and desires.

LA RIVER PATH
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01 INTRODUCTION

Figure 1-1. Project Location Map as Presented During the Public Scoping Period

Source: Metro 2019
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01 INTRODUCTION

The Project has been included in several local and regional plans:
e Metro’s 2016 Active Transportation Strategic Plan and 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan

e The Southern California Association of Governments 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Connect SoCal

e The 2012 Los Angeles County Bicycle Master Plan

e The Los Angeles Department of City Planning Mobility Plan 2035 (General Plan Element,
includes the 2010 Bicycle Plan)

1.2.3 Project Description and Alternatives

The Project is an approximately 8-mile active transportation path proposed along the LA River
from Elysian Valley through Downtown Los Angeles and the City of Vernon to the City of
Maywood. The northern limit of the Project is the terminus of the Los Angeles River Greenway
Trail at Riverside Drive, and the southern limit is at Atlantic Boulevard where the LA River
Bicycle Path begins in the City of Maywood. The Project would close the gap between the

LA River Greenway Trail and the LA River Bicycle Path to serve existing communities, meet
future demand, and improve regional connectivity When complete, this transportation and
recreational facility will provide a seamless 32-mile traffic-separated regional path for walking,
rolling, and bicycling from the San Fernando Valley to the City of Long Beach along the

LA River. The Project is fully funded through Measure M, with an anticipated projected
opening date around 2029. Currently $365 million in Measure M funds are allocated for this
Project, for design, environmental clearance and construction.

The Draft EIR will analyze three possible alignment alternatives. These three alternatives are
generally located along the LA River and use a combination of path types, such as elevated’,
top-of-bank?, and incised3. Access points would be located along and adjacent to both sides of
the river and would connect the path to existing and proposed future on-street bicycle
networks, and to serve people walking and taking transit by including connections to Union
Station, and to the Metro E Line and A Line (Blue Line) stations.

e Proposed Project (previously Alternative A) would cross the river approximately 6 times
and would add approximately 10 new access points (Figure 1-2).

e Option 1 (previously Alternative B) would cross the river approximately 7 times and would
add approximately 12 new access points (Figure 1- 3).

e Option 2 (previously Alternative C) would cross the river approximately 7 times and would
add approximately 11 new access points (Figure 1-4).

An elevated path type is a path supported by piers and foundations that are anchored in two potential ways: on the top-of-

bank, or in the channel.

2 Atop-of-bank path type is located at the top of the channel wall and uses available space at grade for the path. This also
includes 1-4a cantilevered path type that uses a structure that hangs over the top of the channel wall but is supported at the
top-of-bank.

3 An incised path type is a path cut into the channel wall of the river.

LA RIVER PATH
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01 INTRODUCTION

Figure 1-2. Proposed Project (previously Alternative A) as Presented During the Public Scoping Period

Source: Metro 2019
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Figure 1-3. Option 1 (previously Alternative B) as Presented During the Public Scoping Period

Source: Metro 2019
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Figure 1-4. Option 2 (previously Alternative C) as Presented During the Public Scoping Period

Source: Metro 2019
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01 INTRODUCTION

These alternatives share many common access points and path types, but each alternative has
unique characteristics. The three alternatives, including design options, will be described and
evaluated in the Draft EIR. In this regard, the Draft EIR may include, but is not limited to,
variations in river crossings and locations, variations in access points and locations, design
options for path types, associated refinements, and ancillary improvements in collaboration
with Metro’s local partners.

1.2.4 Project Objectives

The Project would create a safe and world-class active transportation path along the LA River
between Elysian Valley and City of Maywood that enhance and provide recreational
opportunities, livability, regional and local connectivity, an outstanding user experience, access
to economic opportunity, and separation from vehicular traffic for people of all ages and
abilities. This new transportation facility would contribute to improved health, economic,
environmental, transportation, and equity issues. Objectives of the Project include:

e Improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists from existing conditions

e Increasing access from local neighborhoods to employment centers, regional destinations,
resources, and amenities, including healthcare services

e Reducing vehicle miles traveled by allowing people to walk and bicycle on a dedicated,
vehicle-separated path through and within Los Angeles County, thereby reducing trip
lengths and expanding travel choices

e Improving access to opportunity for historically under-invested communities, especially in
low-income households earning less than $60,000 per year and Black, Indigenous, or
People of Color (BIPOC) marginalized communities

e Creating a path that feels safe, comfortable, and is a world-class transportation corridor
open to people of all ages and abilities

e Creating a path that meets the needs of both recreational and utilitarian users

1.3 Purpose of Scoping Summary Report

The purpose of this Scoping Summary Report is to summarize the legally required notification
and subsequent comments received related to agency scoping as well as the public outreach
conducted by Metro for the Project.

In accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, Metro prepared an NOP to
inform agencies and interested parties that an EIR will be prepared for the Project. The
purpose of an NOP is to provide sufficient information about a project and its potential
environmental impacts to allow agencies and interested parties the opportunity to provide a
meaningful response related to the scope and content of the EIR, including mitigation
measures that should be considered and alternatives that should be addressed.

Scoping is the process used by Metro to seek agency feedback on the EIR scope. The scoping
process emphasizes early consultation with resource agencies, tribal governments, and other
state and local agencies whose approval of the Project will be required for Project completion.

LA RIVER PATH
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01 INTRODUCTION

Metro also used the scoping process to solicit stakeholder and public feedback, as described
in CEQA Section 15083.

Metro is the CEQA Lead Agency and invited all public agencies, Native American tribes, and
interested individuals and organizations to comment on the scope of the Draft EIR.

Scoping for this Project served these purposes:

e Formally begin the environmental process

e Obtain from responsible or trustee agencies the significant environmental issues and
reasonable alternatives and mitigation measure that the responsible or trustee agencies
will need to have explored in the Draft EIR

e Obtain stakeholder and public input regarding the Project scope
Comments received during scoping period are part of the public record as documented in this
Scoping Summary Report. Comments received during the scoping period will be reviewed and

considered by Metro and will be used in determining the appropriate scope of analysis to be
addressed in the EIR.

1.4 Scoping Report Organization
This Scoping Summary Report includes five main sections and several appendices:
e Section 1: Introduces the report, describes the purpose of scoping, and provides an

overview of the Project.

e Section 2: Provides information on the scoping notification requirements and Metro’s
scoping outreach.

e Section 3: Provides a summary of agency roles and meeting with responsible and trustee
agencies.

e Section 4: Provides a summary of the public scoping meetings.
e Section 5: Provides a summary of comments received.
e Section 6: Provides an overview of the next steps in the environmental process.
e Appendices:
— A — Notification Materials
= A-1: Notice of Preparation
= A-2: Distribution mailing list for NOP

= A-3: Advertisements, blogs, eblasts, flyers, mailers, social media posts, and
website information

= A-4: Map of flyer distribution area

— B - Earned Media (Articles in the University Times, Los Angeles Downtown News, Boyle
Heights Beat, and Los Feliz Ledger)

LA RIVER PATH 1.9
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01 INTRODUCTION

— C-Comments
* C-1: Comment Table
* C-2: Original Comments Received
— D - Agency and Public Participation
= D-1: Agency Meeting Sign-In Sheet
= D-2: Public Meeting Sign-In Sheet

— E - Scoping Meeting Materials (Public meeting materials [agendas, presentations,
boards, factsheets, mail comment cards, speaker cards, and other factsheets])

= E-1: Agendas

= E-2: Presentation

» E-3:Boards

» E-4: Factsheets

* E-5: Mail Comment Cards
= E-6: Speaker Cards

» E-7: Other Factsheets

1-10 LA RIVER PATH
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SCOPING OUTREACH

Metro conducted a 45-day scoping period for the Project from October 23, 2019 through
December 6, 2019. Metro used a variety of methods to communicate with the public and
public agencies to notify them of the NOP and invite public agencies, Native American tribes,
and interested individuals and organizations to comment on the scope of the Draft EIR.

Section 2.1 provides an overview of scoping notification requirements.
Section 2.2 outlines Metro’s Public Participation Plan.

Section 2.3 describes newspaper advertisements.

Section 2.4 describes mailings and other notification methods.
Section 2.5 describes Metro’s blog articles for the Project.

Section 2.6 describes earned media for the Project.

Metro Scoping Notification Requirements Per CEQA (Title XIV, 15082), a Lead Agency is
required to provide a NOP for preparation of a Draft EIR to potential responsible and trustee
agencies (see Section 3.1 for more information about responsible and trustee agencies). To
expedite consultation with the responsible and trustee agencies, the Lead Agency may hold an
agency meeting to determine the scope and content of the environmental information that the
responsible or trustee agency may require. Metro conducted one agency scoping meeting
(described in Section 3.2). Per CEQA requirements, Metro notified county and city agencies
within and adjacent to the Project corridor, as well as responsible agencies and public
agencies that have legal jurisdiction with respect to the Project, and other organizations or
individuals that requested notice.

Although not required by CEQA, CEQA Section 15083 addresses early public consultation,
which may also be called scoping. Metro conducted four public scoping meetings to solicit
input on the Draft EIR scope from interested organizations, stakeholders, and members of the
public. Additional details on those meetings are provided in Section 3 (Public Scoping
Meeting) and Section 4 (Scoping Comment Period Results).

Metro’s Public Participation Plan

In alignment with Metro’s Public Participation Plan, Title IV, Environmental Justice and Limited
English Proficiency (LEP), accommodations were made to expand participation during the
public scoping process.

Scoping notices were developed and distributed through several methods including mail
delivery, e-mail, social media, posts on the Project website, and direct door-to-door outreach at
key community locations. All materials were developed in English and Spanish, and other
communication materials were also developed in Chinese and Japanese. The opportunity to
request translation assistance was available at each of the four scoping meetings to ensure all

LA RIVER PATH
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02 SCOPING OUTREACH

language needs were met. Additionally, scoping meeting notices included the Metro LEP
phone number, which gives stakeholders the ability to make Metro aware of any language
and/or Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accommodations required for attendance at any
of the scoping meetings. Wheelchair access and parking accommodations were provided at
each meeting. No specific requests were made for language or ADA accommodations,
however a Spanish-language interpreter with simultaneous interpretation equipment was
present at each of the four meetings, and a Japanese-language interpreter was present at one
scoping meeting held in Little Tokyo, given the demographics of the areas suggesting the need
for these services. Additionally, Spanish-speaking staff attended each of the four scoping
meetings to provide language support as needed.

Targeted community outreach efforts were completed in various neighborhoods adjacent to
the Project to ensure participation of LEP and Environmental Justice communities. Direct
door-to-door outreach at key community locations in Elysian Valley, Cypress Park, Lincoln
Heights, Boyle Heights, Chinatown, Downtown Los Angeles, Little Tokyo, and the cities of
Maywood and Vernon was conducted to share and distribute the meeting notice with those
community-based institutions closest to the Project corridor. Metro also engaged community
leaders who participate in the Project’s Community Roundtable to share the meeting notice
with their networks and constituents. Roundtable members represent a variety of
neighborhood groups, community-based organizations, business associations, and other
stakeholder groups neighboring the Project corridor.

Metro accepted public comments on the NOP for 45 days, from October 23 to

December 6, 2019. Throughout the scoping comment period, interested parties were able to
provide their input via mail, e-mail, voicemail, and an online comment form. Additionally,
public scoping meetings were conducted on November 12, 13, 14, and 16, 2019. The meetings
were held at transit-accessible community venues: Boyle Heights Senior Center in Boyle
Heights, St. Francis Xavier Chapel in Little Tokyo/Arts District, Maywood Elementary School in
City of Maywood, and Cypress Park Recreation Center in Cypress Park. The first three meetings
were held from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. on weeknights, and the fourth meeting was held on a
Saturday between 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. in an effort to create more accessible meeting
options. All meetings used identical agenda and presentation information. Interested parties
were able to provide their input at the public scoping meetings orally, as transcribed by a court
reporter, and by using written comment cards.

2.1 Newspaper Advertisements

As part of Metro’s outreach efforts, notification of public scoping meetings was conducted in
areas potentially affected by the Project. Metro published notices of scoping meetings in the
newspapers of general circulation in the affected areas as required by California Government
Code Section 6061. The eight publications listed in Table 2-1 were selected because they had
the highest circulation in the communities located adjacent to the Project. All advertisements
are provided in Appendix 1-3.

Table 2-1. List of Newspaper Advertisements of Public Scoping Meetings

Publication Date
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02 SCOPING OUTREACH

Asian Journal October 23, 2019
Daily News October 23, 2019
Downtown News October 28, 2019
Eastside Journal October 24, 2019
LA Opinién October 23, 2019
Los Angeles Sentinel October 24, 2019
Rafu Shimpo October 23, 2019
World Journal (Chinese Daily News) October 23, 2019
2.2 Mailing and Other Notification Methods

Although not required by CEQA, a variety of noticing methods were implemented in advance
of the public scoping meetings to maximize public awareness. All forms of noticing provided
meeting details (dates, times, locations, and in-language services), along with contact
information for accessing additional Project details. Each notice also provided information on

the

public comment period deadline and the various ways the public could submit comments

for consideration in the Draft EIR.

The

LA RIVER PATH

various outreach methods employed by Metro include the following:

Posted meeting information and materials, Project information, and comment form on the
Metro website (https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/)

Mailed notices via the US Postal Service in bilingual formats (English/Spanish,
English/Japanese, and English/Chinese)

Distributed electronic noticing via e-mail (eblast) to the Project’s distribution list

Posted the NOP and notification of scoping meetings to the Metro website Project page
(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/)

Hand-distributed 35,000 flyers via a third-party flyer-distribution organization in the
following neighborhoods (map in Appendix 1-4): Cypress Park, Elysian Valley, Downtown
Los Angeles, Chinatown, Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights, and the cities of Vernon and
Maywood

Distributed 5,000 flyers at popular community destinations in each of the following
neighborhoods:

— Elysian Valley: Women’s Center for Creative Work, La Colombe Café, Spoke Bicycle
Café, Dorris Place Elementary School, Waxpaper

— Cypress Park: Cypress Recreation Center, Rio de Los Angeles State Park, LA River
Center & Gardens, and various nonprofit organizations such Friends of the LA River
(FOLAR), Mujeres de la Tierra, Northeast Trees, Sotomayor Learning Academies

— Lincoln Heights: Downey Recreation Center, Lincoln Heights Youth Center Complex,
Lincoln Heights Senior Center, Lincoln Heights Recreation Center, Stronghold
Climbing Gym, Youngnak Presbyterian Church

23
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— Boyle Heights: Benjamin Franklin Library, Boyle Heights City Hall, Hollenbeck Station,
Casa 0101, Lot to Spot, La Monarca (First Street/Boyle Avenue, Chicago Street/Cesar E
Chavez Avenue), Felicitas & Gonzalo Mendez High School, Pueblo del Sol Community
Center, Proyecto Pastoral, Dolores Mission Church, Boyle Heights Youth Tech Center,
Hollenbeck Park, Variety Boys and Girls Club, State Street Recreation Center, Wabash
Recreation Center, East LA Community Corporation, Evergreen Recreation Center,
Boyle Heights Senior Center, Roosevelt Community Adult School, Theodore Roosevelt
High School, Boyle Heights Sports Center, Weingart East Los Angeles YMCA, Robert
Louis Stevenson Library, Ramon Garcia Recreation Center, Lou Costello Jr. Recreation
Center

— Chinatown: Chinatown Service Center, Chinatown Business Improvement District,
Los Angeles State Historic Park, Chinatown Library, Alpine Recreation Center, Castelar
Elementary, LA Conservation Corps

— Little Tokyo: Little Tokyo Service Center, Little Tokyo Library, Museum of
Contemporary Art Geffen Contemporary, Koban Center, Japanese American Cultural &
Community Center, Café Dulce, St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center,
Nishi Hongwanji Buddhist Temple, Zenshuji Soto Mission

— Downtown Los Angeles: La Plaza de Cultura y Artes, El Pueblo de Los Angeles
Historical Monument, Los Angeles Public Library—Central Branch

— Arts District: Southern California Institute of Architecture, One Santa Fe Apartments,
Bulletproof Coffee, Groundworks Coffee, Corner Store, Art Share L.A., La Kretz
Innovation Campus

— City of Vernon: Vernon Branch Library, Vernon City Hall, Holy Angels Church of the
Deaf, Eatery Complex North (Green Olive, El Primo, What’s Sub)

—  City of Maywood: Maywood Elementary School, Southeast Rio Vista YMCA, Riverfront
Park, Maywood City Hall, First Baptist Church of Maywood, Maywood Chavez Library

—  City of Bell: Bell Library

—  City of Huntington Park: Huntington Park Parks and Recreation/State Park,
Huntington Park City Hall, Huntington Park Library

e Purchased geo-targeted Facebook advertisements to provide public meeting notifications.
The only purpose of Metro’s Facebook advertisements was to inform the public of the
scoping meetings. Several public responses to these Metro Facebook posts, sometimes
unrelated, were not considered as official scoping comments, but are documented for
reference in Appendix 1-3. Facebook advertisements targeted the following communities:

—  City of Maywood

= Advertisement Reach: 34,774 people within a 3-mile radius of the meeting
viewed the advertisement

= Total event responses on Facebook: 174
— Cypress Park

= Advertisement Reach: 22,066 people within a 3-mile radius of the meeting
viewed the advertisement

LA RIVER PATH
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* Total event responses on Facebook: 244
— Little Tokyo/Arts District

= Advertisement Reach: 32,030 people within a 3-mile radius of the meeting
viewed the advertisement

* Total event responses on Facebook: 267
— Boyle Heights

= Advertisement Reach: 35,710 people within a 3-mile radius of the meeting
viewed the advertisement

= Total event responses on Facebook: 265
e Metro Marketing
— Created Facebook event pages for the four public scoping meetings for people to RSVP
— Created Facebook Live videos to advertise the four public scoping meetings
— Created a YouTube video providing a Project overview

— Created and printed 48,500 bilingual English/Spanish public scoping meeting
notifications

— Produced 15 English and Spanish presentation boards
— Created bilingual meeting flyers in Japanese/English and Chinese/English
— Created and printed 1,000 bilingual English/Spanish fact sheets

In addition to the scoping meetings, mailings, and other notification methods, Metro
conducted targeted outreach to specific groups and interested stakeholders, including
conducting presentations to various community groups, business groups, government
councils, elected officials, and neighborhood councils in the general Project vicinity, including
participation in a Maywood Elementary School “Coffee with the Principal” with parents and
teachers.

23 Blog Articles

Metro published articles on the Project through their blog websites The Source and El Pasajero
as another notification method. The Source is a blog that shares articles to inform the riders
and motorists of Los Angeles County of Metro’s service and projects that are being funded by
fares, tolls, and taxpayer dollars. Similarly, Metro’s El Pasajero provides similar articles to
Spanish readers. The following is a summary of each blog article about the Project.

The El Pasajero article “Reuniones comunitarias sobre el Proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A”
provided scoping meeting details, links to the NOP, and Project details in Spanish. The article
provided specific timeframe information in which the public can submit their comments, brief
descriptions and figures for each alternative, and a link to more detail for each of the three
alternatives.

LA RIVER PATH
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The Source article “Upcoming Scoping Meetings for LA River Path Project” provided a link to
the NOP and information on how to submit comments. The article also provided scoping
meeting details including date, time, location, and a link to detailed alternatives information.
The article also provided information to the public about what to expect at the scoping
meeting and how to submit a comment.

2.4 Earned Media

News stories regarding the Project details, scoping meetings, and where to send comments
for the Project were publicized in the Cal State University LA University Times, Los Angeles
Downtown News, Boyle Heights Beat, and Los Feliz Ledger (provided in Appendix 2). These
articles included supportive statements and public concerns, some of which were voiced at
public meetings.

On October 25, 2019, the Los Feliz Ledger article “Public Comment Period Begins for

Los Angeles River Bike Path Extension” explained that three alternatives are being analyzed
and provided a link to a video with information about the various path types. This article also
contained information on submitting comments online, by e-mail, or by attending a public
scoping meeting.

On November 12, 2019, the Boyle Heights Beat article “Metro Seeks Public Comment on
Proposed LA River Path Project” informed readers of scoping meeting dates, times, and
locations for the public to review and comment on the three alternatives. The article also
provided a link to submit online comments.

On November 12, 2019, the Los Angeles Downtown News article “Weigh in on the L.A. River
Path” emphasized the importance of community feedback and provided information on the
public scoping meetings, Project cost, and Measure M funding. On November 20, 2019, the
Cal State University LA University Times article “Can the LA River Path Improve Air Quality and
Commutes?” emphasized community excitement about the LA River Path with regard to
improved connectivity, recreation, air quality, and providing a space to gather and enjoy nature
and art.

On December 4, 2019, the Los Angeles Downtown News article “Last Week for L.A. River Path
Comments” provided Project schedule information. This article explained the timeline for
submitting comments, and the importance of the public comments. The article also provided
information on Project cost and Measure M funding.

LA RIVER PATH
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AGENCY SCOPING

3.1 Agency Notification

Pursuant to CEQA (Title XIV, 15082), after a Lead Agency determines that an EIR is required
for a project, the Lead Agency shall immediately send notice of that determination by certified
mail or an equivalent procedure to each responsible agency, OPR, and

Once notified, these entities are asked to provide the Lead Agency with specific detail about
the scope and content of the environmental information related to the responsible or trustee
agency’s area of statutory responsibility that must be included in the Draft EIR. The
information shall be specified in writing and shall be communicated to the Lead Agency by
certified mail or equivalent procedure no later than 30 days after the date of receipt of the
notice of the Lead Agency’s determination. The Lead Agency shall request similar guidance
from appropriate federal agencies (Title XIV, 15082).

CEQA (Title XIV, 15082) requires the Lead Agency provide notice of at least one scoping
meeting to any county or city that borders on a county or city within which the project is
located, unless otherwise designated annually by agreement between the Lead Agency and the
county or city.

3.1.1 Lead Agency

A Lead Agency, as defined in CEQA (Title X1V, 15367), is the public agency that has the
principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project. The Lead Agency will decide
whether an EIR or a negative declaration will be required for the project and is responsible for
preparation of the appropriate environmental review document. Metro is the Lead Agency
under CEQA for the Project.

3.1.2 Responsible Agencies

A Responsible Agency, as defined in CEQA (Section 15381) is a public agency that has
responsibility for carrying out or approving a project for which a Lead Agency is preparing an
EIR. The Project identified the following potential responsible agencies, each of which is
anticipated to be required to process various permits or approvals following completion of the
EIR:

e USACE (Federal)

e Federal Emergency Management Agency (Federal)California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (State)

e Regional Water Quality Control Board (State)
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e California Department of Transportation, District 7 (State)

e California State Lands Commission (State)California Public Utilities Commission (State)
e California State Water Resources Control Board (State)

e California State Historic Preservation Officer (State)

e Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional)

e Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Local, including Los Angeles County
Flood Control District)

e Los Angeles County Fire Department (Local)City of Vernon (Local)

Responsible Agencies are charged with responding to an NOP by identifying the significant
environmental effects that it believes could result from the project. The Responsible Agency
should specify the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to the
Responsible Agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the Project.

3.13 Trustee Agencies

A Trustee Agency is a state agency that has jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected
by a project that are held in trust for the people of the State of California. A Trustee Agency
may also be a Responsible Agency if it has discretionary authority over a project. The Project
includes the following trustee agencies:

e California Department of Fish and Wildlife
e California State Lands Commission

e California Department of Parks and Recreation

3.2 Agency Scoping Meeting

An agency scoping meeting was held on November 6, 2019, at Metro Headquarters. The
meeting provided responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and other stakeholder agencies or
special jurisdictions (interested agencies who are not responsible or trustee agencies) an
opportunity to receive Project updates and provide comments regarding scope and content of
the environmental information related to the responsible or trustee agency’s area of statutory
responsibility. A list of agency scoping meeting participants is included in Table 3-1; a total of
12 representatives from 8 agencies participated in the scoping meeting. Comments provided
by agencies during the scoping period are provided in Appendix 3, and a sign-in sheet from the
agency meeting is provided in Appendix 4-1. Summary information about comments received
from agencies are provided in Section 5.

Table 3-1. Agency Scoping Meeting Participants

Agency Participant Title

City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering (BOE) Chris Adams Environmental Specialist

LA RIVER PATH
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City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation Lameese Chang Transportation Planner

City of Los Angeles Mayor’s Office Edward Belden LARiverWorks Special Projects
Julia Salinas Transportation Manager

City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Paul Davis Environmental Supervisor
Elena Maggioni Environmental Specialist

Los Angeles County Department of Public Health Vince Gallegos Environmental Health Specialist

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Mario Rodriguez Project Manager
Eric Baul Civil Engineer

Mountains Recreation Conservation Authority Brian Baldauf Chief of Watershed Planning

(MRCA)

Southern California Regional Rail Authority Ron Mathieu Planning Manager

(Metrolink) Danielle Dirksen Planner

LA RIVER PATH
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

Metro conducted four public scoping meetings in City of LA communities of Boyle Heights,
Little Tokyo/Arts District, and Cypress Park, and City of Maywood during the 45-day scoping
period. Meeting notification is discussed in Section 2.

Section 4.1 describes public scoping meetings and materials used, while Section 4.2
summarizes public participation at the meetings. Section 4.3 shows participation by
government agencies, elected officials, and special districts at public scoping meetings.

4.1 Meetings

A list of public scoping meetings is included in Table 4-1 and meeting materials are included
in Appendix 5 and further described in this section. Comments submitted during the scoping
period are provided in Appendix 3, and summary information about comments received are
provided in Section 5.

Table 4-1. List and Details of Public Scoping Meetings

Public Scoping Meeting 1 Public Scoping Meeting 2

Tuesday, November 12, 2019 Wednesday, November 13, 2019
6:00 pm — 8:00 pm 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center
2839 E 3rd St., Los Angeles, CA 90033 222 S. Hewitt St., Los Angeles, CA 90012
Public Scoping Meeting 3 Public Scoping Meeting 4
Thursday, November 14, 2019 Saturday, November 16, 2019
6:00 pm — 8:00 pm 10:00 am-12:00 pm
Maywood Elementary School Cypress Park and Recreation Center, Auditorium
5200 Cudahy Ave., Maywood, CA 90270 2630 Pepper Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90065

All four public scoping meetings used the same format, which consisted of an open house and
brief presentation on the Project and scoping process, followed by public comment during
which individuals from the public could stand or sit in front of a microphone and provide oral
comments for the record. Photos from each public scoping meeting are shown on Figure 4-1.
For those choosing not to speak publicly, comment cards were also available to submit written
comments, and court reporters were available to receive direct verbal comments in a
one-on-one setting. Time was provided before and after each meeting so members of the
public could peruse boards set up around the room displaying Project information and ask
questions of Project staff.

Materials provided at the meetings included Project fact sheets, display boards, comment
cards, and speaker cards. Other fact sheets not specific to the Project were also available to
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address more general questions or concerns from the public about the environmental review
process and gentrification/displacement. Copies of these materials are included in Appendix 5.
All materials provided at the meetings, including the presentation and Project video, were also
made available on the Project website (metro.net/projects/lariverpath/).

Figure 4-1. Public Scoping Meeting Photos

Public Scoping Meeting 1 Public Scoping Meeting 2
Boyle Heights Senior Center Auditorium St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Church
November 12, 2019 November 13, 2019
Public Scoping Meeting 3 Public Scoping Meeting 4
Maywood Elementary School Cypress Park and Recreation Center Auditorium
November 14, 2019 November 16, 2019
4-2 LA RIVER PATH
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4.2 Public Participation

A total of 88 people attended four public scoping meetings in November 2019. A total of

43 written and oral comments were received at these meetings. Table 4-2 provides the number
of participants and comments submitted at each meeting. Redacted scans of sign-in sheets
from each of the meetings are provided in Appendix 4. Representatives from the following
stakeholder groups also attended one or more of the meetings:

e Active San Gabriel Valley (Active SGV) e Los Angeles Waterkeeper (LAW)

Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant (MGP)
Historical Society

Arts District Community Council

Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council
Cypress Park Neighborhood Council
Concerned Off-Road Bicyclist Association
CoMotion LA

Develop Skills & Transcend Limits Arts

East Yard Communities for Environmental
Justice

Los Angeles Union Station
Historical Society (LAUSHS)

LA River Artists & Business
Association

Little Tokyo Community Council
Little Tokyo Business Association
Jitensha Little Tokyo
Noisefree.org

Proyecto Pastoral

Savoy Homeowners Association

e FoLAR e St Francis Xavier Chapel Japanese

iti i ; Catholic Cent
e Gateway Cities Service Council atholic Lenter

e The Nature Conservancy

e Trails4All

e Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

e Hollydale Cycling
e Walk Bike Long Beach

e West Hollywood Bicycle Coalition

Table 4-2. Public Participation by Meeting

. Comments
Public

Participants Oral Written Total

Public Scoping Meeting

1. Boyle Heights Tuesday, November 12, 2019 20 8 4 12

2. Little Tokyo/Arts Wednesday, November 13, 2019

District 28 7 o 16
3. City of Maywood Thursday, November 14, 2019 17 5 0 5
4. Cypress Park Saturday, November 16, 2019 23 6 4 10

Totals 88 26 17 43

Comments received at the four public scoping meetings have been broken down by
percentage for each public scoping meeting location (Figure 4-2).
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Figure 4-2. Percent of Comments Received at Each Public Scoping Meeting

4.3 Government Agencies, Elected Officials, and Special Districts

Participation

Government agencies, elected officials, and special districts were also invited to attend any of
the four public scoping meetings. Table 4-3 identifies the various representatives at each of the
public scoping meetings. Agency participation information is provided in Appendix 4.

Table 4-3. List of Government Agencies, Elected Officials, and Special Districts Participation at

Public Scoping Meetings

Meeting Agency Participation

1. Boyle Heights .

MRCA
Office of Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda Solis, 1st District

2. Little Tokyo/Arts District -

MRCA
Office of Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda Solis, 1st District

3. City of Maywood .

Office of United States Congresswoman Lucille Roybal-Allard,
40th District

Office of California State Assemblymember Anthony Rendon,
63rd District

City of Maywood Councilmember Heber Marquez

LA RIVER PATH
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AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENT RESULTS

Metro received a total of 148 written and oral comments during the public scoping period.
Appendix 3 contains a table showing all comments received (Appendix 3-1) and original public
scoping comments as available to reproduce (Appendix 3-2). Written comments were
accepted via e-mail, Metro’s website comment form, US mail, comment card from public
scoping meetings, and other written comments. Oral comments were captured through the
Project’s voicemail and a court reporter was available to transcribe comments at the four
public scoping meetings. Each comment was assigned a Comment ID.

Section 5.1 identifies comments according to method and source. Section 5.2 identifies
comments provided by agencies and summarizes the content of comments, while Section 5.3
does the same for stakeholder groups and Section 5.4 summarizes general themes of
comments received from individual members of the public. Section 5.5 evaluates comments
received based on references to Project objectives, Project alternatives, and Project features;
and Section 5.6 analyzes comments received based on references to environmental categories
to be addressed in the Draft EIR.

5.1 Comments Received by Method and Source

5.1.1 Comment Method

Metro received a total of 148 comments during the public scoping period. Comments were
received through five written and two oral (spoken) methods:

= E-mail, including letters attached to e-mails: 45

= Metro website comment form: 40

Written Comments: 121 Total = US Mail: 6

= Written comment from public scoping meetings: 18

= Other written comment: 12

= Project voicemail: 1

Oral Comments: 27 Total

= Oral comment at public scoping meetings: 26

Figure 5-1 illustrates these comment methods by percentage.
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SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT DRAFT FINAL FEBRUARY 17, 2021

5-1



05 AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENT RESULTS

Figure 5-1. Percentage of Comments by Method

5.1.2 Comment Source

Metro received comments from: public transportation agencies, elected officials, and special
districts; stakeholder groups, consisting of community organizations, neighborhood councils,
advocacy groups, and others; and individual members of the public.

Figure 5-2 illustrates these comment sources by percentage.

Figure 5-2. Percentage of Comments by Source
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5.2 Summary of Comments Received from Agencies and Special
Districts

Metro received 14 comments from agencies and special districts during the 45-day comment

period (Table 5-1). Appendix 3 contains a table showing all comments received (Appendix 3-1)
and original public scoping comments as available to reproduce (Appendix 3-2).

Table 5-1. Commenting Agencies

Agency Date Submitted Comment ID(s)

California Department of Fish and Wildlife 11/5/2019 7
Caltrans (District 7 Office of Regional Planning) 12/5/2019 115
Caltrans (District 7 Division of Environmental Planning) 12/5/2019 113
City of Los Angeles Board of Public Works 10/29/2019 2

11/6/2019 9
City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

12/6/2019 122
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 12/6/2019 146
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 12/4/2019 103
Los Angeles Police Department 10/29/2019 3
Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority 12/4/2019 >

12/5/2019 119
Native American Heritage Commission 11/1/2019 5
South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) 11/19/2019 65
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink) 12/6/2019 136

Per CEQA requirements, responsible and trustee agencies were provided with enough
information on the Project and potential environmental effects of the Project to provide a
meaningful response/comment related to their areas of statutory responsibility. Sections 5.2.1
to 5.2.12 summarize the content of comments submitted by agencies.

5.2.1 California Department of Fish and Wildlife

e Request for details regarding any additional infrastructure that may be built along or
across the river, such as new or widened bridges

e Request for details regarding newly painted lines and altered traffic patterns on preexisting
bridges
5.2.2 Caltrans District 7

e Recommendation for a co-operative agreement between Metro and Caltrans, prepare a
Project Study Report-Project Report and obtain an encroachment permit

e Recommendations to include bicycle data in the Draft EIR, such as expected average daily
trips (ADT), current ADT on the existing paths north and south of the Project, and

LA RIVER PATH 5.3
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expected number of users and trips during peak hours, off-peak hours, weekdays, and
weekends

e Recommendations to maximize connectivity to surface streets and sidewalks, provide
wayfinding signage to highlight river access, as well as to enhance safety for pedestrians
and cyclists near freeway on/off-ramps, and for detours during construction

e Advisements about various permit and approval requirements, including for any crossings
at or near freeways, for any encroachments on Caltrans right-of-way (ROW), and for
oversized-transport vehicles on state highways

5.2.3 City of Los Angeles Board of Public Works

e Referred correspondence to the Bureau of Engineering

5.2.4 City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

e Request to include Sixth Street tunnel access point in all three alternatives

5.2.5 Gateway Cities Council of Governments

e Request to consider and evaluate increased access points commensurate with
southeastern Los Angeles County population density and access to parks, open space, and
recreation opportunities

e Request to evaluate mosquito mitigation and public health impacts

e Request to coordinate on access points with appropriate agencies/jurisdictions/planning
documents, including the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, the City of Vernon,
City of Commerce, and the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (Gateway Cities COQG)

e Request to align with Gateway Cities COG'’s Strategic Transportation Plan Active
Transportation Element

5.2.6 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

e Recommendation to coordinate with Los Angeles County Flood Control District regarding
stream gaging facility, flood permit, use agreement, and operations and maintenance
document

e Recommendation to follow LA River Master Plan design guidelines

e Recommendation to address potential impacts and mitigations on homeless population

5.2.7 Los Angeles Police Department

e No objection to the Project portions within the City of Los Angeles

5.2.8 Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority

e Recommendation to include directional bike path lanes and additional pedestrian walkway
as well as ongoing community programming

LA RIVER PATH
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Recommendation to include additional access points along the path and connectivity to
nearby open spaces

5.2.9 Native American Heritage Commission

Recommendation to consult with California Native American tribes to protect tribal
cultural resources

Identification of tribal consultation under Assembly Bill (AB) 52

5.2.10  South Coast Air Quality Management District

Recommendations that Metro quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the
results to South Coast AQMD's regional and localized threshold of significance, to
determine air quality impacts

Recommendation that Metro use the AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality handbook as guidance
when preparing the air quality analysis for the Project

Recommendation that Metro identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could
occur from all Project phases and all air pollutant sources related to the Project and all
feasible mitigation measures go beyond what is required by law be used during Project
construction and operation to minimize these impacts

5.2.11  Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink)

5.3

Recommendation that any design alternative must not encroach over or onto railroad
ROW, to include barriers to prevent trespassing on railroad ROW (including the provision
of graphic materials to be used throughout the Project to reflect this barrier), that no
access points may cross the railroad at-grade, and that no new atgrade crossings shall be
constructed

Advisement that at no point during or after construction should there be drainage into the
railroad ROW

Recommendation to install lighting that will not interfere with train engineer’s vision

Summary of Comments Received from Stakeholder Groups

During the 45-day scoping period, Metro received 23 comments from members of 16 stakeholder
groups, consisting of community organizations, neighborhood councils, advocacy groups, and others.
Each comment was given a unique ID, and the full text of the comments provided are included in
Appendix 3. Table 5-2 lists the comments received from stakeholder groups.Table 5-2. Commenting

Stakeholder Groups
Stakeholder Group Date(s) Submitted Comment ID(s)
11/12/2019 14
Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant Historical Society 11/12/2019 24
11/13/2019 39
LA RIVER PATH
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Arts District Community Council 12/6/2019 121

11/12/2019 17

11/12/2019 18
Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council

11/12/2019 20

11/12/2019 21
CoMotion LA 12/5/2019 112
Concerned Off-Road Bicyclist Association 12/5/2019 m
East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice 11/14/2019 49

11/14/2019 38
Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

11/14/2019 50
Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association 12/4/2019 96
Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society 11/16/2019 58
Los Angeles Waterkeeper 12/6/2019 125

11/27/2019 93
Little Tokyo Community Council

12/4/2019 104

11/16/2019 56
Noisefree.org

11/16/2019 57
The Nature Conservancy 11/26/2019 89

11/14/2019 46
Trails4All

12/6/2019 135
Walk Bike Long Beach 11/26/2019 91
West Hollywood Bicycle Coalition 11/14/2019 51

Sections 5.3.1 through 5.3.16 summarize the content of comments provided by stakeholder
groups. Appendix 3 contains a table showing all comments received (Appendix 3-1) and
original public scoping comments as available to reproduce (Appendix 3-2)

5.3.1 Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant Historical Society

e Concern about users’ potential exposure to hazardous materials near the former site of the

Aliso Street MGP

5.3.2 Arts District Community Council

e Recommendation to build in-channel or incised alignment

e Concerns about costs related to the Project alternatives and multiple bridges, as well as
discrepancies with the 2016 LA River Bike Path Gap Closure Feasibility Study

e Recommendation to study impacts of the three Project alternatives on LA River Master
Plan, as well as health impacts for active transportation users (including being close to

high voltage and rail, and mode shift)

LA RIVER PATH
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e Recommendation to compare economic model of daily cost-per-user with cost of each
alternative and cost of a bottom of channel alternative

5.3.3 Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council
e General support for the Project

e Recommendation to include additional Boyle Heights access points to ensure access for
seniors and children

e Concern about wheelchair access and mosquitoes

5.3.4 CoMotion LA
e Concerns that top-of-bank path types will preclude revitalization efforts

e Concerns about too many right-angle turns and the likely costs associated with the
complex crossing in all three alternatives that would run from the north end of
Washington Boulevard to south of 26th Street

5.3.5 Concerned Off-Road Bicyclists Association
e General support for the Project
e Recommendation to prioritize path options to enable near year-round use

e Recommendation to include bicycle skills park and/or pump track

5.3.6 East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice
e Recommendation to incorporate strategies that protect community stability

e Concerns about displacement, air quality, historical-environmental racism

5.3.7 Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

e General support for the Project

e Recommendation to include additional access points and greening elements

e Recommendation to consult with Native American tribes indigenous to the area

e Concern about existing air quality, especially in Downtown Los Angeles

5.3.8 LA River Artists and Business Association
e Recommendation to build in-channel or incised alignment

e Concerns about costs related to the Project alternatives and multiple bridges, as well as
discrepancies with the 2016 LA River Bike Path Gap Closure Feasibility Study

e Recommendation to study impacts of the three Project alternatives on the LA River Master
Plan, as well as health impacts for active transportation users (including being close to
high voltage and rail, and mode shift)

LA RIVER PATH
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e Recommendation to compare economic model of daily cost-per-user with cost of each
alternative and cost of the in-channel alternative

5.3.9 Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
e General support for the Project

e Concern about air quality and nearby toxic waste site

5.3.10  Los Angeles Waterkeeper

e Recommendation to ensure the Project is integrated with other plans and does not
impede implementation of other revitalization efforts along the river

e Recommendation to study feasibility of providing access to the river itself

e Recommendation to include enhanced signage and wayfinding, provide sufficient trash
receptacles, and rethink barrier types and usage so as not to discourage river path usage

5.3.11 Little Tokyo Community Council

e Recommendations to include public art that honors the history and culture of Little Tokyo,
as well as maximizing the number of access points and connectivity for Little Tokyo

5.3.12  Noisefree.org

e General concerns not related to the Project

5.3.13  The Nature Conservancy

e Recommendations to maximize green elements and habitat enhancement for biodiversity,
and to include stormwater capture

5.3.14  Trails4All

e Recommendation to include equestrian access points and facilities

5.3.15  Walk Bike Long Beach
e General support for the Project

e Recommendation to include robust wayfinding signage and public art

5.3.16  West Hollywood Bicycle Coalition

e Recommendation for river crossings to use existing bridges wherever possible to minimize
Project cost and construction delay, and to improve access for existing users of those
streets

e Recommendation that all river crossings that use existing bridges have bicycle and
pedestrian facilities added if not already present

LA RIVER PATH
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5.4 Summary of Comments Received from the Public

In addition to the 38 comments received from agencies and stakeholder groups, Metro
received 110 comments from individual members of the public, including 12 comments from
individual members of the public that participated as part of Maywood Elementary School’s
“Coffee with the Principal”, during the 45-day scoping period. Sections 5.4.1 to 5.4.15
summarize comments provided by members of the public by general categories, or themes.
Comments in their entirety are provided in Appendix 3.

5.4.1 Access

Several commenters expressed the importance of maximizing the number of access points
along the Project corridor and ensuring that each neighboring community receives a fair share
of access points. In particular, many community members from Boyle Heights, Little Tokyo,
and Arts District expressed a desire to ensure multiple access points in their respective
neighborhoods are provided. Some commenters also mentioned their preference for access
from Lincoln Heights, Cypress Park, Cudahy, and Downtown.

In terms ofspeciﬁc access points, several commenters mentioned the need for access at
Arroyo Seco and more access points in Boyle Heights at First Street (both sides) and Sixth
Street, as well more access points in Vernon at Atlantic Boulevard (both sides) and Downey
Road.

Several commenters highlighted the need for the Project to provide year-round access. Others
emphasized the importance of ensuring access for those with different abilities and mobility
needs, including children, seniors, equestrian users, and those with disabilities.

5.4.2 Air Quality

Many commenters raised concerns about air quality along the LA River Path, given its
proximity to multiple freeways, railroads, and industrial areas. Some also noted that in certain
areas such as Vernon, foul odors are present along the river. These commenters suggested
incorporating design elements that improve air quality for path users and mitigate odors to
the extent possible.

5.4.3 Amenities

Several commenters expressed the desire for various amenities such as exercise equipment,
family-friendly playgrounds, benches, fountains, and restrooms.

5.4.4 Bottom of Channel

Several commenters identified their preference for a bottom of channel alternative. Specifically,
the commenters discussed the minimal number of rain days in Los Angeles will result limited
path closures, therefore supporting a bottom of channel alternative. Commenters also support
a bottom of channel alternative because of the potential for lower construction cost, and
improved safety for commuters using the LA River Path. Commenters also expressed the

LA RIVER PATH
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advantages of a bottom of channel alternative such as safety for users by providing clearances
from overhead power lines and the railroads leading to Union Station.

5.4.5 Community Engagement and Outreach

Several commenters noted their appreciation of Metro’s engagement and outreach efforts,
while other commenters felt not enough outreach or notification of the scoping meetings was
done. Some also encouraged Metro to continue engaging communities as the Project moves
forward.

5.4.6 Connectivity

Several commenters emphasized the importance of providing connectivity between the Project
and on-street bicycle and pedestrian network and transit, so that the path serves as a
continuation of the larger transportation network. Specifically, some noted the benefits of the
Project connecting to Union Station, Metro A Line Washington Station, and Metro A and E
Line Little Tokyo/Arts District Station. They also mentioned the importance of connecting to
the Arroyo Seco Bike Path and the Rio Hondo Confluence.

Some commenters urged Metro to ensure connectivity to parks and open spaces (both
existing and planned), including Sixth Street Park, Ed P. Reyes Greenway, Los Angeles State
Historic Park, Rio de Los Angeles Park, Cudahy River Park, and Vernon Park.

5.4.7 Costs and Construction

Several commenters expressed concern about the cost of the Project, especially in relation to
what they viewed as over-engineering.

Several commenters specifically noted that the number of new bridges would exhaust the
budget more quickly, would make for an inefficient route, and should be avoided; other
commenters contended that the crossings were necessary to ensure equitable access for all
adjacent communities.

5.4.8 Gentrification and Displacement

Some commenters expressed concern that the Project will spur upscale development and lead
to gentrification and displacement of long-time river-adjacent residents. Some also urged
Metro to work with cities and other agencies to identify mitigation strategies that river-front
communities could use to craft land use ordinances to benefit existing low-income
communities.

Similarly, some commenters raised equity concerns and questioned what communities would
be able to benefit from the Project in the long term if it were to increase gentrification

in historically lower-income communities of color in Boyle Heights, Cypress Park, and
Maywood.

LA RIVER PATH
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5.4.9 Green Infrastructure and Sustainability

Several commenters encouraged Metro to maximize the incorporation of green infrastructure,
including trees, native plants, stormwater capture, parks and open spaces, habitat/biodiversity
enhancement, and restoration of the Los Angeles River.

5.4.10 Homeless Population

Many commenters acknowledged the current housing and homelessness crisis, and in
particular the existing high homeless population, as presenting some challenges to the
Project. Commenters expressed the importance of planning for the safety of path users and
the well-being of the homeless population. Some specifically pointed out the need for Metro to
proactively coordinate with other agencies to address negative effects on the existing homeless
population living along the river.

5.411  Operations and Maintenance

Several commenters identified the need for maintenance of the Project in terms of the
infrastructure and its general upkeep. Some commenters stressed the importance of
establishing standards that do not require the path to be closed for extended periods of time
during maintenance and repairs of the LA River Path itself. Other commenters identified litter
and dumping as an issue and that sufficient waste bins would need to be available along the
path.

5.4.12  Project Coordination

Several commenters urged Metro to coordinate with other agencies and/or organizations,
such as the Tongva Tribe, Trails4All, Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization Working Group,
Los Angeles Department of Transportation, and Los Angeles Police Department.

5.4.13  Project Support

Several commenters stated that the Project will enhance connectivity and safety for
commuters and recreational users alike, and others anticipated opportunities to reconnect
with and revitalize the river, as well as bolster community identity, culture, and history.

5.4.14 Public Art and Cultural Preservation

Several commenters stressed the importance of honoring the history and culture of
neighborhoods along the river and there was a recommendation for creation of a cultural
center along the path. Many commenters urged Metro to identify opportunities to work with
communities to include public art along the path that acknowledged the unique history of each
adjacent neighborhood through community murals and informational plaques.

LA RIVER PATH
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5.4.15  Safety and Security

Several commenters highlighted the importance of designing for safe interactions between
cyclists, pedestrians, and users other shared mobility devices, such as electric scooter and
e-bikes. Providing sufficient path width and striped areas for safe interaction between cyclists
and pedestrians were commonly suggested ideas. In addition, a few commenters noted that
with the increased presence and use of shared mobility devices, legible signage should be
posted to limit the use of electric mobility devices.

Several commenters also identified the following safety and security topics:

e The importance of ensuring that access points, where cyclists and motorists would
interact, are designed to enable safe merging

e Concern about environmental safety hazards, especially those associated with toxic waste
sites and nearby industrial areas

e The need to protect the safety of all path users, particularly women, by providing sufficient
lighting at night and community safety liaison officers

e The importance of maintaining continuous path visibility

e Hours of operation of the path, and how these would be monitored and/or enforced
Inquiring as to what safety measures will be implemented along the path

5.416  Wayfinding

Many commenters identified the need to maximize awareness and use of the path by posting
abundant wayfinding signage along the path, in adjacent communities, and near access
points.

5.5 Comments Evaluated by Project Objectives, Project Alternatives,
and Project Features

In addition to the themes identified during analysis of the scoping comments described in
Section 5.4, scoping comments were evaluated based on references to Project objectives;
Project alternatives; and Project features, including access points, bridge/river crossings, and
path types.

5.5.1 Project Objectives

Comments received during the scoping period relative to Project objectives listed in the NOP
for the Project are described in this section. In general, comments do not explicitly state the
objective; however, their content was inferred to relate to Project objectives if enough context
was provided. For example, if a comment addressed the topic of safety, it was determined to
relate to the first objective, improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists. For the purposes of
this analysis, the Project objectives are numbered 1 through 6, as follows:

1. Improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists from existing conditions

LA RIVER PATH
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2. Increasing access from local neighborhoods to employment centers, regional destinations,
resources, and amenities, including healthcare services

3. Reducing vehicle miles traveled by allowing people to walk and bicycle on a dedicated,
vehicle-separated path through and within Los Angeles County, thereby reducing trip
lengths and expanding travel choices

4. Improving access to opportunity for historically under-invested communities, especially in
low-income and minority communities

5. Creating a path that feels safe, comfortable, and is a world-class transportation corridor
open to people of all ages and abilities

6. Creating a path that meets the needs of both recreational and utilitarian users

Analysis of the comments received relative to Project objectives revealed that many
commenters referenced the first objective, improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists from
existing conditions. Table 5-3 identifies the rationale for alignment with a particular objective.

Table 5-3. Summary of Scoping Comment Totals by Project Objectives

Objective Rationale for Alignment to Objective

1. Improving safety for
pedestrians and bicyclists from
existing conditions

Many commenters referenced the first objective for the following reasons:
= Ensuring that safe routes to access points are designed

= Ensuring that the path concurrently meet the safety needs of pedestrians
and bicyclists

* Recommending designing separate pedestrian and bicyclist paths for
additional safety

= Voicing concerns regarding adequate lighting, user visibility, emergency
response facilities (blue lights), and existing and future homeless
population along the path

= Expressing support of improving safety for users

= Noting that bridge and street connections pose a potential safety risk for
users

2. Increasing access from local
neighborhoods to employment
centers, regional destinations,
resources, and amenities,
including healthcare services

Several commenters referenced the second objective for the following
reasons:

= Ensuring that the number of access points for local neighborhoods is
maximized

= Ensuring that access points connect to Downtown Los Angeles, Arts
District, Little Tokyo, and West Los Angeles

= Requesting access points be located near local businesses in Elysian Park

3. Reducing vehicle miles
traveled by allowing people to
walk and bicycle on a dedicated,
vehicle-separated path through
and within Los Angeles County,
thereby reducing trip lengths,
and expanding travel choices

Some commenters referenced the third objective for the following reasons:
= Requesting that access points be located near transit hubs and bike
facilities
Requesting that the river path connect to the existing Arroyo Seco Bike
Path

= Emphasizing that changes to the river path must prioritize transportation
improvements

LA RIVER PATH
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= Supporting increased mobility provided by the river path

4. Improving access to
opportunity for historically
under-invested communities,
especially in low-income and
minority communities

Some commenters referenced the fourth objective for the following reason:

= Ensuring that access points serve the underserved communities of
Lincoln Heights, Boyle Heights, and South Los Angeles

5. Creating a path that feels safe,
comfortable, and is a world-class
transportation corridor open to
people of all ages and abilities

Some commenters referenced the fifth objective for the following reasons:

= Ensuring that access points are accommodated for seniors, children, and
are ADA accessible

= Suggesting the addition of facilities for users (restrooms, water fountains,
information kiosks)

= Expressing concern that right-angle turns along the path are unsafe and
uncomfortable for bicyclists

6. Creating a path that meets the
needs of both recreational and
utilitarian user

Some commenters referenced the sixth objective for the following reasons:

= Suggesting design of separate pedestrian and bicyclist paths for a better
overall user experience

= Advocating for green spaces and trees along the river path

= Requesting design of the river path to accommodate equestrian
communities

= Suggesting incorporation of viewing platforms

5.5.2 Project Alternatives

Of 148 comments received, approximately 14% (21) referenced one or more Project
alternatives (Proposed Project, Option 1 and Option 2 [previously Alternatives A, B, and C]),
for a total of 29 references to Project alternatives. Table 5-4 summarizes the comments

received for each alternative.

Table 5-4. Summary of Scoping Comments Addressing the Project Alternatives

Alternative Opinion Number Reasons
Cost effectiveness, connectivity to key destinations, increased
Proposed Prefer 7 .
. sense of safety and security
Project
(previously Do Not Prefer 2 Lack of equity for disadvantaged communities
Alternative A) Total 9
Prefer 3 Connectivity to key destinations, and good locations for
Option 1 access points
(prewo'usly Do Not Prefer 4 High costs and lack of connectivity to recreation in the river
Alternative B)
Total 12
Good locations for access points, equitable for disadvantaged
Option 2 Prefer 7 communities, |ncreaseq sense of safety and security,
. connectivity to key destinations
(previously
Alternative C) Do Not Prefer 1 Lack of connectivity to Los Angeles State Historic Park
Total 8
LA RIVER PATH
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Total Comment References
Related to Preference for Project 29°
Alternatives

? Some comments referred to more than one Project alternative, resulting in 29 references to Project alternatives from 21
comments.

5.5.3 Project Features

Of 148 comments received, approximately 20% (30) referenced one or more Project features,
including access points, bridges/river crossings, or path type, as discussed in the sections
below, for a total of 35 references to Project features.

5.5.3.1 Access Points

Of 35 references to Project features, approximately 46% (16) refer to adding more access
points or modifying the proposed access points. The majority of the comments regarding
access points were for the Project to consider including additional access points, specifically in
Boyle Heights and Vernon. Other comments identified specific locations for access points or
modifications such as First Street, Sixth Street tunnel, Arroyo Seco, Atlantic Boulevard, and
District Boulevard.

5.5.3.2  Bridges/River Crossings

Of 35 references to Project features, approximately 17% (6) refer to the proposed bridges/river
crossings. An equal number of comments supported, opposed, and recommended modifying
the proposed bridges/river crossings. The comments in support expressed the benefit of
connecting both sides of the river with bridges/river crossings. The comments opposing
bridges/river crossing expressed concerns about the costs and constructability of this Project
feature, as well as concerns that it will discourage use of the path. The comments identifying
modifications to the bridges/river crossings were related to potential impacts to the river and
avoidance of 90-degree bridge connections to the path alignment.

5.5.3.3 Path Type

Of 35 references to Project features, approximately 37% (13) refer to the proposed path types
for the Project. Eight comments support elevated and/or top-of-bank path types. Three
comments want to modify the path types to provide separation of bicyclists, pedestrians,
and/or equestrians. In addition, four comments advocated for a path at the bottom of the
channel.

5.6 Comments Analyzed by Environmental Category

Public comments were analyzed by the environmental categories they addressed. Of

148 comments received, approximately 54% (81) made reference to one or more
environmental categories , for a total of 120 references to environmental categories. Table 5-5
breaks down the number of these comments into various environmental categories being
evaluated as part of the environmental review.
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Table 5-5. Comments Received by Topic

EER

Environmental Category®

Air quality

Environmental Category Description

iAir quality impacts as a result of the
Project in the communities near the
proposed alternatives and access
points

Inquiring about air pollution mitigation
Voicing concerns regarding the poor air
quality for the river path location
Ensuring that AQMD and CEQA are
enforced for the Project

Inquiring about how the Project will
improve air quality in the area

Suggesting that air quality be constantly
monitored along the path

Biological resources

Impacts to biological resources
(plants and animals) and ecosystems
(habitats) along the proposed
alignments and access points

Requesting that surrounding wildlife not
suffer detrimental damages

Cultural resources

Potential historic, cultural, or
archeological impacts of the proposed
alignments and access points

Recommending incorporating the
surrounding community culture into the
path

Ensuring that historical bridges are
included in the environmental scope

Greenhouse gas
emissions

Greenhouse gas emission resulting
from the Project

Encouraging the Project to meet the
state policy goals of reducing
greenhouse gases

Growth-inducing
impacts

Ways in which the Project could result
in economic or population growth,
either directly or indirectly

Requesting consideration of
commercial/business users of the LA
River Path

Hazards and hazardous
materials

Hazardous materials near the
proposed alternatives and access
points

Requesting that a "risk to health
assessment" be completed from the
Cesar E Chavez Avenue Viaduct to the
US-101 Freeway

Stating health concerns regarding
potential hazardous material along the
Project site

Inquiring how Metro plans to clean up
the existing hazardous waste located
along the path

Hydrology/ water quality

Impacts to water quality and flooding
impacts as a result of the Project

Requesting a study of storm water
runoff

Land use/ Current and proposed land uses and = Voicing concern regarding long-term

planning planned projects near the proposed use of the river potentially being a
alternatives and access points wildland or soft dirt environment.

Noise Noise and vibration impacts from the = Voicing concern that the noise does not

proposed alternatives and access
points

disrupt residents

Population/ housing

Potential impacts to population and
housing adjacent to the Project

Voicing concern for displacement of
current residents once the path is
completed

5-16

LA RIVER PATH

DRAFT FINAL FEBRUARY 17, 2021

SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT



Environmental Category?

05 AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENT RESULTS

Environmental Category Description

Reasons

Requesting that no new housing be
allowed along the river path

Voicing concern regarding the homeless
populating along the river

Public services

Public services impacts, as well as
safety and security on the proposed
alternatives and at access points

Voicing concern as to how safety and
security will be ensured for users along
the path

Inquiring as to what safety measures
will be implemented along the path

Recreation

Recreation and parklands near the
proposed alternatives and access
points

Requesting that access points be
located near recreational spaces
Requesting that Metro take future
recreation zones into consideration
when planning the Project

Transportation/ traffic

Transportation, traffic circulation, and
parking impacts from the proposed
alternatives and access points

Ensuring that the path will provide an
attractive alternative to motorized
vehicle transportation

Ensuring that the EIR focus on impacts
to modes of travel that will use the path

Requesting that, if required, safe bike
path detours during construction are
designed

Requesting that the path’s connectivity
with streets and existing bike facilities is
maximized

Tribal cultural resources

Potential tribal cultural or
archeological impacts of the proposed
alignment options and access points

Requesting that the Tonga community
be contacted

Total Comment
References Related to
Environmental
Categories
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NEXT STEPS IN ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

The comments and questions Metro received during the scoping comment period will be used
to inform the scope and content of the Draft EIR prepared by Metro for the Project.

Metro anticipates releasing the Draft EIR for public review and comment in 2024, followed by a
public hearing(s) to gather community input and comments on the Draft EIR (Figure 6-1). The
Project team will continue to engage the community through information sessions, tours, and
among other community events and activities in the coming months to continue gathering
community feedback about the Project.
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Figure 6-1. Environmental Timeline

) e

ENVIRONMENTAL

CO:::IZT'LJAL CLEARANCE
& DESIGN
2018-2020 2016-2025

FINAL DESIGN,
PERMITTING &
ACQUISITION

202420272028

BREAK
GROUND

2028

Community Engagement

LA RIVER PATH

CONSTRUCTION

20282031

SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT

DRAFT FINAL FEBRUARY 17, 2021

6-2



Attachment 1
Notification Materials



Attachment la
Notice of Preparation






Reducing vehicle miles traveled by allowing people to walk and bicycle on a dedicated,
vehicle separated path through and within Los Angeles County, thereby reducing trip
lengths, and expanding travel choices;

¢ Improving access to opportunity for historically under-invested communities,
especially in low-income and minority communities;

e Creating a path that feels safe, comfortable, and is a world-class transportation
corridor open to people of all ages and abilities;

e Creating a path that meets the needs of both recreational and utilitarian users.
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Figure 1. Proposed Project Location Map

Source: Metro, 2019
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The LA River Path Project is an approximately 8-mile bicycle and
pedestrian path proposed along the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through downtown
Los Angeles and the City of Vernon to the City of Maywood. The northern limit of the project
area is the terminus of the Los Angeles River Greenway Trail at Riverside Drive and the
southern limit is at Atlantic Boulevard where the Los Angeles River Bicycle Path begins in the
City of Maywood. The proposed Project would close the longest remaining gap in the LA River
Path to serve existing communities, meet future demand, and help increase the value and
benefits of the two existing paths to the north and south of the Project. When complete, this
transportation and recreational facility will provide a seamless 32-mile traffic-separated
regional corridor for walking, rolling, and bicycling from the San Fernando Valley to the City of
Long Beach along the Los Angeles River. The proposed Project is a Measure M project with a
projected opening by 2027. Currently, $365 million in Measure M funds are allocated for this
Project.

The Draft EIR will analyze three possible alignment alternatives. These three alternatives are
generally located along the Los Angeles River and utilize a combination of top-of-
bank/cantilevered, elevated, and incised path typologies. Access points would be located
along and adjacent to both sides of the river and would connect the path to existing and
proposed future on-street bicycle networks, and provide connections to serve people walking
and taking transit including connections to Union Station, and Metro Gold and Blue Line
Stations. Access points are significant capital investments and physical structures that extend
beyond Los Angeles River channel. Alternative A would cross the river approximately six times
and would add approximately 10 new access points (see Figure 2). Alternative B would cross
the river approximately seven times and would add approximately 12 new access points (see
Figure 3). Alternative C would cross the river approximately seven times and would add
approximately 11 new access points (see Figure 4). These alternatives contain many common
access points and path types, but contain minor distinctions that are unique to each one.
Stakeholder coordination, design options and refinements, and impact evaluation of the
proposed Project are ongoing. As a result, Project design iterations are anticipated. It is
anticipated that the Draft EIR may include, but is not limited to, variations in river crossings
and locations, variations in access points and locations, design options for path typologies,
refinements to the proposed Project, and ancillary improvements in collaboration with
Metro’s local partners.
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Figure 2. Alternative A
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Figure 3. Alternative B
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Figure 4. Alternative C
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California Newspaper Service Bureau
Public Notice Advertising Since 1934
Tel 1-800-788-7840 Fax 1-800-474-9444

Local Offices and Representatives in:
Los Angeles, Santa Ana, San Diego, Riverside/San Bernardino,
San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, Sacramento
Special Services Available in Phoenix

DECLARATION

I am a resident of Los Angeles County, over the age of
eighteen years and not a party to or interested in the
matter noticed.

The notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy
appeared in the:

WORLD JOURNAL (CHINESE DAILY NEWS)

On the following dates:
10/23/2019

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Los Angeles, California, this
5th day of November 2019

Wb 4}

Signature

3304551
"The only Public Notice which is justifiable
from the standpoint of true economy and the public interest,
is that which reaches those who are affected by it"
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU

DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (213) 229-5300 / Fax (213) 229-5481
Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM

X ANIA WILLS

MTA/PURCHASING DEPT

ONE GATEWAY PLAZA, MS 99-12-1
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

COPY OF NOTICE

Notice Type: BID NOTICE INVITING BIDS

Ad Description LA River Path

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the DAILY
NEWS LOS ANGELES. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):

10/23/2019

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an
invoice.

Daily Journal Corporation
Serving your legal advertising needs throughout California. Call your local

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE (951) 784-0111
DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA (714) 543-2027
SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO (800) 640-4829
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE (408) 287-4866
THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO (916) 444-2355
THE DAILY TRANSCRIPT, SAN DIEGO (619) 232-3486
THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND (510) 272-4747

*

0000052498752
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed LA River Path (Project). The
proposed Project is a walking and bicycling path along an approximately 8-mile stretch
of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through downtown Los Angeles and the
City of Vernon to the City of Maywood. Metro is soliciting the views of interested persons
and agencies as to the scope and content of the environmental information, including
agency comments germane to the statutory responsibilities of the agency in connection
with the proposed Project. More information about the Project, including the Notice of
Preparation (NOP), is available at https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/.

SCOPING MEETINGS: Public scoping meetings to accept comments on the scope of
the Draft EIR will be held on the following dates, times and locations:

Scoping Meeting # 1: Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Boyle Heights
Senior Center Auditorium. 2839 E. 3rd St., Los Angeles, CA 90033.

Scoping Meeting # 2: Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. St. Francis
Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center. 222 S. Hewitt St., Los Angeles, CA 90012.

Scoping Meeting # 3: Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Maywood
Elementary School. 5200 Cudahy Ave., Maywood, CA 90270.

Scoping Meeting # 4: Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10:00 am — 12:00 pm. Cypress
Park and Recreation Center, Auditorium. 2630 Pepper Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90065.

The scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and objectives, Project area and
description, and the potential environmental impacts to be evaluated will be presented
at the public scoping meetings. All Metro meetings are held in facilities compliant with
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Spanish translation and Spanish-speaking
staff will attend all the scoping meetings. ADA accommodations and other language
translations are available by calling 213.418.3423 at least 72 hours before the meeting.

COMMENT DUE DATE: Written comments on the scope of the Draft EIR, including
the goals and objectives, Project area and description, potential impacts to be
evaluated, and the methodologies to be used in the evaluation, will be accepted during
the comment period beginning on October 23, 2019 through December 6, 2019.
Comments will be accepted at the public scoping meetings and written or electronic
(e-mail) comments may be sent to Metro on or before December 6, 2019 at the
address below.

ADDRESS: Written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to the following
addresses:

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Email at: lariverpath@metro.net
CNS-3304547#




CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU

DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (213) 229-5300 / Fax (213) 229-5481
Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM

X ANIA WILLS

MTA/PURCHASING DEPT

ONE GATEWAY PLAZA, MS 99-12-1
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

COPY OF NOTICE

Notice Type: BID NOTICE INVITING BIDS

Ad Description LA River Path

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the
DOWNTOWN NEWS. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):

10/28/2019

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an
invoice.

Daily Journal Corporation
Serving your legal advertising needs throughout California. Call your local

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE (951) 784-0111
DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES (213) 229-5300
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA (714) 543-2027
SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO (800) 640-4829
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE (408) 287-4866
THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO (916) 444-2355
THE DAILY TRANSCRIPT, SAN DIEGO (619) 232-3486
THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND (510) 272-4747

*
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed LA River Path (Project). The proposed Project is a walking and bicycling
path along an approximately 8-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through
downtown Los Angeles and the City of Vernon to the City of Maywood. Metro is soliciting the views
of interested persons and agencies as to the scope and content of the environmental information,
including agency comments germane to the statutory responsibilities of the agency in connection
with the proposed Project. More information about the Project, including the Notice of Preparation
(NOP), is available at https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/.

SCOPING MEETINGS: Public scoping meetings to accept comments on the scope of the Draft EIR
will be held on the following dates, times and locations:

Scoping Meeting # 1: Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Boyle Heights Senior Center
Auditorium. 2839 E. 3rd St., Los Angeles, CA 90033.

Scoping Meeting # 2: Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. St. Francis Xavier Church
Japanese Catholic Center. 222 S. Hewitt St., Los Angeles, CA 90012.

Scoping Meeting # 3: Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Maywood Elementary School.
5200 Cudahy Ave., Maywood, CA 90270.

Scoping Meeting # 4: Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10:00 am — 12:00 pm. Cypress Park and
Recreation Center, Auditorium. 2630 Pepper Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90065.

The scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and objectives, Project area and description,
and the potential environmental impacts to be evaluated will be presented at the public scoping
meetings. All Metro meetings are held in facilities compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA). Spanish translation and Spanish-speaking staff will attend all the scoping meetings. ADA
accommodations and other language translations are available by calling 213.418.3423 at least 72
hours before the meeting.

COMMENT DUE DATE: Written comments on the scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and
objectives, Project area and description, potential impacts to be evaluated, and the methodologies
to be used in the evaluation, will be accepted during the comment period beginning on October 23,
2019 through December 6, 2019. Comments will be accepted at the public scoping meetings and
written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to Metro on or before December 6, 2019 at the
address below.

ADDRESS: Written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to the following addresses:

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email at: lariverpath@metro.net

CNS-3304548#




CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax (800) 464-2839
Visit us @ www.LegalAdstore.com

X ANIA WILLS

MTA/PURCHASING DEPT

ONE GATEWAY PLAZA, MS 99-12-1

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 NWA# 3304546

COPY OF NOTICE

Notice Type: BID NOTICE INVITING BIDS

Ad Description
LA River Path

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the
EASTSIDE JOURNAL. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):

10/17/2019

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an

invoice.
Publication $462.00
Total $462.00

*

0000052438144

* A



NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed LA River Path (Project). The
proposed Project is a walking and bicycling path along an approximately 8-mile
stretch of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through downtown Los Angeles
and the City of Vernon to the City of Maywood. Metro is soliciting the views of
interested persons and agencies as to the scope and content of the environmental
information, including agency comments germane to the statutory responsibilities
of the agency in connection with the proposed Project. More information about the
Project, including the Notice of Preparation (NOP), is available at https://www.metro.
net/projects/lariverpath/.

SCOPING MEETINGS: Public scoping meetings to accept comments on the scope
of the Draft EIR will be held on the following dates, times and locations:

Scoping Meeting # 1: Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Boyle Heights
Senior Center Auditorium. 2839 E. 3rd St., Los Angeles, CA 90033.

Scoping Meeting # 2: Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. St. Francis
Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center. 222 S. Hewitt St., Los Angeles, CA90012.

Scoping Meeting # 3: Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Maywood
Elementary School. 5200 Cudahy Ave., Maywood, CA 90270.

Scoping Meeting # 4: Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10:00 am — 12:00 pm. Cypress
Park and Recreation Center, Auditorium. 2630 Pepper Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90065.

The scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and objectives, Project area
and description, and the potential environmental impacts to be evaluated will be
presented at the public scoping meetings. All Metro meetings are held in facilities
compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Spanish translation and
Spanish-speaking staff will attend all the scoping meetings. ADA accommodations
and other language translations are available by calling 213.418.3423 at least 72
hours before the meeting.

COMMENT DUE DATE: Written comments on the scope of the Draft EIR, including the
goals and objectives, Project area and description, potential impacts to be evaluated,
and the methodologies to be used in the evaluation, will be accepted during the comment
period beginning on October 23, 2019 through December 6, 2019. Comments will be
accepted at the public scoping meetings and written or electronic (e-mail) comments
may be sent to Metro on or before December 6, 2019 at the address below.

ADDRESS: Written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to the following
addresses:

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email at: lariverpath@metro.net

CNS-3304546#







LOS ANGELES SENTINEL

3800 S CRENSHAW BLVD, LOS ANGELES, CA 90008
Telephone (323) 299-3800 / Fax (323) 299-3896

X ANIA WILLS

MTA/PURCHASING DEPT

ONE GATEWAY PLAZA, MS 99-12-1
LOS ANGELES, CA - 90012

PROOF OF PUBL CAT O

(20155 C.C.P)

State of California
County of LOS ANGELES

Notice Type: BID - NOTICE INVITING BIDS

Ad Description:
LA River Path

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the State of Calif
over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to or interested in the
entitled matter. | am the principal clerk of the printer and publisher of
ANGELES SENTINEL, a newspaper published in the English langua
city of LOS ANGELES, and adjudged a newspaper of general circula
defined by the laws of the State of California by the Superior Court ot
County of LOS ANGELES, State of California, under date of 08/25/1!
No. 430764. That the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy,
published in each regular and entire issue of said newspaper and no
supplement thereof on the following dates, to-wit:

10/24/2019

Executed on: 10/29/2019
At Los Angeles, California

This space for filing stamp only

CNS+#: 3305180

Metro - NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

SCOPING MEETINGS: Public scoping meetings to accept comments on the scope of the Draft EIR
will be held on the following dates, times and locations:

Scoping Meeting # 1: Tuesday, r 12, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Boyle Heights Senior Center
Auditortum. 2839 E. 3rd St., Los CA 90033.
Meeting # 2: Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. St. Francis Xavier Church
e Catholic Center. 222 S. Hewitt St., Los Angeles, CA 90012.
Scoping Meeting # 3: r 14,2019, 6:00 — 8:00 pm. Maywood Elementary School.
5200 Cudahy Ave., M

Scoping Meeting # 4: Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10:00 am — 12:00 pm, Cypress Park and
Recreation Center, Auditorium. 2630 Pepper Ave., Los Angeles, CA 80065.

ft El di and
ated e s to
beg n 019
December 6, 2019. Comments will be accepted ic scoping meet itten or
ic (e-mail) comments may be sent to Metroonorb mber 6, 2019 at below.

ADDRESS: Written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to the following addresses:

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Ang

Email at . CNS-3305180#

| certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and

correct.

I

*

R A
* ADODODO0DOS5S262229%¢6

Email



California Newspaper Service Bureau
Public Notice Advertising Since 1934
Tel 1-800-788-7840 Fax 1-800-474-9444

Local Offices and Representatives in:

Los Angeles, Santa Ana, San Diego, Riverside/San Bernardino,

San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, Sacramento
Special Services Available in Phoenix

DECLARATION

I am a resident of Los Angeles County, over the age of
eighteen years and not a party to or interested in the
matter noticed.

The notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy
appeared in the: - ’

RAFU SHIMPO

On the following dates:
10/23/2019

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Los Angeles, California, this
19th day of November 2019

IRENE ANDAL
Signature

3304550
"The only Public Notice which is justifiable
from the standpoint of true economy and the public interest,
is that which reaches those who are affected by it"
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Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director -
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero

Reuniones comunitarias
sobre el proyecto del
Camino del Rio L.A.

BY MARIA LUISA ARREDONDO , OCTOBER 24, 2019

L.A. River Path Project

Metro dio a conocer el miércoles el Aviso de Preparaciéon (NOP)

(http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/lariverpath/Final_Executed_NOP-

lariver_path.pdf) para el Proyecto del Camino del Rio LA

(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/)con lo que se inicié la fase de
revisién ambiental del proyecto. Esta consistird en un periodo de 45
dias en los que Metro recibird comentarios del publico sobre el

proyecto, desde el miércoles 23 de octubre hasta el viernes 6 de

diciembre.

https://elpasajero.metro.net/2019/10/24/reuniones-comunitarias-sobre-el-proyecto-del-camino-del-rio-l-a/

1/9


https://elpasajero.metro.net/author/lacmtamarialuisa/
https://elpasajero.metro.net/2019/10/24/reuniones-comunitarias-sobre-el-proyecto-del-camino-del-rio-l-a/
http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/lariverpath/Final_Executed_NOP-lariver_path.pdf
https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=q_7CYlPKwus
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC6mi3TVa60sTDgnuSNocbMw

10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero
ESTAS SOnN I1ds madneras €n id que el pUDIICO pueae entregar Sus

comentarios:

« Asistiendo a una de nuestras reuniones comunitarias, que dardn
la oportunidad a los asistentes de escuchar més sobre el proyecto
y ofrecer sus comentarios orales o escritos. En estas reuniones se
hablard sobre los objetivos del proyecto, las tres alternativas, el
proceso de andlisis ambiental y el calendario. Pueden ver los
detalles de las reuniones abajo o en este enlace.

« Los comentarios por escrito se pueden enviar a:
o Correo regular: Lauren Cencic, Senior Director, Metro, One

Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5, Los Angeles, CA 90012

o Email: lariverpath@metro.net

o Por internet en el sitio del proyecto en este enlace.

Detalles de las reuniones

En cada reunién se dard la misma presentacion por lo que se pueden
ir a la que mejor les convenga. Las presentaciones comenzaran 30

minutos después del tiempo programado de inicio de la reunién.
Boyle Heights

Martes 12 de noviembre de 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.

Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium

2839 E. 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033
(https://goo.gl/maps/Gd6tjMRRCUfuEeFsg)

Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.

Little Tokyo/Arts District

Miércoles 13 de noviembre de 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.
St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium

https://elpasajero.metro.net/2019/10/24/reuniones-comunitarias-sobre-el-proyecto-del-camino-del-rio-I-a/ 2/9


https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/
https://thesource.metro.net/2019/10/24/upcoming-scoping-meetings-for-la-river-path-project/lariverpath@metro.net
https://metrola.wufoo.com/forms/q13nlw7a06vj1lh/
https://goo.gl/maps/Gd6tjMRRCUfuEeFs9

10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero
222 >. A1EWITT OT, LOS /-\ngeles, LA 90012

(https://goo.gl/maps/nLeA6hTYvV]hwyN1A)

Se brindard interpretacion en espafiol y en japonés.
Maywood

Jueves 14 de noviembre de 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Avenue, Maywood, CA 90270
(https://goo.gl/maps/4tG5LoH4d)gYBDPYS)

Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.

Cypress Park

Sédbado 16 de noviembre de 2019, 10 a.m. — 12 p.m.
Cypress Park Recreation Center

2630 Pepper Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90065
(https://goo.gl/maps/YE70etQjfGPiIMH1Y6)

Se brindard interpretacion en espariol

Para opciones adicionales de transporte publico consulten el Planificador

de Viajes en metro.net.

Ayuda para discapacitados: Todas las reuniones de Metro cuentan
con instalaciones especiales para discapacitados y servicios de
interpretacién. Se pueden solicitar llamando al 213.418.3423 o al
California Relay Service al 711 por lo menos con 72 horas de

anticipacion.
éQué se estd estudiando?

Se han considerado tres alternativas
(https://thesource.metro.net/2019/05/15/new-presentation-on-three-potential-routes-
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Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero
for-I-a-river-path-project/) A€SAE €1 PUNTO A€ VISTA amoiental para ver sus
beneficios e impactos potenciales. Las tres alternativas de
camino son de un lado a otro a del Rio Los Angeles para utilizar el
espacio existente y proporcionar lugares para subir y bajar en los

puntos de acceso.

« La alternativa A cruza el rio seis veces y agrega 10 nuevos puntos
de acceso.

« La alternativa B cruza el rio siete veces y agrega 12 nuevos puntos
de acceso.

o La alternativa C cruza el rio siete veces y agrega 11 nuevos puntos

de acceso.

Las alternativas propuestas comparten muchos puntos de accesoy
tipos de ruta pero contienen distinciones menores que son
exclusivas de cada una. La coordinacién de las partes interesadas, el
disefio y la evaluacién de impacto del proyecto propuesto estdn en
curso. Como resultado, se anticipan ajustes de disefio y mejoras al

proyecto propuesto.
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4/9


https://thesource.metro.net/2019/05/15/new-presentation-on-three-potential-routes-for-l-a-river-path-project/

10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero

https://elpasajero.metro.net/2019/10/24/reuniones-comunitarias-sobre-el-proyecto-del-camino-del-rio-I-a/ 5/9



10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero

https://elpasajero.metro.net/2019/10/24/reuniones-comunitarias-sobre-el-proyecto-del-camino-del-rio-I-a/ 6/9



10/24/2019 Reuniones comunitarias sobre el proyecto del Camino del Rio L.A. - El Pasajero

Related

Reunién comunitaria sobre el Reuniones publicas sobre el
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Upcoming Scoping Meetings for LA River
Path Project

BY CHRISTINA HARRINGTON , OCTOBER 24, 2019

L.A. River Path Project

Metro released the Notice of Preparation (NOP)
(http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/lariverpath/Final_Executed_NOP-lariver_path.pdf) for the LA River Path Project
(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/) on Wednesday, initiating the environmental clearance and review
phase of the project. This is the official initiation of a 45-day public comment period, where Metro will be

accepting comments on the project from Wednesday, October 23, through Friday, December 6.
There are several ways the public can submit comments during this period, which include:

« Attending any one of four public scoping meetings, which will give you an opportunity to hear more
about the project and provide written or oral comments about the project. At these meetings you can
learn more about the project’s objectives, three alternatives, and environmental analysis process and
timeline. You can see the meeting details below or online here.

o Written comments, which can be submitted via:

o Mail: Lauren Cencic, Senior Director, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5, Los Angeles, CA 90012
o Email: lariverpath@metro.net

o Via an online comment form on the project’s website here.

Scoping Meeting Details

Each scoping meeting will provide the same presentation, so if you can’t make it to one feel free to join
us at any other scoping meeting that works best for you. Presentations will start 30 minutes after the

scheduled start time.

Boyle Heights

Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.

Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium

2839 E. 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033 (https://goo.gl/maps/Gd6tjMRRCUfuEeFso)
Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.

Little Tokyo/Arts District

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.
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W
222 S. Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012 (https://goo.gl/maps/nLeA6hTYvV]hwyN1A)
Se brindard interpretacion en espafiol y en japonés.
Maywood
Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6 — 8 p.m.
Maywood Elementary School
5200 Cudahy Avenue, Maywood, CA 90270 (https://goo.gl/maps/4tG5LoH4d)gYBDPY8)
Se brindard interpretacion en esparol.
Cypress Park
Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10 a.m. — 12 p.m.
Cypress Park Recreation Center
2630 Pepper Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90065 (https://goo.gl/maps/YE70etQjfGPiIMH1Y6)
Se brindard interpretacion en espariol

For additional public transportation options: use the Metro Trip Planner, available at metro.net, to find the

most convenient way to access these meetings.

ADA Accommodations: All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. Other ADA
accommodations and translations are available by calling 213.418.3423 or California Relay Service at 711
at least 72 hours in advance.

What’s Being Studied?

Three path alternatives (https://thesource.metro.net/2019/05/15/new-presentation-on-three-potential-routes-for-l-a-river-
path-project/) are being environmentally studied to look at the potential benefits and impacts. All three
path alternatives move back and forth across the Los Angeles River to utilize existing space and provide
places to get on and off the path at access points. Each alternative utilizes a combination of top-of-bank/

cantilevered, elevated and incised path types.

« Alternative A crosses the river six times and adds 10 new access points.
« Alternative B crosses the river seven times and adds 12 new access points

« Alternative C crosses the river seven times and adds 11 new access points.
The proposed alternatives share many access points and path types but contain minor distinctions that

are unique to each one. Stakeholder coordination, design, and impact evaluation of the proposed project

are ongoing. As a result, design iterations and refinements to the proposed project are anticipated.
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Scoping meeting for L.A. Streetcar project to
be held May 17

April 29, 2011

In "Projects"

Updated scoping meetings for Artesia to DTLA
light rail project begin July 24

July 11, 2018

In "Projects"

Upcoming public scoping meetings for 105
ExpressLanes project

Studies are beginning for a key Measure M
project to convert the HOV lanes to
ExpressLanes on the 105 freeway for 15.7 miles
between the 405 and the 605 freeways. The
studies will be looking at the impact of making
March 5, 2018

In "Projects"
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On October 23, 2019, Metro released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to initiate
the environmental review process for the LA River Path Project, a proposed 8-
mile bicycle and pedestrian path between Elysian Valley and the City of
Maywood, through downtown Los Angeles.

The official 45-day public comment period for this phase of the Project began
Wednesday, October 23, 2019 and ends today, December 6, 2019.

Metro held four scoping meetings between November 12 - 16 in the communities
of Boyle Heights, Little Tokyo/Arts District, Maywood, and Cypress Park. Public
comments received at the meetings have been documented and will be included
in the Draft Environmental Impact Report, which is anticipated in 2021.

You can review the presentation shown at the scoping meetings in English here or
Spanish here.

How to Provide Public Comments
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What is Being Studied

Three path alternatives are being environmentally studied to look at the
potential benefits and impacts. All three path alternatives move back and forth
across the Los Angeles River to utilize existing space and provide places to get on
and off the path at desired access points. Each alternative utilizes a combination
of top-of-bank/ cantilevered, elevated and incised path types.

o Alternative A crosses the river six times and adds 10 new access points.
¢ Alternative B crosses the river seven times and adds 12 new access points.
» Alternative C crosses the river seven times and adds 11 new access points.

The proposed alternatives share many access points and path types but contain
minor distinctions that are unique to each one. Stakeholder coordination, design
options and refinements, and impact evaluation of the proposed project are
ongoing. As a result, design iterations and refinements to the proposed project
are anticipated. You can learn more about the project and what Metro is studying
by watching

Questions?
We're here to answer them. To learn
more about the project, visit our
website or contact us at

or 213-418-3423.

o Share Tweet @ Forward

You have subscribed to receive Metro information. At any time, you can update your profile or unsubscribe in the Manage Subscriptions
section.

Your privacy is very important to us. Please take a moment to review our Privacy Policy.
© 2018 Metro (LACMTA) One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
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Metro has released a to initiate the environmental
review process for the , a proposed 8-mile bicycle and
pedestrian path between Elysian Valley and the City of Maywood, through
downtown Los Angeles.

The official 45-day public comment period for this phase of the project
begins today, Wednesday, October 23, 2019 and ends on Friday, December 6,
2019.

Please join us at upcoming scoping meetings where you can learn the latest
updates and provide your comments. for more information.

What is Being Studied

Three path alternatives are being environmentally studied to look at the
potential benefits and impacts. All three path alternatives move back and forth
across the Los Angeles River to utilize existing space and provide places to get
on and off the path at desired access points. Each alternative utilizes a
combination of top-of-bank/ cantilevered, elevated and incised path types.

o Alternative A crosses the river six times and adds 10 new access points.
o Alternative B crosses the river seven times and adds 12 new access points.
o Alternative C crosses the river seven times and adds 11 new access points.

The proposed alternatives share many access points and path types but contain
minor distinctions that are unique to each one. Stakeholder coordination, design
options and refinements, and impact evaluation of the proposed project are
ongoing. As a result, design iterations and refinements to the proposed project
are anticipated. You can learn more about the project and what Metro is
studying by watching

How to Provide Public Comments
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Join us at a scoping meeting!

Boyle Heights

Tuesday, November 12

6 - 8pm

Presentation begins 6:30 pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center,
Auditorium

2839 E 3rd St

Los Angeles, CA 90033

» Spanish translations will be
provided

» Free, limited parking on-site,
accessed from 3rd St or 2nd St

Little Tokyo / Arts District

Wednesday, November 13
6 - 8pm

Presentation begins 6:30pm
St. Francis Xavier Chapel
Maryknoll Auditorium

222 S. Hewitt St

Los Angeles, CA 90012

e Spanish and Japanese
translations will be provided

* Free parking on-site, accessed
from 3rd St

https://view.s10.exacttarget.com/?qs=ff61a47c373cb2d21474d3593f0b5981bdb81428d33513802ae9aecfae5ba30d37ae883e901b30d6fad1b50da223...  2/4
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Maywood

Thursday, November 14

6 - 8pm

Presentation begins 6:30pm
Maywood Elementary School
5200 Cudahy Av

Maywood, CA 90270

e Spanish translation will be
provided
o Free on-site parking is available

Cypress Park

Saturday, November 16
10am - 12pm

Presentation begins 10:30am
Cypress Park Recreation Center
2630 Pepper Av

Los Angeles, CA 90065

e Spanish translation will be
provided

» Free on-site parking is available

Accommodations

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities and are accessible by
transit. ADA accommodations and translations available by calling 213.418.3423
at least 72 hours in advance of each meeting.

Questions?

We're here to answer them. To learn
more about the project, visit our
website here or contact us at

lariverpath@metro.net or 213-418-
3423.

o Share Tweet @ Forward

You have subscribed to receive Metro information. At any time, you can update your profile or unsubscribe in the Manage Subscriptions
section.
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Join us and provide your input at public scoping meetings.

Please join us at the upcoming public scoping meetings for the LA River Path project, a proposed eight-mile bicycle
and pedestrian path along the river between Elysian Valley and the City of Maywood, through downtown Los Angeles.

Families are welcome.

Metro is initiating an environmental review to study
the benefits and impacts of building and operating
the future path.

At the public scoping meetings you will have
the opportunity to:
> Provide your comments on the project’s objectives
> Learn about the alternatives being studied
> Become informed about the environmental
review process
> Help us understand what we should study
in the Environmental Impact Report

Information presented at each meeting will be the same.
Presentations will start 30 minutes after the scheduled
start time. Refreshments and children’s activities will be
available at all meetings.

Public Transportation: Use the Metro trip planner,
available at metro.net, to find the most convenient way
to access these meetings.

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities.
ADA accommodations and translations available by
calling 213.418.3423 at least 72 hours in advance.

The public scoping meetings are part of a 45-day public
comment period for the environmental review process
starting Wednesday, October 23, 2019 and ending on
Friday, December 6, 2019. Public comments can be
submitted to Metro at any of the meetings, by email, online

comment form or regular mail during this comment period.

For full meeting information, visit metro.net/lariverpath.

Metro

Boyle Heights

Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6-8pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center

2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Little Tokyo/Arts District

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6-8pm

St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium
222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Se proporcionardn traducciénes al espafiol y al japonés.

Maywood

Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6-8pm
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av, Maywood, CA 90270
Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Cypress Park

Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10am-12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center

2630 Pepper Av, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Contact Us
213.418.3423

(] 323.466.3876 x2
Espariol

Submit Your
Public Comments

() Lauren Cencic
Senior Director

Metro
One Gateway Plaza 323.466.3876
99-22-5 =2hvg X3 pyCCKuii  x7

Los Angeles, CA 90012 5204 x4 3wbptl x8
. Tiéng Viét x5 am1'lne xg
lariverpath@metro.n e
ariverpath@metro.net HAZE x6 UMUSH x10

metro.net/lariverpath

20-1122TRG ©2019 LACMTA
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Join us and provide your input at public scoping meetings.

Please join us at the upcoming public scoping meetings for the LA River Path project, a proposed eight-mile bicycle
and pedestrian path along the river between Elysian Valley and the City of Maywood, through downtown Los Angeles.

Families are welcome.

Metro is initiating an environmental review to study
the benefits and impacts of building and operating
the future path.

At the public scoping meetings you will have
the opportunity to:
> Provide your comments on the project’s objectives
> Learn about the alternatives being studied
> Become informed about the environmental
review process
> Help us understand what we should study
in the Environmental Impact Report

Information presented at each meeting will be the same.
Presentations will start 30 minutes after the scheduled
start time. Refreshments and children’s activities will be
available at all meetings.

Public Transportation: Use the Metro trip planner,
available at metro.net, to find the most convenient way
to access these meetings.

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities.
ADA accommodations and translations available by
calling 213.418.3423 at least 72 hours in advance.

The public scoping meetings are part of a 45-day public
comment period for the environmental review process
starting Wednesday, October 23, 2019 and ending on
Friday, December 6, 2019. Public comments can be
submitted to Metro at any of the meetings, by email, online

comment form or regular mail during this comment period.

For full meeting information, visit metro.net/lariverpath.

Metro

Boyle Heights

Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6-8pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center

2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Little Tokyo/Arts District

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6-8pm

St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium
222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Se proporcionardn traducciénes al espafiol y al japonés.

Maywood

Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6-8pm
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av, Maywood, CA 90270
Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Cypress Park

Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10am-12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center

2630 Pepper Av, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Se proporcionard traduccién al espafiol.

Contact Us
213.418.3423

(] 323.466.3876 x2
Espariol

Submit Your
Public Comments

() Lauren Cencic
Senior Director

Metro
One Gateway Plaza 323.466.3876
99-22-5 =2hvg X3 pyCCKuii  x7

Los Angeles, CA 90012 5204 x4 3wbptl x8
. Tiéng Viét x5 am1'lne xg
lariverpath@metro.n e
ariverpath@metro.net HAZE x6 UMUSH x10

metro.net/lariverpath
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2.7 Mailing and Other Notification Methods: Additional Flyer Distribution Locations

Arts District: Southern California Institute of Architecture, One Santa Fe Apartments, Bulletproof Coffee,
Groundworks Coffee, Corner Store, Art Share LA, LA Kretz Innovation Campus

Little Tokyo: Little Tokyo Service Center, Little Tokyo Library, Museum of Contemporary Art Geffen
Contemporary, Koban Center, Japanese American Cultural & Community Center, Café Dulce, St. Francis
Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center, Nishi Hongwanji Buddhist Temple, Zenshuji Soto Mission

Downtown: La Plaza de Cultura y Artes, El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument, Los Angeles
Public Library—Central Branch,

Chinatown: Chinatown Service Center, Chinatown Business Improvement District, Los Angeles State
Historic Park, Chinatown Library, Alpine Recreation Center, Castelar Elementary, LA Conservation Corps
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Next stop: a more connected river path.

Proxima parada: un camino del rio mas conectado.

Please submit your
scoping comments!

Public comments may be submitted at
any of the meetings, by email or regular
mail to Metro during the 45-day public
scoping period.

LOS ANGELES RIVER PATH /CAMINO DEL RiO DE LOS ANGELES
Join Us at a Public Scoping Meeting in November / Acompdrienos en una reunién de alcance ptiblico en noviembre

The formal public scoping comment period
begins on Wednesday, October 23, 2019, and
ends on Friday, December 6, 2019. Written
comments may be submitted via mail, email
or through our online comment form:

Public scoping meetings will be
held to receive comments on the
proposed eight-mile bicycle and
pedestrian path extension along
the LA River.

a Lauren Cencic
Senior Director, Metro
One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Se llevardn a cabo reuniones de
alcance piiblico para recibir sus
comentarios sobre la extensién
propuesta de un camino de ocho
millas para bicicletas y peatones
a lo largo del Rio de Los Angeles.

jPor favor someta
sus comentarios!

Metro

Comentarios ptiblicos pueden someterse en
cualquiera de las reuniones, por correo electrénico
o correo postal a Metro durante el periodo de
alcance publico de 45 dias.

El periodo oficial de comentarios de alcance
ptiblico comienza el miércoles 23 de octubre de
2019 y finaliza el viernes 6 de diciembre de 2019.
Comentarios escritos pueden enviarse por correo
postal, correo electronico o mediante nuestro
formulario de comentarios en linea:

Lauren Cencic

Senior Director, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

M

A L e W

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities.
Other ADA accommodations and translations are available
by calling 213.418.3423 or California Relay Service at 711 at
least 72 hours in advance.
21006 YD ‘soppduy so1
1-€1-66
eze|d kemajen auQ

0419

Todas las reuniones de Metro se llevan a cabo en instalaciones
accesibles conforme a la Ley para Estadounidenses con
Discapacidades (ADA, por sus siglas en inglés). Para otras
adaptaciones de la ADA y traducciones, llame al 213.418.3423,
o a California Relay Service al 711, por lo menos, 72 horas
antes de la reunién.

oVL# 11ny3d
VD ‘YN3IAvsvd
aivd
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Help us build a more connected
river path.

Please join us to learn the latest updates and provide
your comments on the LA River Path Project. The
project proposes an eight-mile, bicycle and pedestrian
path extension along the river between Elysian Valley
and the City of Maywood, through downtown Los
Angeles. The project will close an existing gap in

the Los Angeles River Bike Path and Greenway Trail,
providing the region with a seamless 32-mile bicycle
and pedestrian route from the San Fernando Valley

to Long Beach.

Metro is initiating an environmental review that will
study the potential benefits and impacts of building
and operating the project. As part of these efforts,
Metro is conducting public scoping meetings to
receive formal comments on the scope of the future
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), including
the goals and objectives, project area and description,
proposed alternatives, impacts to be evaluated and
methods to be used in the evaluation. Public scoping
meetings are an important step in the preparation
of a DEIR that is required per state requirements.

What is being studied?

Three path alternatives are being studied. All three path
alternatives move back and forth across the Los Angeles

River to utilize existing space and provide places to
get on and off the path at desired access points. Each
alternative utilizes a combination of top-of-bank/
cantilevered, elevated and incised path types.

> Alternative A crosses the river six times and adds
10 new access points.

> Alternative B crosses the river seven times and adds
12 new access points.

> Alternative C crosses the river seven times and adds
11 new access points.

The proposed alternatives share many access points
and path types but identify opportunities that are
unique to each one that can be further evaluated.
Stakeholder coordination, design options and
refinements, and impact evaluation of the proposed
project are ongoing. As a result, project design
iterations are anticipated.

Aylidenos a construir un camino mds
conectado a lo largo del rio.

Por favor, acompdrienos para conocer las tltimas
actualizaciones y proporcionar sus comentarios sobre el
proyecto del camino del Rio de Los Angeles. El proyecto
propone la extensién de un camino de ocho millas para ciclistas
y peatones a lo largo del rio entre Elysian Valley y la ciudad de
Maywood, atravesando el centro de Los Angeles. El proyecto
cerrard una brecha existente en el camino para bicicletas del
Rio de Los Angeles y el sendero Greenway, proporcionando a la
regién una ruta continua para ciclistas y peatones de 32 millas
desde el Valle de San Fernando hasta Long Beach.

Metro estd iniciando un estudio ambiental que estudiard los
posibles beneficios e impactos de la construccién y operacién
del proyecto. Como parte de estos esfuerzos, Metro estd
llevando a cabo reuniones de alcance puiblico para recibir
comentarios formales sobre el alcance del futuro Borrador del
Informe de Impacto Ambiental (DEIR, en inglés), incluyendo
las metas y objetivos, el drea y la descripcion del proyecto, las
alternativas propuestas, los impactos a evaluar y los métodos
que se utilizardn en la evaluacién. Las reuniones de alcance
ptiblico son un paso importante en la preparacion de un DEIR
que se requiere seglin los requisitos estatales.

;. Qué se estd estudiando?

Se estdn estudiando tres alternativas a lo largo del camino.
Las tres alternativas se mueven de un lado a otro a través
del Rio de Los Angeles para utilizar el espacio existente y
proporcionar lugares para entrar y salir del camino en los
puntos de acceso deseados. Cada alternativa utiliza una
combinacidn the tres tipos de ruta: en la parte superior

de la orilla del rio /en viga voladiza, elevada e incisa.

> La Alternativa A cruza el rio seis veces y agrega
10 nuevos puntos de acceso.

> La Alternativa B cruza el rio siete veces y agrega
12 nuevos puntos de acceso.

> La Alternativa C cruza el rio siete veces y agrega
11 nuevos puntos de acceso.

Las alternativas propuestas comparten muchos puntos
de acceso y tipos de ruta, pero identifican oportunidades
unicas para cada una que pueden evaluarse mds a fondo.
La coordinacion de las partes interesadas, las opciones de
disefio y mejoras, y la evaluacién de impacto del proyecto
propuesto estdn en curso. Como resultado, se anticipan
iteraciones de disefio del proyecto.

Join us! jAcompdfienos!

Meeting Details

The information presented at each meeting will
be the same. Presentations will start 30 minutes
after the scheduled start time. Please join us

at the meeting that is most convenient for you.
Refreshments and children's activities will be
available at all meetings.

For full meeting information,
visit metro.net/lariverpath.

Getting There

Use the Metro Trip Planner, available at
metro.net, to find the most convenient way
to access these meetings.

Detalles de la reunion

La informacidn presentada en cada reunion serd la
misma. Las presentaciones comenzardn 30 minutos
después de la hora de inicio programada. Comida
ligera y actividades para nifios estardn disponibles
en todas las reuniones.

Para obtener informacion completa sobre la reunidn,
visite metro.net/lariverpath.

Cémo acceder las reuniones

Use el Planificador de Viajes de Metro, disponible en
metro.net, para encontrar la forma mds conveniente
de acceder a estas reuniones.

Meeting Schedule
Calendario de las reuniones

BOYLE HEIGHTS

Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6 —8pm

Martes, 12 de noviembre de 2019, 6 — 8pm

Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium

2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

> Spanish translation will be provided.
Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.

LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6 —-8pm

Miércoles, 13 de noviembre de 2019, 6 —8pm

St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium

222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA goo12

> Spanish and Japanese translations will be provided.
Se brindard interpretacion en espafiol y en japonés.

MAYWOOD

Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6 —8pm

Jueves, 14 de noviembre de 2019, 6 —8pm

Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av, Maywood, CA 90270

> Spanish translation will be provided.
Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.

CYPRESS PARK

Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10am—-12pm
Sdbado, 16 de noviembre de 2019, 10am—12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center
2630 Pepper Ay, Los Angeles, CA 90065
> Spanish translation will be provided.

Se brindard interpretacion en espariol.




LA RIVER PATH SCOPING MEETING SOCIAL MEDIA ADVERTISEMENTS

Metro Facebook Advertisement

Posted on 10/28/2019

Link:
https://www.facebook.com/losa
ngelesmetro/posts/10157740792
056763

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition Twitter

Posted on 11/06/19

Link:
https://twitter.com/lacbc/status
/1192181270182121472



https://www.facebook.com/losangelesmetro/posts/10157740792056763
https://www.facebook.com/losangelesmetro/posts/10157740792056763
https://www.facebook.com/losangelesmetro/posts/10157740792056763
https://twitter.com/lacbc/status/1192181270182121472
https://twitter.com/lacbc/status/1192181270182121472

Metro Twitter

Post on 11/04/19

Link:
https://twitter.com/metrolosang
eles/status/11914161552416972
81

Posted on 11/10/19

Link:
https://twitter.com/metrolosang
eles/status/11936508299133952
02

Posted on 11/14/19

Link:
https://twitter.com/metrolosang
eles/status/11951331074873548
85



https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1191416155241697281
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1191416155241697281
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1191416155241697281
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1193650829913395202
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1193650829913395202
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1193650829913395202
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1195133107487354885
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1195133107487354885
https://twitter.com/metrolosangeles/status/1195133107487354885

Facebook Live Advertisement

Boyle Heights | 10/31/19 to 11/12/19

https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=1152862795103550&hmac=AVI1]8ZbFcfX8DIBicl
QOWMVoMNxxnhgdq4H8avcW4ClOoA

Cypress Park | 11/4/19t0 11/16/19

https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=2563423263889619&hmac=AVLRqQOIO8n6_Dt
4-emjG2SgAcKBsNwwmue8NPWiExMCeg

Little Tokyo/Arts District | 11/1/10to 11/13/19

https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=448182015901719&hmac=AVKsEdvwdkblY7_be
FSOuMbtgSeBcNKZz4nvAuMPZuU5Hg

Maywood | 11/4/19 to 11/14/19

https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=1594606140682397& hmac=AV]KsPF91psStHfK
U7-OWPO-MhRP5EMUIs9bRtP3Z)XFpA

Facebook Event — Boyle Heights Event Advertisement

Dates: 10/31/19t0 11/12/19

Link:
https://www.facebook.com/events /10009644
46910027

w
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https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=2563423263889619&hmac=AVLRqQOlO8n6_Dt4-emjG2SqAcKBsNwwmue8NPWiExMCeg
https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=448182015901719&hmac=AVKsEdvwdkblY7_beFS0uMbtgSeBcNKZz4nvAuMPZuU5Hg
https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=448182015901719&hmac=AVKsEdvwdkblY7_beFS0uMbtgSeBcNKZz4nvAuMPZuU5Hg
https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=1594606140682397&hmac=AVJKsPF91psStHfKU7-OWPO-MhRP5EMUls9bRtP3ZJXFpA
https://www.facebook.com/ads/experience/confirmation/?experience_id=1594606140682397&hmac=AVJKsPF91psStHfKU7-OWPO-MhRP5EMUls9bRtP3ZJXFpA
https://www.facebook.com/events/1000964446910027/
https://www.facebook.com/events/1000964446910027/

Facebook Event — Boyle Heights Event Advertisement

Comments




Facebook Event — Boyle Heights Event Advertisement

Comments




Facebook Event — Boyle Heights Event Advertisement

Comments




Facebook Event — Boyle Heights Event Advertisement

Comments




Facebook Event — Cypress Park Event Advertisement

Dates: 11/4/19 to 11/16/19

Link:
https://www.facebook.com/events /26356501

36525359/



https://www.facebook.com/events/2635650136525359/
https://www.facebook.com/events/2635650136525359/

Facebook Event — Cypress Park Event Advertisement

Comments




Facebook Event — Cypress Park Event Advertisement

Comments
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Facebook Event — Little Tokyo Event Advertisement

Dates: 11/1/10 to 11/13/19

Link:
https://www.facebook.com/events/759524847

853604/

11


https://www.facebook.com/events/759524847853604/
https://www.facebook.com/events/759524847853604/

Facebook Event — Little Tokyo Event Advertisement

Comments
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Facebook Event — Little Tokyo Event Advertisement

Comments
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Facebook Event — Little Tokyo Event Advertisement

Comments
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Facebook Event — Little Tokyo Event Advertisement

Comments

15



Facebook Event — Maywood Event Advertisement

Dates: 11/4/19 to 11/14/19

Link:
https://www.facebook.com/events /24491773

55403788/

16


https://www.facebook.com/events/2449177355403788/
https://www.facebook.com/events/2449177355403788/

Facebook Event — Maywood Event Advertisement

Comments

17



Facebook Event — Maywood Event Advertisement

Comments

18
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Los Angeles River Path Project

Scoping Meetings Study Area Map Reports and Studies Learn More

Attend a meeting in November LA River Path Conceptual Design Report Watch our recap video
(/projects/lariverpath/upcoming- (https://media.metro.net/projects_stydtes/Bikeda np&Enoingl pragessrsio dattpsyivatpalob8poetcom/watch?
meetings/) 08.pdf) lariverpath-2019-09.pdf) v=BygnCR_0BAQ)

LA River Path - Project Update May 2019

The LA River Path Project is a new bicycle and pedestrian path along an approximately eight-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River (River) from
Elysian Valley through Downtown Los Angeles to the City of Maywood. This project will close the longest remaining continuous gap in the LA
River Path and create a path that will serve the existing communities there today, as well as look forward to and serve future needs.

Metro, along with several local and regional organizations, have identified closing the gap in the LA River Path between Elysian Valley and
Maywood as a high priority walking and biking infrastructure project. When complete, this facility will provide a seamless 32-mile grade-

separated regional corridor for walking and bicycling through the heart of Los Angeles County, connecting the San Fernando Valley to Long
Beach along the River.

The path will create a safe and efficient travel option for people walking, bicycling, and rolling, whether for recreation or transportation, while
bolstering regional multi-modal travel with a connection to various access points along the river. @


https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/upcoming-meetings/
https://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/map_lariver_path_2018-08.pdf
http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/lariverpath/report-lariverpath-2019-09.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ByqnCR_oBAQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ByqnCR_oBAQ
https://www.metro.net/

The new section of path will directly serve communities in:

Elysian Valley

e Cypress Park

e Lincoln Heights

e Chinatown

e Downtown Los Angeles
e Arts District

e Industrial District

e Boyle Heights

e Fast Los Angeles

e Vernon

e Maywood

The project is set to receive $365 million dollars in funding from Measure M, which was passed by LA County voters in 2016.

In June 2014, the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to perform a feasibility study to close the 8-mile gap in the Los Angeles River Bike
Path between Elysian Valley and the City of Vernon.

The Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Feasibility Study

the engineering feasibility, neighborhood connectivity, safety, environmental and permitting requirements, hydraulic impacts, real estate,
maintenance and operations, and preliminary cost estimates of the project. The study found that the project is feasible and would help serve
the transportation needs of communities neighboring the project area as well as the region.

Following the completion of the feasibility study, in September 2016 the Metro Board approved the project to advance into conceptual design.
This includes the preparation of technical studies about the corridor’s existing conditions, and community outreach to understand the
community's needs and desires.

During conceptual design, Metro staff reached out to the communities to understand how people currently use the path and what they'd like
to use the path for in the future, how people want to access the path, preferred path types, project goals, and on what should be considered
as part of the evaluation criteria. Metro hosted nine public meetings, fielded online and in-person surveys and attended numerous
community events. After collecting this information and applying evaluation criteria, three draft alternatives were identified and presented to
the public in May 2019.

After conceptual design, Metro will further study the alternatives during the environmental review process. As part of the environmental
study of all three alternatives, Metro will work to environmentally clear and fulfill all permitting requirements for this project under the
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) in coordination with the US Army Corps of Engineers and the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) with Metro as the lead agency. Public outreach and community engagement will continue throughout this phase of the project.

®


http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/study_lariverbikepathgapclosure_2017-0712.pdf

The northern limits of the project area are the terminus of the Los Angeles River Greenway Trail at Riverside Drive, with southern limits at
Atlantic Blvd where the Los Angeles River Bike Path begins in the City of Maywood. Many of the neighborhoods in the area surrounding the
project corridor are predominately industrial with high volumes of truck traffic, deteriorated roadways, a lack of sidewalks, street lighting, and

at-grade rail crossings. Additionally, there are freight and passenger train movements on tracks adjacent to the River along several segments
of the corridor.

Over 1,000,000 people live within three miles of the LA River Path project corridor. Of the 85,000 people who live within ¥2-mile of the project
corridor, approximately 18,000 (21%) working-age people walk, bicycle, or take public transit to work.

(https://media.metro.net/projects studies/bikeway_planning/images/map_lariver path 2018-08.pdf)

This project has been included in several local and regional plans, including the 2016 Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation-strategic-plan/) and the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/reports/) , the Southern California Council of Governments 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/

(http://planning.lacity.org/documents/policy/mobilityplnmemo.pdf) and 2010 Bicycle Plan
(http://planning.lacity.org/cwd/gnlpln/transelt/NewBikePlan/Txt/L A%20CITY%20BICYCLE%20PLAN.pdf) .

The largest remaining, 8-mile gap in the LA River Path, between Elysian Valley and Maywood requires a multi-jurisdictional effort and close
coordination with US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), City of Los Angeles, City of Vernon, the County of Los Angeles, and rail operations
along Metro-owned right-of-way. As the County's transportation agency and owner of the adjacent rail right-of-way, Metro is leading this
project through environmental analysis, design and coordination with other projects, studies and efforts along the Los Angeles River. @


https://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/map_lariver_path_2018-08.pdf
https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation-strategic-plan/
https://www.metro.net/projects/reports/
http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016RTPSCS.aspx
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bike/masterplan.cfm
http://planning.lacity.org/documents/policy/mobilityplnmemo.pdf
http://planning.lacity.org/cwd/gnlpln/transelt/NewBikePlan/Txt/LA%20CITY%20BICYCLE%20PLAN.pdf

The LA River Path Project has been identified as a need in numerous studies of the Los Angeles River and the project team is coordinating
with numerous other studies and planning efforts. Some of these efforts include: 2007 Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan aimed at
revitalizing all 51 miles of the river channel including providing pedestrian and bicycle facilities; the 2016 USACE Los Angeles River Ecosystem
Restoration Feasibility Study of an 11-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River north of Griffith Park through Elysian Valley to downtown Los
Angeles; RiverLA's Greenway 2020 plan, which identified the goal of completing the path along the length of the river; and the ongoing effort
by Los Angeles County to update the 1996 LA River Master Plan.

Non-profit groups such as River LA (formerly LA River Revitalization Corporation) and Friends of the Los Angeles River (FOLAR) have also been
working to transform the River. This transformation envisions making the River an integral part of the community and a regional active
transportation corridor for walking and biking.

LA River Path Scoping Period is Open

Metro is initiating an environmental review to study the benefits and impacts of building and operating the future path. The first step of the
environmental review process is scoping, which will be determining the objectives, scope, focus and content of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR). On October 23, 2019, Metro released a Notice of Preparation

(http://media.metro.net/projects _studies/lariverpath/Final Executed NOP-lariver path.pdf) to initiate a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed Project in accordance with the California Environmental Act (CEQA).

During the month of November, Metro hosted four public scoping meetings in Boyle Heights, Little Tokyo/Arts District, Maywood and Cypress
Park to allow the public to provide comments on the project’s objectives, learn about the alternatives being studied, become informed about
the environmental review process and understand what Metro should study in the Environmental Impact Report.

Metro would like to thank all those that attended our project scoping meetings and provided valuable feedback to inform the DEIR.

View the public scoping meeting presentation and materials (https:.//www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/) .

Submit Your Public Comments

Metro values your input on this project. Public comments may be submitted at any of the meetings, by email, regular mail or online comment
form to Metro during the 45-day public scoping period.

The formal public scoping comment period begins on Wednesday, October 23, 2019, and ends on Friday, December 6, 2019. Written
comments may be submitted via mail, email or through our online comment form:

Lauren Cencic

Senior Director, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

lariverpath@metro.net

Online Comment Form (https://metrola.wufoo.com/forms/q13nlw7a06vj1lh/)

(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/)
Next Steps

Following the close of the scoping public comment period, Metro will begin preparing the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
incorporating feedback from public comments received. Metro anticipates releasing the Draft EIR in 2021 for public review and comment. In
the meantime, the Project team will continue to engage with community members and interested stakeholders to continue to shape this
exciting Project. Metro's mission is to create a safe and world-class transportation corridor along the Los Angeles River between Elysian Valley
and Maywood for people of all ages and abilities that enhances recreation, livability, regional connectivity and provides:

e An outstanding user experience
e Access to opportunity

e Separation from vehicular traffic
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Los Angeles River Path Project

Scoping Meetings Study Area Map Reports and Studies Learn More

Attend a meeting in November LA River Path Conceptual Design Report Watch our recap video
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LA River Path - Project Update May 2019

The LA River Path Project is a new bicycle and pedestrian path along an approximately eight-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River (River) from
Elysian Valley through Downtown Los Angeles to the City of Maywood. This project will close the longest remaining continuous gap in the LA
River Path and create a path that will serve the existing communities there today, as well as look forward to and serve future needs.

Metro, along with several local and regional organizations, have identified closing the gap in the LA River Path between Elysian Valley and
Maywood as a high priority walking and biking infrastructure project. When complete, this facility will provide a seamless 32-mile grade-

separated regional corridor for walking and bicycling through the heart of Los Angeles County, connecting the San Fernando Valley to Long
Beach along the River.

The path will create a safe and efficient travel option for people walking, bicycling, and rolling, whether for recreation or transportation, while
bolstering regional multi-modal travel with a connection to various access points along the river. @
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The new section of path will directly serve communities in:

Elysian Valley

e Cypress Park

e Lincoln Heights

e Chinatown

e Downtown Los Angeles
e Arts District

e Industrial District

e Boyle Heights

e Fast Los Angeles

e Vernon

e Maywood

The project is set to receive $365 million dollars in funding from Measure M, which was passed by LA County voters in 2016.

In June 2014, the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to perform a feasibility study to close the 8-mile gap in the Los Angeles River Bike
Path between Elysian Valley and the City of Vernon.

The Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Feasibility Study

the engineering feasibility, neighborhood connectivity, safety, environmental and permitting requirements, hydraulic impacts, real estate,
maintenance and operations, and preliminary cost estimates of the project. The study found that the project is feasible and would help serve
the transportation needs of communities neighboring the project area as well as the region.

Following the completion of the feasibility study, in September 2016 the Metro Board approved the project to advance into conceptual design.
This includes the preparation of technical studies about the corridor’s existing conditions, and community outreach to understand the
community's needs and desires.

During conceptual design, Metro staff reached out to the communities to understand how people currently use the path and what they'd like
to use the path for in the future, how people want to access the path, preferred path types, project goals, and on what should be considered
as part of the evaluation criteria. Metro hosted nine public meetings, fielded online and in-person surveys and attended numerous
community events. After collecting this information and applying evaluation criteria, three draft alternatives were identified and presented to
the public in May 2019.

After conceptual design, Metro will further study the alternatives during the environmental review process. As part of the environmental
study of all three alternatives, Metro will work to environmentally clear and fulfill all permitting requirements for this project under the
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) in coordination with the US Army Corps of Engineers and the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) with Metro as the lead agency. Public outreach and community engagement will continue throughout this phase of the project.

®


http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/study_lariverbikepathgapclosure_2017-0712.pdf

The northern limits of the project area are the terminus of the Los Angeles River Greenway Trail at Riverside Drive, with southern limits at
Atlantic Blvd where the Los Angeles River Bike Path begins in the City of Maywood. Many of the neighborhoods in the area surrounding the
project corridor are predominately industrial with high volumes of truck traffic, deteriorated roadways, a lack of sidewalks, street lighting, and

at-grade rail crossings. Additionally, there are freight and passenger train movements on tracks adjacent to the River along several segments
of the corridor.

Over 1,000,000 people live within three miles of the LA River Path project corridor. Of the 85,000 people who live within ¥2-mile of the project
corridor, approximately 18,000 (21%) working-age people walk, bicycle, or take public transit to work.

(https://media.metro.net/projects studies/bikeway_planning/images/map_lariver path 2018-08.pdf)

This project has been included in several local and regional plans, including the 2016 Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation-strategic-plan/) and the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/reports/) , the Southern California Council of Governments 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/

(http://planning.lacity.org/documents/policy/mobilitypInmemo.pdf) and 2010 Bicycle Plan
(http://planning.lacity.org/cwd/gnlpln/transelt/NewBikePlan/Txt/L A%20CITY%20BICYCLE%20PLAN.pdf) .

The largest remaining, 8-mile gap in the LA River Path, between Elysian Valley and Maywood requires a multi-jurisdictional effort and close
coordination with US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), City of Los Angeles, City of Vernon, the County of Los Angeles, and rail operations
along Metro-owned right-of-way. As the County's transportation agency and owner of the adjacent rail right-of-way, Metro is leading this
project through environmental analysis, design and coordination with other projects, studies and efforts along the Los Angeles River. @
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The LA River Path Project has been identified as a need in numerous studies of the Los Angeles River and the project team is coordinating
with numerous other studies and planning efforts. Some of these efforts include: 2007 Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan aimed at
revitalizing all 51 miles of the river channel including providing pedestrian and bicycle facilities; the 2016 USACE Los Angeles River Ecosystem
Restoration Feasibility Study of an 11-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River north of Griffith Park through Elysian Valley to downtown Los
Angeles; RiverLA's Greenway 2020 plan, which identified the goal of completing the path along the length of the river; and the ongoing effort
by Los Angeles County to update the 1996 LA River Master Plan.

Non-profit groups such as River LA (formerly LA River Revitalization Corporation) and Friends of the Los Angeles River (FOLAR) have also been
working to transform the River. This transformation envisions making the River an integral part of the community and a regional active
transportation corridor for walking and biking.

LA River Path Scoping Period is Open

Metro is initiating an environmental review to study the benefits and impacts of building and operating the future path. The first step of the
environmental review process is scoping, which will be determining the objectives, scope, focus and content of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR). On October 23, 2019, Metro released a Notice of Preparation

(http://media.metro.net/projects _studies/lariverpath/Final Executed NOP-lariver path.pdf) to initiate a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed Project in accordance with the California Environmental Act (CEQA).

During the month of November, Metro hosted four public scoping meetings in Boyle Heights, Little Tokyo/Arts District, Maywood and Cypress
Park to allow the public to provide comments on the project’s objectives, learn about the alternatives being studied, become informed about
the environmental review process and understand what Metro should study in the Environmental Impact Report.

Metro would like to thank all those that attended our project scoping meetings and provided valuable feedback to inform the DEIR.

View the public scoping meeting presentation and materials (https:.//www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/) .

Submit Your Public Comments

Metro values your input on this project. Public comments may be submitted at any of the meetings, by email, regular mail or online comment
form to Metro during the 45-day public scoping period.

The formal public scoping comment period begins on Wednesday, October 23, 2019, and ends on Friday, December 6, 2019. Written
comments may be submitted via mail, email or through our online comment form:

Lauren Cencic

Senior Director, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

lariverpath@metro.net

Online Comment Form (https://metrola.wufoo.com/forms/q13nlw7a06vj1lh/)

(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/)
Next Steps

Following the close of the scoping public comment period, Metro will begin preparing the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
incorporating feedback from public comments received. Metro anticipates releasing the Draft EIR in 2021 for public review and comment. In
the meantime, the Project team will continue to engage with community members and interested stakeholders to continue to shape this
exciting Project. Metro's mission is to create a safe and world-class transportation corridor along the Los Angeles River between Elysian Valley
and Maywood for people of all ages and abilities that enhances recreation, livability, regional connectivity and provides:

e An outstanding user experience
e Access to opportunity

e Separation from vehicular traffic
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Los Angeles River Path Project

Scoping Meetings Study Area Map Reports and Studies Learn More

Attend a meeting in November LA River Path Conceptual Design Report Watch our recap video
(/projects/lariverpath/upcoming- (https://media.metro.net/projects_stydtes/Bikeda np&Enoingl pragessrsio dattpsyivatpalob8poetcom/watch?
meetings/) 08.pdf) lariverpath-2019-09.pdf) v=BygnCR_0BAQ)

LA River Path - Project Update May 2019

The LA River Path Project is a new bicycle and pedestrian path along an approximately eight-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River (River) from
Elysian Valley through Downtown Los Angeles to the City of Maywood. This project will close the longest remaining continuous gap in the LA
River Path and create a path that will serve the existing communities there today, as well as look forward to and serve future needs.

Metro, along with several local and regional organizations, have identified closing the gap in the LA River Path between Elysian Valley and
Maywood as a high priority walking and biking infrastructure project. When complete, this facility will provide a seamless 32-mile grade-

separated regional corridor for walking and bicycling through the heart of Los Angeles County, connecting the San Fernando Valley to Long
Beach along the River.

The path will create a safe and efficient travel option for people walking, bicycling, and rolling, whether for recreation or transportation, while
bolstering regional multi-modal travel with a connection to various access points along the river. @
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The new section of path will directly serve communities in:

Elysian Valley

e Cypress Park

e Lincoln Heights

e Chinatown

e Downtown Los Angeles
e Arts District

e Industrial District

e Boyle Heights

e Fast Los Angeles

e Vernon

e Maywood

The project is set to receive $365 million dollars in funding from Measure M, which was passed by LA County voters in 2016.

In June 2014, the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to perform a feasibility study to close the 8-mile gap in the Los Angeles River Bike
Path between Elysian Valley and the City of Vernon.

The Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Feasibility Study

the engineering feasibility, neighborhood connectivity, safety, environmental and permitting requirements, hydraulic impacts, real estate,
maintenance and operations, and preliminary cost estimates of the project. The study found that the project is feasible and would help serve
the transportation needs of communities neighboring the project area as well as the region.

Following the completion of the feasibility study, in September 2016 the Metro Board approved the project to advance into conceptual design.
This includes the preparation of technical studies about the corridor’s existing conditions, and community outreach to understand the
community's needs and desires.

During conceptual design, Metro staff reached out to the communities to understand how people currently use the path and what they'd like
to use the path for in the future, how people want to access the path, preferred path types, project goals, and on what should be considered
as part of the evaluation criteria. Metro hosted nine public meetings, fielded online and in-person surveys and attended numerous
community events. After collecting this information and applying evaluation criteria, three draft alternatives were identified and presented to
the public in May 2019.

After conceptual design, Metro will further study the alternatives during the environmental review process. As part of the environmental
study of all three alternatives, Metro will work to environmentally clear and fulfill all permitting requirements for this project under the
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) in coordination with the US Army Corps of Engineers and the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) with Metro as the lead agency. Public outreach and community engagement will continue throughout this phase of the project.

®


http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/bikeway_planning/images/study_lariverbikepathgapclosure_2017-0712.pdf

The northern limits of the project area are the terminus of the Los Angeles River Greenway Trail at Riverside Drive, with southern limits at
Atlantic Blvd where the Los Angeles River Bike Path begins in the City of Maywood. Many of the neighborhoods in the area surrounding the
project corridor are predominately industrial with high volumes of truck traffic, deteriorated roadways, a lack of sidewalks, street lighting, and

at-grade rail crossings. Additionally, there are freight and passenger train movements on tracks adjacent to the River along several segments
of the corridor.

Over 1,000,000 people live within three miles of the LA River Path project corridor. Of the 85,000 people who live within ¥2-mile of the project
corridor, approximately 18,000 (21%) working-age people walk, bicycle, or take public transit to work.

(https://media.metro.net/projects studies/bikeway_planning/images/map_lariver path 2018-08.pdf)

This project has been included in several local and regional plans, including the 2016 Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation-strategic-plan/) and the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan
(https://www.metro.net/projects/reports/) , the Southern California Council of Governments 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/

(http://planning.lacity.org/documents/policy/mobilitypInmemo.pdf) and 2010 Bicycle Plan
(http://planning.lacity.org/cwd/gnlpln/transelt/NewBikePlan/Txt/L A%20CITY%20BICYCLE%20PLAN.pdf) .

The largest remaining, 8-mile gap in the LA River Path, between Elysian Valley and Maywood requires a multi-jurisdictional effort and close
coordination with US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), City of Los Angeles, City of Vernon, the County of Los Angeles, and rail operations
along Metro-owned right-of-way. As the County's transportation agency and owner of the adjacent rail right-of-way, Metro is leading this
project through environmental analysis, design and coordination with other projects, studies and efforts along the Los Angeles River. @
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The LA River Path Project has been identified as a need in numerous studies of the Los Angeles River and the project team is coordinating
with numerous other studies and planning efforts. Some of these efforts include: 2007 Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan aimed at
revitalizing all 51 miles of the river channel including providing pedestrian and bicycle facilities; the 2016 USACE Los Angeles River Ecosystem
Restoration Feasibility Study of an 11-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River north of Griffith Park through Elysian Valley to downtown Los
Angeles; RiverLA's Greenway 2020 plan, which identified the goal of completing the path along the length of the river; and the ongoing effort
by Los Angeles County to update the 1996 LA River Master Plan.

Non-profit groups such as River LA (formerly LA River Revitalization Corporation) and Friends of the Los Angeles River (FOLAR) have also been
working to transform the River. This transformation envisions making the River an integral part of the community and a regional active
transportation corridor for walking and biking.

LA River Path Scoping Period is Open

Metro is initiating an environmental review to study the benefits and impacts of building and operating the future path. The first step of the
environmental review process is scoping, which will be determining the objectives, scope, focus and content of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR). On October 23, 2019, Metro released a Notice of Preparation

(http://media.metro.net/projects _studies/lariverpath/Final Executed NOP-lariver path.pdf) to initiate a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed Project in accordance with the California Environmental Act (CEQA).

During the month of November, Metro hosted four public scoping meetings in Boyle Heights, Little Tokyo/Arts District, Maywood and Cypress
Park to allow the public to provide comments on the project’s objectives, learn about the alternatives being studied, become informed about
the environmental review process and understand what Metro should study in the Environmental Impact Report.

Metro would like to thank all those that attended our project scoping meetings and provided valuable feedback to inform the DEIR.

View the public scoping meeting presentation and materials (https:.//www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/) .

Submit Your Public Comments

Metro values your input on this project. Public comments may be submitted at any of the meetings, by email, regular mail or online comment
form to Metro during the 45-day public scoping period.

The formal public scoping comment period begins on Wednesday, October 23, 2019, and ends on Friday, December 6, 2019. Written
comments may be submitted via mail, email or through our online comment form:

Lauren Cencic

Senior Director, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

lariverpath@metro.net

Online Comment Form (https://metrola.wufoo.com/forms/q13nlw7a06vj1lh/)

(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/completed-meetings/)
Next Steps

Following the close of the scoping public comment period, Metro will begin preparing the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
incorporating feedback from public comments received. Metro anticipates releasing the Draft EIR in 2021 for public review and comment. In
the meantime, the Project team will continue to engage with community members and interested stakeholders to continue to shape this
exciting Project. Metro's mission is to create a safe and world-class transportation corridor along the Los Angeles River between Elysian Valley
and Maywood for people of all ages and abilities that enhances recreation, livability, regional connectivity and provides:

e An outstanding user experience
e Access to opportunity

e Separation from vehicular traffic
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Public Comment Period Begins for
L.A. River Bike Path Extension

BY LOS FELIZ LEDGER ON OCTOBER 25, 2019

Metro’s project will close the eight-mile gap between Elysian Valley and
Vernon/Maywood. Photo by Steve Hymon/Metro.

A plan to close the gap between two segments of the Los Angeles River
bike path began its environmental review process this week, with

public comment now open until Friday, December 6th.

Three proposals are being studied to look at the potential
environmental benefits and impacts of the project, which would allow
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1/29/2020 Public Comment Period Begins for L.A. River Bike Path Extension | Los Feliz Ledger

users to bike or walk uninterrupted from the San Fernando Valley to
Long Beach along the river.

“Community members within the project area,” which includes Elysian
Valley and downtown Los Angeles, “routinely walk or bike as their
primary means of transportation at rates much higher than the rest of
the county,” according to a Metro board report released in May 2018.

The three proposals being analyzed vary in terms of path type, how
many times each crosses the river, and how many new access points
will be added to the river path.

“The proposed alternatives share many access points and path types
but contain minor distinctions that are unique to each one,” Metro
said in a statement this week. “Stakeholder coordination, design
options and refinements, and impact evaluation of the proposed
project are ongoing. As a result, design iterations and refinements to
the proposed project are anticipated.”

Watch a video with more information about the various path types
here.

Public comment on the project may be submitted by attending a public
scoping meeting (November 12th, 13th, 14th and 16th in Boyle
Heights, Little Tokyo, Maywood and Cypress Park, respectively),
emailing lariverpath@metro.net, submitting an online comment at
metro.net/lariverpath or by mailing a letter to Metro Senior Director
Lauren Cencic at One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
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Metro seeks public comment on proposed LA River Path Project

& Boyle Heights Beat (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/author/boyle-heights-beat/) @ November 12, 2019 ([0 Art & Culture (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/category/art-and-culture/), Boyle Heights In Focus (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/category/boyle-heights-in-focus/) @ 2319

How will Eastside residents be able to access Metro’s proposed remaining portion of the Los Angeles River Path for bikers and pedestrians? And what will the path along Maywood, Boyle Heights, downtown Los
Angeles, Chinatown and Cypress Park —among other communities— look like and relate to those communities?

A series of scoping meetings beginning Tuesday in Boyle Heights will give local stakeholders an opportunity to review and provide commentary on the three alternatives
being considered by Metro for a project, slated to be completed in 2028, that aims to close an eight-mile gap in the river path between the Elysian Valley and the City of
Maywood. When completed, the path would run continuously from the San Fernando Valley to Long Beach.

An environmental study of the three alternatives —with varying entry points and design concepts— began in October and an official 45-day public comment period for this
phase of the project runs through December 6.

The first scoping meeting will take place Tuesday, from 6 to 8 pm, at the Boyle Heights Senior Center (2839 E 3rd St

(https://www.google.com/maps/place/2839+E+3rd+St,+Los+Angeles,+CA+90033/data=!4m2!3m1!1s0x80c2c5ffd2c4d8c3:0x47¢c54d9139cf4079?

sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjY67jMpOXIAhVCAqwKHap9AkQQ8gEWAHOECAOQAQ)). There will be Spanish interpretation available and free but limited parking. A second scoping
meeting will take place Wednesday, also from 6 to 8 pm, at the St. Francis Xavier Chapel Maryknoll Auditorium (222 S. Hewitt St.
(https://www.google.com/maps/place/222+S+Hewitt+St,+Los+Angeles,+CA+90012/@34.0466335,-118.2380846,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x80¢2c6392630953d:0x4da8d8427483ea9b!8m2!3d34.046633!
118.2358959)) in Little Tokyo. Spanish and Japanese interpretation will be available, as well as free parking.

Two other scoping meetings will take place this week: one on Thursday in Maywood and another Saturday in Cypress Park.

Besides attending the scoping meetings, stakeholders are able to provide their comments online. A full description of the project is available on its website, metro.net/lariverpath
(https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/), and public comment can be submitted here (https:/metrola.wufoo.com/forms/q13nlw7a06vj1lh/).

An overview of the project is also provided in this video:

LA River Path - Project Update May 2019
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Boyle Height (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/tag/boyle-height/). metro (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/tag/metro/

ABOUT THE AUTHOR

Boyle Heights Beat (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/author/boyle-heights-beat/)

Boyle Heights Beat is a bilingual community newspaper produced by its youth "por y para la comunidad". The newspaper and its sister website serve an immigrant neighborhood in East Los Angeles of just under
100,000. Read more about our team (about-us/)
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(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/big-hazard-shot-caller-sentenced-to-13-years-behind-bars-gang-terrorized-ramona-gardens/) Big Hazard shot
caller sentenced to 13 years behind bars; gang ‘terrorized’ Ramona Gardens (https:/boyleheightsbeat.com/big-hazard-shot-caller-sentenced-to-
13-years-behind-bars-gang-terrorized-ramona-gardens/),

(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/navigating-life-in-another-language/).

(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/defend-boyle-heights-to-protest-filming-of-vida/) Defend Boyle Heights to protest filming of ‘Vida'
(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/defend-boyle-heights-to-protest-filming-of-vida/)

(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/how-safe-is-boyle-heights/) How Safe is Boyle Heights? (https:/boyleheightsbeat.com/how-safe-is-boyle-
heights/)

(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/2-suspects-charged-with-murder-of-17-year-old-boy-in-boyle-heights/) 2 suspects charged with murder of 17-
year-old boy in Boyle Heights (https:/boyleheightsbeat.com/2-suspects-charged-with-murder-of-17-year-old-boy-in-boyle-heights/)

(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/many-in-boyle-heights-look-to-sobadores-for-relief-from-pain/) Many in Boyle Heights look to sobadores for relief
from pain [VIDEO] (https:/boyleheightsbeat.com/many-in-boyle-heights-look-to-sobadores-for-relief-from-pain/).
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(https://boyleheightsbeat.com/most-boyle-heights-development-out-of-reach-for-current-residents/) Most Boyle Heights development out of reach for current
residents (https:/boyleheightsbeat.com/most-boyle-heights-development-out-of-reach-for-current-residents/)

UPCOMING EVENTS

THU JOB FAIR — CONSTRUCTION PROJECT (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/event/job-fair-construction-project/)
30 January 30 @ 2:00 pm - 5:00 pm
Los Angeles
FRI Sabbath Services (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/event/sabbath-services/2020-01-31/)
31 January 31 @ 7:00 pm - 8:30 pm
FEB Free Medicare Counseling at White Memorial Community Information Center (https://boyleheightsbeat.com/event/free-medicare-

12 counseling-at-white-memorial-community-information-center-2/2020-02-12/)

February 12 @ 10:00 am
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Weigh in on the L.A. River Path

Nov 12, 2019

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority is looking for community feedback for its planned pedestrian and
cycling path along the Los Angeles River. The L.A. River Path project would be an eight-mile development
along the river, running from Elysian Valley to the City of Maywood, passing through Downtown Los Angeles.
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APARTMENTS

Metro is preparing its draft environmental impact report and is hosting a series of community meetings this
week to hear comments from local residents. The second of four meetings will be held in Downtown, on
Wednesday, Nov. 13 at St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic Center at 222 S. Hewitt St. The event

starts at 6 p.m. and is expected to run two hours.

The L.A. River Path project is expected to get $365 million in funds from Measure M, 2016 county sales tax
increase approved by voters to fund transportation initiatives. More information is at
metro.net/projects/lariverpath.

www.ladowntownnews.com/news/weigh-in-on-the-l-a-river-path/article_591fdab6-04e2-11ea-bdf1-27b68080a7a0.html
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Can the LA River Path Improve Air Quality and
Commutes?

People who live and work in Vernon are hopeful

Anibal Duarte, Community News Reporter

There is palpable excitement in communities about the LA
River Path, but in Vernon, the hopes are especially high.

That's because Vernon is home to thousands of businesses.
Although only about 112 really live in the city, nearly 38,000
people commute there from surrounding places, according to a
2017 study conducted by the City of Vernon. The study
indicates that the river path would help reduce vehicular travel

and greenhouse gas emissions.

The path, which will connect multiple cities by 2028, was the
subject of mixed feelings at a Vernon city council meeting last
month. Some area residents were worried that the path would
bring too many people to the city while others were excited
about the potential health benefits.

Besides potentially bringing cleaner air, the path could get
more people in the area walking, running and biking along the
river. City leaders say this is important considering their study
notes that “47 percent of adults do not meet recommended

Map courtesy of Metro
physical activity guidelines.”

A 2018 map of the area being evaluated for the river path.
“The path [will let] me exercise on my way to and from work,”’
said Luis Gonzales, a Boyle Heights resident. He said he wishes
the path was already built because it would also make his commute from Boyle Heights to Vernon a lot easier and cheaper since he
typically takes an Uber to work.

As for benefits for non-commuters, the path will include spaces to gather and enjoy nature and art.
Ernesto Rodriguez, a city resident, expressed concerns at the council meeting about safety.

Rodriguez said he is worried about how possibly “unwanted” people such as some homeless folks may take advantage of the path and use it
to enter communities like Vernon.

Council member Bill Davis told Rodriguez and others attending that it’s a fair concern but much like public transit options such as buses

and trains, the river path would be open to all.

The river path will require about $365 million of Measure M funding, according to a project overview conducted by Metro.
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Last Week for L.A. River Path Comments

Dec 4, 2019

The planned Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Project would connect Elysian Valley to the city of Vernon via an
eight-mile path extension along the Los Angels River through Downtown Los Angeles.

photo of map by Sean P. Thomas

It's the final week to submit comments for a proposed 8-mile bicycle and pedestrian path that would
connect Elysian Valley and Maywood through Downtown Los Angeles.

The final day to submit comments for the Los Angeles River Path Project is Friday, Dec. 6. The
comments will be gathered, documented and included in the official scoping report. The scoping
comments will help inform the draft EIR, which is anticipated to be released in 2021. During a series
of community meetings last month, the Metropolitan Transportation Authority revealed three

alternative proposals for the path, each with different river crossings and elevations.

St. Vincent
Jewelry
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l.ove

The project is expected to cost $365 million and is funded through Measure M. Construction is not
expected to begin until 2023, with a completion date of 2027. The current phase of the project, the
environmental clearance and design phases, will likely wrap up in 2020 before final designs are
revealed.

Community members can submit comments via email at lariverpath@metro.net or online at

metro.net/lariverpath.

©Los Angeles Downtown News 2019
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Hi Guys,

I was looking at page 170, Map 22 "Potential Access" of the Conceptual Design Report and noticed that you have potential Access Points on both the East and
West sides of Tst Street in the Boyle Heights neighborhood. However, | have been to a couple of LA River Path meetings and when | look at the big mockups of
each of the 3 alternative paths (A, B & C) on display, each one only shows access on the West side at 1st Street. If that's the case, folks in the Boyle Heights
neighborhoods will need to travel almost a mile north to the Cesar Chavez/Mission Road access point or even farther south to the 4th Street access point.

1 10/26/2019 Email NA Michael Mendoza My comment would be - costs will probably dictate only one access point at Tst Street - and if there will only be one, please reconsider placing it on the East side.
The main reason would be to serve the Metro Rail station at Mariachi Plaza at the corner of Boyle and Tst Streets. By having access on the same side as a Metro
Rail station you not only serve the members of the community who live nearby, but anyone who lives near a Metro Rail station throughout the entire city. | can see
the signage now: Who needs a car when you're going to the River - Convenience and fun brought to you by Metro and the LA River Path

Thanks for your consideration,
Michael Mendoza

City of Los Ange.:les Your correspondence letter dated October 23,2019 has been assigned Communication Number 122412 and has been referred to or Bureau of Engineering for
2 10/29/2019 Letter NA Fernando Campos Board of Public : . . . .
Works further research regarding your request. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Vanessa Martin of my staff at (213) 978-0276. Thank you.

Dear Ms. Cencic, Recently, we received a request for comments on an Environmental Impact Report concerning the Los Angeles River Path Project. In preparation
of this request, we consulted representatives within the Arts District Community of Downtown Los Angeles. Currently, the Los Angeles Police Department has no
objections or issues with this project as posted. This only pertains to the portion of the project within the City of Los Angeles and not to the portions of he projects
within the boundaries of the Cities of Vernon and Maywood. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Sergeant Il Mike Flanagan, Officer in Charge,
Central Community Relations Office, at (213) 486-1164. Respectfully, Michael R. Moore

Los Angeles Police

3 10/29/2019 Letter NA Michael R. Moore Department

Please provide Google Earth Pro images of Project Site and all access paths between closest bus stop and access to River Path.

4 10/30/2019 Website NA Clyde Williams Clarify as to whether the Public MUST use the online form and/or can email directly to lariverpath@metro.net and/or LARiverPath@metro.net

Dear Ms. Cencic:

The Native American Heritage Commission - (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP), Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early
Consultation for the project referenced above. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code §21000 et seq.), specifically Public
Resources Code §21084.1, states that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 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 §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial
evidence, in light of the whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064 subd.(a) (1) (CEQA Guidelines {15064 (a)(1)). In order to determine whether a
project will cause a substantial' adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are historical
resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural
resources, "tribalcultural resources" (Pub. Resources Code §21074) and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.2). Public agencies shall,
when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of

Native American preparation, a notice of negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or

5 11/1/2019 Letter NA Andrew Green Heritage amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1, 2005, it may also be subject to
Commission Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18). Both SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the

federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R.§800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends 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 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an

application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated
contact of, or tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested notice, to be accomplished by at
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S eastonewritten notice thatincludes:

a. A brief description of the project.

b. The lead agency contact information.

c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)). .

d. A "California Native American tribe" is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the
purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21073).

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

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

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

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

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

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:

a. Type of environmental review necessary.

b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.

c. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.

d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code
§21080.3.2 (a)).

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

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

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.

b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision
(a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).

7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significanteffect exists, on a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

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

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

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.

ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally appropriate protection and management criteria.
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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.

111. - Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

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

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

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

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

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or Negative Declaraiton with a Significant Impact on
an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declarationor 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 §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded
pursuant to Public Resources Code

§21080.3.2.

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

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code

§21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code

§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, "TribalConsultatoi n Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices" may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDF.pdf

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and consult with tribes prior to the adoption or
amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office
of Planning and Research's "Tribal Consultation Guidelines," which can be found online at: https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18's provisions include:

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

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

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

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the
appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation. (Tribal Consultation G. uidelines, 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 consultationwith 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 "SacredLands File" searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resource/sforms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-
related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center (http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068)for an
archaeological records search. The records search will determine:
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a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the findings and recommendations of the
records search and field survey.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted immediately to the planning department. All information
regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and not be made
available for public disclosure.

b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate regional CHRIS center.

3. Contact the NAHC for:

a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands
File search is not a substitute for consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project's APE.

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

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

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

b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for

the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

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

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address: Andrew.Green@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

6

11/3/2019

Letter

NA

Mary Martin

Thank you for handing me the flyer. | am very excited about the river project. | am glad for all the studies you have carried out and the ones you’re about to carry
out. | am thankful you demolished the old bridge despite it had its beauty, but the downtown avenue going up to Boyle Heights was shaking a lot and it would not
bear more quakes. | think the alternative “A” will be prettier and cheaper for the City. The possibility of building low-cost houses should be studied so a lot of
people who live on the streets (because they can’t pay high rents) will have a place to live, especially, sick people on wheelchairs. | suggest you plant native flowers
from Los Angeles. | came here in 1969 and stayed. | am glad | came, | also worked here, but now | am retired. | don’t drive at night. | hope | can go to Cypress
Park, otherwise, you write me. | repeat, this city is so beautiful! | consider myself Angeleno! The center of the city is very extensive and | like that. There are a lot of
buildings such as [illegible], May Co., Broadway 4th Street, Robinson May and theatres of the old times. Oh, | was forgetting the Federal Reserve Bank, what a nice
building! | apologize | don’t have a computer. Keep working hard for this great City.

Regards,

Mary Martin
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Good afternoon Ms. Cencic,

My name is Andrew Valand, environmental scientist at CDFW, and | received your Notice of Preparation for the LA River Path Project. As | begin my CEQA review
on behalf of the Department, | am hoping that you could answer a couple of questions since the materials provided are relatively sparse in detail. The NOP
mentions that the 3 design options would each cross the LA River multiple times. Will there be additional infrastructure built along and across the river (e.g. new

California
. . or widened bridges) or are these likely to involve newly painted lanes and altered traffic patterns on pre-existing bridges? Depending on the extent of Project
7 11/5/2019 Email NA Andrew Valand Dep:r:zm;ﬂzﬁ:eFlsh activities, this Project may be subject to notification for a Lake & Streambed Alteration Agreement. Could you please provide a little more information about the
degree of work that will potentially be taking place along the LA River? Thank you for your clarification. Have a good day.
Andrew Valand
Environmental Scientist
I would like to express my support for Alternative C due to the multiple access points serving Lincoln Heights. Alternative B is also a good option, but | believe that
Alternative C has the most balance for our underserved neighborhood.
8 11/5/2019 Website NA Tommy Pedrini
Alternative A has a lot of compromise features that are disappointing and would require low-income residents of this neighborhood to cross busy streets, a
dangerous roundabout, and a bridge in the opposite direction to access the river.
Agency Meeting Metro City of Los Angeles
9 11/6/2019 Written Headauarters Chris Adams Bureau of I would like to request that the 6th Street access tunnel be a preferred access point in all three design alternatives to provide connectivity to the 6th St park.
Comment q Engineering
As a resident of downtown LA, and frequent (multiple times a week) user of the northern or southern portions of the LA River trail, | am mostly just so excited that
finally steps are being taken to complete the trail. It is just SO dangerous right now getting from downtown to either section of the trail. Almost every journey on
my bicycle involves being run off the road by truckers, into piles of broken glass & needles. The sidewalks along the way are substandard and too dangerous or
10 11/6/2019 Website NA Tooher Hendricks blocked to ride safely on them. With the completion of the trail, I'll only have to ride a few blocks to get to safe infrastructure that will allow me to travel so many
P more places in the city conveniently and safely, rather than miles of treacherous stressful death-trap roads.
| am unable to attend the meetings because I'll be working, but the main input | have is that | hope we make the trail with as many access points as we can, and in
whatever way that the trail can be completed as soon as possible.
11 11/6/2019 Email NA Kent Weishaus Please prioritize connecting Riverside/Figueroa end of trail with Atlantic/District beginning of trail. Thanks, Kent Weishaus
12 11/8/2019 Email NA Karl Guder Please make a linkage to the Arroyo Seco bike path, this will greatly improve utilization of the LA River path.
Yes the environmental impact act with out that act how can we now how it effects us all. So many people are all about the hassle bustle of life. Even in the hassle
13 11/10/2019 Website NA Michael Wauschek Gvosybuslife bustle they are trying to do there part by taking a bicycle to work even just get up a little to do their exercise. Most places dont really can just walk down the street
YPsy into nature even just a green zone sp they can relax atleast for abite. We need our river open they may not ever be the same on what they were. But atleast we can
bring life but in our state as a hole. Thanks for making online comments available so people are just not able to make it as are not 100% if they can make. Even if
they do make but they get after the comments are done for that they now they give our thoughts & concerns about for this
i/IC:e?cli:g Mar?tljzc::titrree;tGas Please assess the "risk to health assessment" of the toxic acid lake along the path of this "path" as it transits the Cesar Chavez St Bridge south to the 101 freeway.
14 11/12/2019 \X/ritteng Boyle Heights Mal Granger Plant Historical The 64-acre site between these points has a vast toxic acid lake underneath, it is pumping out PAH-VOCs along its eastern boundary and is hazardous to all whom
Comment Society pass. To market this project to families and children is unconscionable, please do not harm more people by placing them in harm way.
i/IC:e?cli:g As you go forward with the design: 1. Please make a strong effort to safely accommodate both pedestrians and cyclists (wide path, separate lanes, separate paths,
15 11/12/2019 \X/ritteng Boyle Heights Tracy Stone etc.). 2. The pipe rail along the path through Elysian Valley confines path users to a narrow area — before the path was upgraded & the railing installed, people
Comment (both cyclists and pedestrians) could easily avoid each other by stepping off path onto the bank, the railing prevents this and makes it more dangerous.
ﬁ/IC:eF;Ii:g | live Boyle Heights so close by LA River on this plan for project LA River Path from Elysian Valley to Maywood for plan bike and walk trail on LA River. For future
16 11/12/2019 \X/ritteng Boyle Heights Javier Orgiron LA River Path plan needs to for project [ind.]. | like to walk lot on LA River Path future to make good walk lap time and hopeful my course online from Alison take off and

Comment
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To the board of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, We write today in reference to the LA River Bike Path expansion project. On
September 10th, Metro's project manager presented on the proposed expansion at our monthly Transportation and Environment Committee Meeting. The
committee and the board of Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council are generally excited for this project and the new recreation and transit possibilities it could
bring our community. However, we are concerned that the proposed access points to the river path in Alternatives A, B & C of Metro's project proposal leave too
much of Boyle Heights with no true access to the path. This is most abundantly the 18case in Alternative C where there are no access points in Boyle Heights
south of First Street, but there are limited acess points for Boyle Heights residents in each alternative. When considering the access points, it is important to
understand the significance of the placement of the access points on either the east or west side of the River. If the access point is on the east side of the river,

i/lc:e?cli:g Boyle Heights Boyle Heights residents will have to first cross over the river on one of the bridges reserved for vehicle traffic into the Arts District where they will then have to
17 11/12/2019 Writteng Boyle Heights Peter Hagan Neighborhood cross another bridge just to gain access to the river path. Some may argue that this is simply an inconvenience, and it is true that if the access points are on the
Council east side of the river, Arts District residents will have to cross into Boyle Heights to gain access to the river, but we believe there are significant reasons why at least
Comment . . R ; . . . T -,
3 access points should be placed along the east side of the river in Boyle Heights. To begin, Boyle Heights is home to four senior living facilities (Hollenbeck
Palms, Sakura Gardens of Los Angeles, Hollenbeck Terrace, and Boyle Heights Senior Center) in direct proximity to the river. Adding this path as a recreation
option for these residents would be tremendous. However, it goes without saying that for seniors to be able to use this path, it needs to be accessible to them. If
the access points are placed on the west side of the river, it could put the path out of reach for our seniors, many of whome live without a car and would have
difficulty getting to the west side of the river. Further, Boyle Heights is home to one of the highest percentages of people ages 10 and under and 11 to 18 in the
entire country (Source: LA Times Demographics). If you would like more information, please call BHNC TEC Chair, Peter Hagan, at 323.244.3687 or email
peter.bhnc@gmail.com
I'm the chair of the Transportation and Environment Committee for the Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council.
Yes. So we're here tonight first to express that we're very excited about this project. We think it's going to be a great thing for the community.
We're also here to stress, however, that we believe that in all of the various alternatives, A, B, and C, they don't provide enough access points to our community, so
. . we're really pushing for three access points to be on the east side of the river in Boyle Heights. We have four senior living facilities in our community. We're in
Scoping Boyle Heights ight [l. We'reh t fthe | t lati f children in the entire country, so we think from an accessibility standpoint and also a safet:
18 11/12/2019  Meeting Oral Boyle Heights Peter Hagan Neighborhood 00 B o B e e s D o ot eide o the e B o iy standpol 4
Comment Council standpoint, it really makes sense to have three access points on the east side of the river in Boyle Heights. N . . .
As well, Boyle Heights is a long area, north to south, and we only have an access point on the north end and it's not really going to be accessible to our residents
on the south end. So we think if we had three access points, one on the north end, one in the middle, and one in the south are appropriate.
As well, we also wanted to express that, you know, our community in the past has been overlooked when it comes to transit decisions in this -- just in the county in
general and we feel this is an opportunity for that to change and we hope that Metro will hear us and work with us on this. Thank you.
Scoping I live in Boyle Heights and Fhe'new L.A. River path will be the future? to walk and bic.ycle, plans in th.e future to walk miles, jogging toward the sea past Richard.Y.,
19 11/12/2019 Meeting Oral Boyle Heights Javier Jr Giron LA River Path Downtown L.A., past the D'|5Fr|ct, all th'e way to Maywood to make in the construction by 2023 begins. And the Plans, the landscape, the bike tr.enl down the river
Comment and past the fire trucks building, the railroads yard, and past the bridge, street, and more places to make our trail walk elevated feature by opening 2027 or sooner
to make the project, to make plans to help to go to walk and ride, bike the L.A. River Path. So make plans sooner and -
| am a resident of Boyle Heights. I'm also a neighborhood council board member. We are here supporting what Peter had just said. We are requesting for the
three points to cover the north, the central, and the southern part of Boyle Heights.
I'm also -- as a Boyle Heights resident, | think that we need to mention the wheelchair access, not just for motorized wheelchairs but also for nonmotorized
Scoping Boyle Heights wheelchairs.
20 11/12/2019 Meeting Oral Boyle Heights Brenda Martinez Neighborhood We also need to mention a little more about the safety and how it would be covered, who and which entities will cover those safety aspects, as well as we are aware
Comment Council that the L.A. River does have water after the rain and mosquitoes that will grow and that carries diseases. So | would like to hear more about how would that be
taken care of.
So - and | have a few more things to say, but I'm going to give other people a chance.
Thank you. Have a good night.
I'm the Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council Area 1 representative and I'm here with the TEC committee, Transformation and Environment Committee, to
Scoping Boyle Heights advocate for three access points for Boyle Heights, for everything that's in the letter that Peter drafted. Thank you, Peter. Thank you, Brenda.
21 11/12/2019 Meeting Oral Boyle Heights Jesse Soriano Neighborhood (Spanish translation)
Comment Council And | just wanted to just mention if there's going to be a study on the environment, I'm just wondering how the Exide contamination project crisis factors into this

project. Thank you.
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22

Scoping
11/12/2019 Meeting Oral
Comment

Boyle Heights

Tracy Stone

I live in Elysian Valley and we have had the joy really of using the river path through our neighborhood for many years and | just wanted to say that my biggest
concern is that the new path address -- do a better job at addressing the varying needs of pedestrians and bicyclists.

We have quite a history now in our neighborhood of the two of them not interacting so well. It can be very dangerous for pedestrians when the bicyclists are going
quite fast and it can be very dangerous for the bicyclists.

My concern is the path types that are so far being developed, | know you're just looking at basically their location relative to the river, but | would encourage you to
as quickly as possible also begin to study how that path responds to the different needs of the different users, perhaps by separating them, perhaps by, you know,
providing more paths or do they widen out at various places.

In any case, | didn't see any mention so far in the study of how the path will respond to the various users and | just wanted to mention that. | think that's a really
critical thing to get on top of right away. In Elysian Valley, we were promised over and over again that there was a plan for handling pedestrians and bicyclists and
the plan was actually just to shove them into the same path and hope for the best, so I'm hoping you'll do a better job on this extension.

Thank you.

23

Scoping
11/12/2019 Meeting Oral
Comment

Boyle Heights

Allen Anderson

FTAB

I live in Elysian Valley. We've been there about 15 years, | guess. And as Tracy says, the bike path has been a really great thing for a lot of people. A lot of different
groups use it and one group that I'm not sure you have thought about are the commercial people. We have a couple restaurants, believe it or not. We have small
stores, and those small businesses rely on that bike path just as though it was a freeway run/pass. So when things happen like the bridge that is under
construction just north of the 110 and it blocks the bike path, it freaks out everybody that's got anything to do with business on that bike path. So just a
consideration. | would ask that you ask about it, realizing that in its own way, those kinds of things are environmental as well.

So | agree with you guys about more access points and if those access points allow for a closer relationship between business residents and the use of the bike
path, boy, that's great, and we would in Elysian Valley ask for more of that as well.

Good luck.

24

Scoping
11/12/2019 Meeting Oral
Comment

Boyle Heights

Mal Granger

Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas
Plant Historical
Society

Hello. | am an employee of the City of Los Angeles and | worked directly next to the path of the main proposed for this project, basically south of the Cesar Chavez
bridge and | also have experience as a volunteer for the United States Corps Service building trails in public lands over 20 years and 10,000 hours of experience in
the written recreational trail program grants for recreational trails and | do echo what some of the other people have said. | believe it would be far better to have
two paths, one for bicycle and one for walking, if that's even possible.

Another concern | have is about the long-term use of the river and its potential conversion into a wildland or soft dirt environment like is being proposed by many
people in the city and why spend so much money on this path when eventually it'll turn into a dirt path, which would be far more in keeping with the wildland spirit
of what the L.A. River would like to be. A lot of people would like to see it. I'm also extremely concerned about the environmental issues regarding the Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant which is a 64-acre site directly south of the Vignes Street bridge or the Cesar Chavez bridge.

For over almost a century, the place had been used as a manufactured gas plant, pumping things like creosote coal tars into the ground that are still there and in
1943 it was converted by the Navy as a synthetic chemical weapons plant and all the contamination is still there under the Pipertech building and | believe that the
path that goes through there that is designed to have children and families go through it is really an unconscionable act for anyone to do against anyone else
because the air is infused with PAH VOCs. So if you'd like to know more about the manufactured gas plant, I'll see you outside.
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Scoping
11/12/2019 Meeting Oral
Comment

Boyle Heights

Hannya Ortiz

Friends of the LA
River

| just want to stress really like who is this for and really get everyone to think about that, especially for the timing of all this. | think it's a little bit uncanny that this
is being built like right when the Olympics are happening. So it's like who is this really being built for? | really hope it is the way they say, you know, to build equity
with these minority communities and low-income communities.

| also wanted to stress how going back to commercial use, the way other parts of the river are being utilized right now, like for really expensive housing like in
Elysian Valley like the Casitas project and then the environmental impact that comes from having these parcels open up to being sold and how that -- how bringing
in commercial use impacts the environment.

Yeah. That's basically what | wanted to touch on.
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Dear Ms. Cencic,

| cannot stress enough the importance of making sure that the LA River Path Project ALWAYS has as its most basic and principal consideration the idea of
alleviating transportation gridlock in the County of Los Angeles. This project is receiving major financial support from Measure M. Measure M was placed on the
ballot and approved by voters based on the idea that the money would be used to improve traffic gridlock, improve public transportation and encourage adoption
of alternate forms of transportation such as walking, biking, scooters, whatever.

It is nice for the LA River to provide recreational space and community space and provide a place where citizens can connect with nature. However, that is NOT
the primary purpose or mandate authorized by the Measure M money.

First and foremost, any changes, additions or improvements to the LA River Path must give priority to TRANSPORTATION. That means walking, biking,
skateboarding, scooters, etc. We desperately need to keep the focus on helping people get from point A to point B quickly, safely and efficiently WITHOUT THE
NEED FOR CARS!!!

26 11/12/2019 Email Andrew Tilles The proposed path along the river must include a separate or ideally even protected pedestrian path separated from the lanes for bikes, skateboards, scooters.
This will allow bikers, skateboarders and scooters to travel at faster speeds and not have to worry about accidents with pedestrians.
In addition, we need the maximum number of convenient access points to make this a viable alternative for citizens to conveniently and efficiently get from the
most "Points A" to "Points B" for walkers, bikers, scooters, skateboarders, etc. We have to make it as easy as possible for people to choose an alternative to car
transportation.
Thanks,
Andrew Tilles
[Redacted]
Scoping
27 11/13/2019 h\?(/i?t?:f Arts District Adriana Z. Hoping there is thought put into green spaces, lighting for safety, and trash control (once more people are there)
Comment
i/lc:eali:g | think the bike path is a great idea. It needs to be safe for all. Safety measures need to be fully considered. Lights, trash, patrols, call or emergency boxes, cameras,
28 11/13/2019 \X/ritteng Arts District Lynn Nakamura St. Francis etc. | would want to learn more about how the path would affect the local neighborhoods. Example: 1st Street access. How does an east access vs. a west access
affect the neighborhoods on either side.
Comment
Scopin | support this project and the increased transit/mobility options it can provide. | would like to support analyses of alternatives that increases access to and from
MeeF;ing downtown (at present it seems that Alternative B has more access points in Downtown and Boyle Heights). What would be the downside of having access points
29 11/13/2019 \X/ritteng Arts District Dylan Sittig Resident at almost every nearby street intersection (as seen in the Frogtown portion of the path)? | would like to support the transportation section not including impacts to
Comment vehicles and instead focusing on impacts to bicycling/walking/other modes that will actually be using the path. | also support any actions that can be taken to
expedite the construction/design of this so that we can use this as soon as possible. Thanks!
Scopin The center of this project passes directly through the Arts District Neighborhood which is one of the fastest growing neighborhoods in Los Angeles. Since the
MeeF;ing neighborhood will not be receiving any transportation options other then Dash bus routes in the foreseeable future, it would be a huge mistake to not prioritize
30 11/13/2019 \X/ritteng Arts District NA access for it. This bike path could be a great asset for transit for the Arts District Community. It is a little unclear which alignment does this but it appears to be
Comment "B". Having a west side access on Tst street as well as access at 6th street and site of the new [ind.] would be a great!!! Looking forward to this project becoming a
great addition to our community!!
Scoping Little Tokyo
Meeting L oKy | prefer option C with the top of bank option to the 1st street access. | feel it will "feel" more safe than the other options. | also prefer the last access to the LA
31 11/13/2019 . Arts District Joanne Kumamoto Business :
Written Association River Path.

Comment
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My name is Padric Gleason Gonzales. I'm a recent arrival to greater LA and | live in Long Beach. My top priority in engaging with the LA River Bike Path planning is
an eventual rebuilding of the LA River and restoration of green spaces and waterways. | encourage the planting of native plants and leafy trees to provide shade,

Scoping reduce heat, and improve air quality. | also encourage a study of storm water runoff and possible contamination of the river. Third, properly maintained waste bins
32 11/13/2019 Meeting Arts District Padric Gleason Resident should be installed along the length of the path. My mother is in a wheelchair so | feel compelled to note that any elevated path requires ADA-compliant access,
Written Gonzales including curb cuts, ramps, or mechanical elevators where relevant (see NYC's high line). To the extent possible, the path should be seen as a commute route,
Comment which means access to both neighborhoods and job centers, intermodal connections (e.g. Union Station), and integration into bicycle route planning. Full physical
separation from vehicle traffic is ESSENTIAL. Lighting should be provided along the full route, and should be solar powered. If possible, sustainable materials
should be used, such as recycled or repurposed surfacing.
Scoping
33 11/13/2019 h\?(/iii?f Arts District Dora Armenta The bridge connections along the path should be gradual. 90 degree turns pose potential risks to oncoming pedestrians/bicyclists,etc.
Comment
I'm in favor of Alternative C and | oppose Alternatives A & B. I'm a property owner in Little Tokyo and in the Arts District. My family has operated businesses in
Little Tokyo since the 1940s. | like Alternative C since the Tst St. portal faces east of the rive and the fact that the top of bank design is more open and feels safer at
Scoping . or near the 1st st. to Union Station portion of the path. | strongly oppose the "incised" design since it is less open, feels less secure and creates a great deal of wall
i Little Tokyo hat will lead t tain of graffiti. The "top of bank" design is good since it promotes an open feeling and feels safer. Howver the underside of the path
34 11/13/2019 Mecting Arts District David Ikegami Business space that will lead to a mountain of graffiti. The “top of 'gn 1S good since it p open feeling - MIOWYEr e Unders| P
Written Association should be securely fenced and well lit to discourage tenting and encampments. The "elemented design" should also have fencing and lighting underneath the
Comment path. Restrooms should be discouraged since they may attract transients that would take over the facilities and make them less attractive to use. Public restrooms
at parks and at Union Station for instance, that are existing facilities that make better sense. Overall I'm in favor of the LA River Path Project but | believe it needs
to be well designed with safety and security in mind for it to be successful.
Scoping
35 11/13/2019 '\\Qﬁitt:ng Arts District David Nussbaum | walk often between Atwater and Elysian Valley. | strongly support making it safer and friendlier for walking.
Comment
Hello. Good afternoon and thank you for being here. My name is Austin Boldt. I'm a resident of Cypress Park and Glassell Park. I live within two miles of the Los
Angeles River, but | actually can't get to the bike path without biking about four or five miles around Fletcher Drive across the Fletcher Drive bridge, so access is a
huge issue for me. Residents of Cypress Park, we can't get to it. We won't even use it, so that's my point. But the great thing about, also is for the thing about jobs,
Scoping it making—it creating less of a drive. That's great. | hope we can source that locally so it's going to the residents around the area who are being impacted because
36 11/13/2019 Meeting Oral Arts District Austin Boldt Resident it's great if you're saying, Oh. it's going to create jobs. Yeah. | hope the people being affected will hopefully get access to those jobs. Safety is a huge issue,
Comment especially in Elysian Valley when people are biking at 25 miles per hour next to the residents that are walking their kids. So safety, access, local jobs, and
community engagement, 1'd like to see more of that, but | didn't see any flyers in my five bike shops. | didn't see any people here that | recognized on my local
community rides. | live — it's looks like I'm on the younger side of the crowd. I'm 22. So | don't see any — | don't know. Maybe I'm just bikes, but — from the
local community. So Austin Boldt, Cypress Park. | also like the process. This thing is great. Thank you for being here. That's it.
Hi everyone. My name is Dora Armenta and I'm a cyclist and a resident. So | have a few questions and concerns, | guess. So one of the things is debris and trash
that we're usually kind of seeing along these bike paths. | ride Ballona Creek path pretty often and | see a lot of trash kind of being thrown into there; a lot of
Scoping scooters as well. So I'm just wondering what the — | guess what that's going to look like for this pathway as well and if there's going to be access to trash cans and
37 11/13/2019 Meeting Oral Arts District Dora Armenta Resident/Bicyclist ~ how that's going to be maintained. Additionally, during the construction of the bike path, I'm interested to see how the—I assume that the air quality is going to be
Comment impacted, so I'm interested to see how that can be mitigated. And lastly, the width of the path as well. The Ballona Creek pathway has two — like two lanes, so just
opposite lanes. And so while that's really helpful, sometimes it's really good to have like maybe the width a little bit bigger so that pedestrians or people that are
not on a bike or rolling can also safely access the pathway. And | think that's it. Thank you.
Hi. I'm Jeff Chop from the Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council. | represent residents of Little Tokyo and I'm a representative of the Arts District. So this project
is definitely — | feel is a major plus for our neighborhood, but in terms of making it good, | think one of the things that | don't see in the plans is a major amount
Scoping Historic Cultural of greening in the area along the path and | certainly agree with the earlier speaker who spoke about the air quality. Right now, the air quality of Downtown Los
38 11/13/2019 Meeting Oral Arts District Jeff Chop Neighborhood Angeles is one of the worst in the city. And certainly as a bicyclist, I'm very disappointed that I'm not able to ride my bike from here to go all the way down to Long
Comment Council Beach, so | look forward to this connection and | would also suggest that part of the project would be to have east-west right-of-ways to the LA River so that the

major part of Downtown and the western part of Los Angeles can be accessed to the river path. Anyway, | look forward to seeing this project get on its way a get
built. Thank you.
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11/13/2019

Scoping
Meeting Oral
Comment

Arts District

Mal Granger

Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas
Plant Historical
Society

Thank you for letting me speak. My name is Mal Granger and | would like to talk about the project and my experience working with the USDA Forest Service as an
off-highway vehicle motorcycle volunteer. I've worked on many trail projects and wildlands and | never met a trail | didn't like, including this one. | would like to
address one of my main concerns of this trail is the environmental conditions of the section between the Cesar Chavez bridge and the 101 Freeway, as it transits
across the site of the historical Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant site that kind of has a history of emitting highly hazardous concentrated chemicals into the air,
and | believe that section should be moved across the river away from the western edge of the LA River, and, if not, the section between there should be monitored
for air quality at all times to warn people if it gets too high or it's unsafe. Unfortunately, the bridge across Cesar Chavez on the western side has ducts that is
pumping out water from clarifiers used to clean up this brownfield site and those discharges are pouring into the river every day and the path has division now. It
goes directly over that particular section especially and I'm very concerned about the health of people who are anywhere near the discharge drains for that area. So
please work on that to keep people safe. And thank you for letting me speak.
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11/13/2019
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Arts District

Daniel Nussbaum

Thank you. | use the path — Oh I'm Daniel Nussbaum. I live in Silver Lake. I'm a walker. | like to walk along the river, so | think I'll just rattle off some of my hopes
and interests. Safety is a concern, safety from the point of view of lighting at night. If there could be more lighting, that would be good. It would be good if there
was more of a delineation between pedestrian and bike sides of the path. I'm also very concerned with greening, as somebody else mentioned. | think that the
pocket parks in Frogtown are great and it would be good to see the creation of more of those and if not parks, per se, then trees. 1'd also like to go on record of
saying | hope that the river is restored as much as possible. And the idea of connectivity between the two sides of the river | think is of a significant value and that
if there could be even more bridges and more ways for people to go back and forth, I think that would be great. So thank you.
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11/13/2019
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Arts District

Robert Gutierrez

Resident

Hi. My name is Robert Gutierrez. I'm a resident of Boyle Heights and a cyclist. | didn't have much opportunity to go over the different alternatives, so | don't really
have a preference to advocate for. | wanted to thank you first and foremost for kind of — Metro taking the lead. It sometimes feels as the cyclists that we're not
very prioritized as a population group in the city, so | guess | wanted to advocate for whichever proposal has the best connectivity. | think that I'm looking at it
mostly as an integrated cycle network and I think it goes a long way into seeing riverbounds travel. But | think that there's also going to be — through the eastside
neighborhoods, there's a lot of fear of gentrification within the eastside community and so | think that | can suggest some ways that we can better anterior this
project into the community. So first of all, | think that you can outsource cultural resources along the river. The river has historically, especially on the eastside,
been a path form for streamlined graffiti. | think if we try to marginalize this group, | think that's going to go far in aiding in the community. | think that we need to
find a way to integrate that in, and it's a big part of our culture — not a big part of the culture, but it's something big. It's something | hear all the time. And also, |
think — I know this also sounds a little bit contradictory, but | think that you can include nature into the project as well. | think a lot of times when outside
agencies come in and try to impress in the community, they have kind of a suburbanizing mentality of kind of a certain aesthetic that's trying to be imposed on the
community and | think that if we can avoid those things, | think it would be very positive in the community. Thank you.
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Arts District

Jennifer Doyle

Hi. I'm Jennifer Doyle and | like to cycle and I think one of the biggest things is safety. So having adequate lighting is going to be really important. | think it would
be really dangerous if you have something in your path and you can't even see it, but also with more lighting, it increases utilization so that people can use it at
night. So | think more lighting, adequate lighting, would be beneficial. Thank you.

43

11/13/2019

Email

Melissa Cinel

As a resident of Boyle Heights, | believe that our residents should have 3 access points, for residents can get to and from dtla or BH safely. Our residents should
have accessibility. Thank you.

-Melissa C

44

11/13/2019

Website

Gustavo Mendez

City of Cudahy

1) Will there be any access points or ramp along the LA River that's behind city of Cudahy?

2) How long will construction last per access point/project?

3) Will there be poor air quality in the vicinity of the construction of these projects? If so, will you notify the public?

4) Do you partner up with LA River Master Plan? In terms of natural landscapes, access points at the Rio Hondo/LA River confluence, etc?

You are invited to River in Action's annual LA River Clean-Up happening on March 7, 2020. This will take place behind city of Cudahy. We've garnered support from
Hilda Solis, Anthony Rendon, Jackie Goldberg and Lena Gonzalez respective offices. This is open to the public and can be a great to inform our community about
the projects you're planning in doing in the South-East side of Los Angeles.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Kin
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11/14/2019

Maywood

Heber Marquez

City of Maywood

Hello. My name is Heber Marquez. | am -- | was introduced earlier as a councilmember here for the city of Maywood, but I'm here representing my students. I'm
also a teacher at one of our newer schools here in the city of Maywood, Maywood Center for Enriched Studies, a grades 6 through 12 school, and I'm a coach
there. I'm a cross-country and track coach there, so we use the river there almost on a daily basis starting August for cross-country all the way down until about
May for track and field and then summer training as well. So we're running there almost every day throughout the entire year.

And | have four different things that | really wanted to bring up. | can see some of these may be concerns or topics up around on the boards around the room and |
think they all connect, particularly with safety. So it's homelessness, safety, disability, and connectivity.

So definitely as for my students and as a coach, safety is definitely my number one concern when we are out there training. There's other -- there's three other high
schools that use the river as well to train, so it's usually always being used by a big number of students throughout the year. | also forgot Students Run L.A., which
is training for the L.A. Marathon, which there's some schools that also use the river for that. So definitely safety, looking into that.

As | have been running the last couple of months this year, there's been an increase of homeless people setting up their encampments and tents there, so maybe
looking into options for these people that are setting up there and something we can do in regards to that. Sometimes my students feel unsafe when they're
running through there, particularly some of my female students.

I also know that -- | can't remember who it is and maybe someone in here can help me in regards to the cultural and tribal connectivity and so on. There's a group
working on a Sleepy Lagoon monument.

EYCY Arts. There you go. | just remembered. EYCY Arts is working on a Sleepy Lagoon monument somewhere around Southeast L.A. so maybe Metro and EYCY
Arts can work together for that.

Ultimately, accessibility and connectivity, I'm really excited. | used to work in northeast L.A., so I'm super excited that NELA and some of the students will soon be
able to connect, and some of my students back there have met some of my students down here. They've become really good friends. So that will be a really good
eight-mile workout between here and there. So I'm excited for that.

Thank you.
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11/14/2019

Maywood

Jim Meyer

Trails4All

Good evening. I'm Jim Meyer. I'm the executive director of a nonprofit called Trails4All and for the past four years, I've been one of Assemblyman Rendon's --
Speaker Rendon's appointees on the Lower Los Angeles River Revitalization Working Group, now the implementation group. I'm on that committee and |
represent the other than bicycle trail users. Our emphasis is the recreational user along the trail. We currently have a grant -- we, Trails4All, currently has a grant
pending to do a feasibility study and a trail plan that would connect the seven signature projects that are identified in the Lower Los Angeles River Working Group.
The first of them would be the Atlantic Avenue Vernon Trail, Vernon Park. The next one would be the Cudahy River Park. The City of South Gate already has an
Urban Orchard project under way and then they have the confluence project that has just been started, | guess, in that process and we're hoping to build a trail
that would connect all of these, all seven of the projects, all the way down to the ocean through that process. That would bring our dirt trails up to here, to Vernon
Avenue.

And we have -- on the lower part of the river, there are five major equestrian communities, three in Long Beach and -- or actually five; two in Paramount and one in
South Gate. And then in the upper part of the river, Burbank and beyond that, there's a whole bunch of equestrian use all the way out throughout the valley and if
you folks -- if the bicycle people make this connection, we'd like to go with you. It's our only opportunity to go up there.

So our thinking is and our hope is that as you do your planning, when you get to the point that you're going to acquire rights-of-way, build bridges, build tunnels
and things like that, the major costs in doing so, and then if we can add four feet or six feet or eight feet of trail width to go with you, that will get us there.
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11/14/2019

Maywood

Mal Granger

Aliso Street MGP
Historical Society

Thank you for letting me speak. Hi. I'm Mal Granger and | have worked at the location of this project with the City of Los Angeles directly across from Union
Station and also for the Forest Service building trails for most of my adult life and I've never met a trail | didn't like and | love the idea that the objective is to
benefit the welfare and happiness of the people who will use them. However, | have some very big concerns with regards to the location of the trail that's
incompatible with those two particular objectives and | would like Metro to address the specific location between Cesar Chavez Bridge and the 101 Freeway on the
western side of the — this little welcome sign I'm holding up.

This is pretty much the project area where the trails, one of the alternatives -- | know it's not the alternative -- but a lot of happy people with their families, and
unfortunately that location looked quite differently in the past almost century of use as a chemical plant for manufactured gas and by the Navy in World War Il for
synthetic weapons. This will give you a little bit better idea of what the place used to look like; and much like Juul marketing mango cigarettes to children, my
concern is that this place is being marketed as a clean and healthy place to be, but I'd like the project to address what | believe is world heritage toxic chemical
waste site on that 64-acre plot where | used to work next to the L.A. River and | hope that everyone understands what it means to them as far as their health. So --
Thank you for your time tonight.
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11/14/2019

Maywood

Danny Hom

Hi. My name is Danny Hom. This is the first time I've attended a meeting about this project and the first time I've ever spoke. So with regard to the information
about it and it seems exciting and cool, given the opportunity to give public comment, | wanted to express a thought.

| usually take the bus when leaving Downtown in order to go home but sometimes do drive and when | drive out of Downtown to go home, | only take -- | take
Bandini between Downey and Eastern. And having done this many times over a couple of years always think about the experience of driving on Bandini and how
disgusting it is and how going through that part of Vernon or whatever is so -- | know it's Los Angeles that | go, like just polluted and just really the smell. And my
car's air-conditioning isn't great, but -- so | -- but | always roll up the windows when I'm driving on Bandini east of Downey because it smells so bad.

So looking at the map, | see the -- you know, the nearby course of this proposed path on the river andl would encourage whatever engineering options make most
sense, whether that's elevating things or whatever, to make sure that we're using the southern end of that trail, our smell is as little as possible just because | don't
think it's worth it to build a fun, engaging outdoor space where we're going to like just not have any fun, which is really what I think is air quality there. And | think
that would be the best use of that land.Thank you.
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Hi. My name is Cindy. I'm an organizer with East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice. | also grew up here in the city of Maywood. My parents still live
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49 11/14/2019

East Yard
Communities for
Environmental
Justice

Maywood Cindy Donis

here. | remember using the bike path while | was growing up.

Another thing that | didn't know, though, growing up is just the high level of environmental racism in like communities surrounded by it. So | think that's
something that folks should be considering with Metro is even in the existing bike path, right, there's a lot of industry that's next to it and going deep into Vernon,
there's -- there's things that we smell and then there's things that we don't smell, other toxins that we don't smell.

So those are things that are really concerning to me. So thinking about ways to minimize the contact of folks, especially since if people are going to be running and
people are going to be biking there, their lungs are going to be much more exposed to some of these hazardous contaminants. So if it's working with agencies that
are -- to enforce some of the policies that they're supposed to be enforcing like AQMD or Cal EPA to really protect our lungs, because this is something we totally
deserve. We should be able to access through a bike path to Downtown and to other areas. We should be able to connect but also in a way that's really safe for our
community members.

| also would want to consider displacement impacts that this might attract. Because it's a bike path, people may be like, "Oh, look, Maywood's popular now," you
know, and | would want my community members and neighbors to stay here. So thinking of ways to support the Master Plan, the Lower L.A. River Plan, as well
and to look at community stability. In conversation with the city council, we've been working with EYCE to get rent control. Maywood passed it just yesterday. It
was a huge win, but that should be happening across all the southland cities and so even that would be great for Metro to support that as well. Thanks.

50 11/14/2019 Email

Historic Cultural
Neighborhood
Council

Jeff Chop

Dear Metro,

| attended the November 13 scoping meeting in Little Tokyo/Arts District. | did not hear much about how the Indigenous history and culture will be included in the
project. | hope it is substantial since by most accounts, the Tongva people lived on the Los Angeles River for over 10,000 years.

| believe, the Tongva should be consulted as soon as possible, certainly, you would want the original keepers of the land to give the project, the continuity and
respect to the river, which had been in place for thousands of years.

| understand, it is beyond the scope of the bike path project to see a restoration of the river, which is my wish but | believe, we have a chance to make a visionary
and inspirational, recovery of a place which has been abused for too long.

As there have been no indigenous permanent structures found, we can only assume the peoples who lived here, lived by relying on sustainable materials without
impacting the land. In that spirit, the project should be guided by a spirit of sustainability. A major cloud, over the project, the quality of the air needs to be
addressed in a major way. No ones wants to bike in car fumes. A major element needs to be tree planting and other native plants. Trees are acknowledged as a
very cost effective way to meet the climate crisis. Certainly to rest under trees is way better than a fancy umbrella.

Good luck with the project and make it happen as soon as possible! As a senior bicyclist, | sure am looking forward to riding the project!

Best regards,

Jeff Chop
Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council

51 11/14/2019 Website

West Hollywood

Kevin B 4 o
evin Burton Bicycle Coalition

Please consider the number of elevated portions of the path and grade at the entry points as these will impact usability for users. All river crossings that use
existing bridges should have bicycle and pedestrian facilities added if they are not already present. River crossings should use existing bridges wherever possible to
minimize cost and delay, and also to improve access for existing users of those streets. The project should be planned for all segments parallel to the river to go
forward even if there are delays in funding and building new river crossings.

52 11/14/2019 Website

Ricardo Alcantar Gil

Please include miniature park sections for cyclists and pedestrians to rest

Please include fountains

Please add extra lighting in industrial areas along the path

Please add exercise equipment in miniature park sections

Improve bike lane infrastructure along the already existing path segments by Vernon and NELA
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53 11/16/2019

Cypress Park Xochitl Manzanilla Lash P

I'm very satisfied with this project and | want to congratulate the group of people who thought about doing it. It is a great thing for the city of Los Angeles, and |
support it. | hope to see when it's all done. Thank you, Xochitl.
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54 11/16/2019

Cypress Park Armando Martinez

Hi MTA organizers. Here are a few ideas for this river path project. 1) With points of intersection-to include restrooms with drinking faucets to assist pedestrians,
skaters, bikers and native people. 2) At the kiosks—include information centers, points of interest, food, and maps. 3) With 360 milion approved tax money — we
need to return the most we can in construction which will benefit all people. 4) Use responsible minority contractors—and bidders on all sections. Be cost efficient
save tax payer's money. Thanks.




Comment

Number

Comment
Date

Comment
Source

Meeting Location
(If Applicable)

Agency/
Organization

Comment

Thank you for having multiple meetings in the community. Showing initiative in reaching out to the public is a strong first step in building trust. As for the project:
1st: | believe this project should be accessible, efficient, and safe. | would stress that, in my opinion, the most efficient plan would be any that focuses solely on an

i/IC:e?cli:g elevated or top-of-bank path. An incised path below the bank that would close at the first forecast of rain seems quite inefficient and just a waste of what this
55 11/16/2019 Writteng Cypress Park N/A project could be. 2nd: As gentrification on the Eastside has intensified, there has been a rapid loss of the historic Latino culture in the area, people included. The
Eastside is famous for its Chicano murals, but sadly many have been destroyed due to gentrification. | believe Metro has an opportunity here to create an efficient
Comment . o X . . - . o .
world class bike path, but also a destination for Chicano murals/Art. | would cite current project, Destination Crenshaw. This addition to the project would honor
the longtime residents who have called the Eastside home for generations. Thank you again for including the community in your planning!
Scoping . L N .
Meetin 1) No road diet. Cypress Park has no bank, no market, no restaurants. We could use a mini bus to get to local markets. 2) LA river is not safe. Dirty from the
56 11/16/2019 \X/ritteng Cypress Park Susan Rocha Noisefree.org homeless. They poop and pee in the river. 3) No new condos or developments along the river. No new coffee shops or other amenities that are overpriced that
Comment local residents cannot afford. 4) Bicyclist currently drive too fast and run down other bicyclists and pedestrians. Separate them. 5) No noise.
My name is Susan Rocha and in this area of Cypress Park and Elysian Valley, we have no supermarkets. The only ones are three miles that way, this way, or in a
different direction. So -- and we can't carry like five bags of groceries on our back, so -- to bicycle and we have one lane in each direction in varying main streets. So
I'm against road diets, I'm against the congestion, and there's no way to take bicycles just to get to the market. We have no bank, no market, no nothing over here.
Scopin It's not safe down the river because there's a lot of homeless people.- A lot of them don't -- don't create any problem, but yet the dirtiness is an issue. It's more of
57 11/16/2019 Meetirt)g Cg)ral Cypress Park Susan Rocha Noisefree.org an i?su.e than anything else, and there's also bicyclists that are very aggressive and they want torailroad down other bicyclists and walkers. So that needs to be -- |
Comment don't like patrols. | think that people should know how to be decent and control themselves and not do that to other people.
I'm against any new developments along the river, including any new apartment buildings, condo units, any new coffee shops, amenities. A lot of natives that have
lived here their whole life like me can't maybe afford $5 coffee shops and bringing in a lot of newbie people that create more traffic and more congestion into the
area. That's not acceptable in these little tiny areas that we have. We don't want these areas destroyed with too many people coming in, too much traffic coming in,
things that are not affordable in our area.
My name is Tom Savio. That's S-a-v, like Victor, i-o. I'm an Executive Director of Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society. We're recognized by the Federal
Railroad Administration.
| think anything that brings more life to the deadest river that | know of is a good thing overall, but we have a particular concern because the area east of Los
. . Angeles Union Station is a well-documented toxic waste dump from a refinery that used to exist there from about 1880s to 1950s. It was also a location where
Scoping Los Angeles Union . . . . o .
. ) ) o weapons, chemical weapons of war, were manufactured. Most of this material has been dumped there and not being protected, the public is not being protected.
58 11/16/2019 Meeting Oral Cypress Park Tom Savio Station Historical . . S . . : S .
Comment Society | see that you have three different alternatives. One alternative is B where you have pylons and an elevated bike ramp. This will require construction into toxic waste
dump area and I'd like to know what Metro is doing about cleaning up the toxic waste dump and how that is going to alter or change the nature of your bikeway.
The other two alternatives appear to be on the other side of the bank; that is, the other side of the river. So far, | have not been able to get a map of how far the
toxic waste zone extends and I've been talking to the state EPA about getting a map because it may very well go under the river and out the other side. So I'd like to
know what Metro is going to do about the toxic waste dump near Union Station and your back way.
Hi. | haven't looked and studied this closely, but -- Hi. Clara Solis. | haven't looked at this closely, but | would like to say if they do whatever they build, they should
have access walkways down to the bottom of the river from the bike paths.
Also, if you want to provide access to underserved communities, you need to have an east-side access point to the Gold Line at First Street. It also makes sense to
have an access point to the Gold Line at the Ed Reyes Greenway and down at Atlantic Boulevard, it is crazy and | think there should be an access point there also.
Scopin Plus, that will serve underused -- underserved communities.
opIng ) You have to be careful with noise and pollution to residents. You should really do great outreach to the communities, because Metro does terrible outreach to
59 11/16/2019 Meeting Oral Cypress Park Clara Solis - . . . .
Comment underserved communities. You need to walk those neighborhoods where -- that are going to be impacted by any construction and pass out flyers and talk to

people. Mailing is inefficient and doesn't work for underserved communities.

Regarding the comments on the supermarkets, | hear that all over. People get upset at bike riders. | ride a bike, but people get upset at bike riders because you're
taking out lanes to create road diets for bike lanes and people don't have access to supermarkets. That's true in East Los Angeles and you can't take -- | can't take
my 91-year-old mother to the doctor on a bike. | can't pick up my groceries on a bike. So you have to be cognizant of it. You're making an us-versus-them situation
and it creates anger. Thank you.
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60

11/16/2019

Scoping
Meeting Oral
Comment

Assembly District

Cypress Park Stewart Lozano 50

Good morning. My name is Stewart Lozano. | just want to thank Metro for hosting these meetings. Getting public opinion is always | think a most important first
step in a project like this. I'm from the east side. I'm a longtime resident, grew up here, baptized right down the street at Divine Savior.

And what | want to say is this project should be efficient, it should be safe, and it should be accessible, and | encourage Metro to keep that in mind throughout the
planning of this project. | noticed that there's a couple plans that have a big path going below the bank, meaning it is incised and at the river bottom. To me, that
doesn't seem very practical, especially already if it's at risk at the slightest sight of rain. So | would encourage if at all possible to keep it elevated or at the top of
bank because it seems to be the most accessible and useful access, accessible year-round. So just once again, | want to stress the efficient, accessible, and safe.
The other thing is the east side is a special place. There's a lot of people who came here for many different reasons, but historically the east side has been home to
the largest Chicano population in the country and as gentrification has increased, a lot of the murals that the east side is famous for have been destroyed. Metro
has a golden opportunity here to create a -- make this bike path a destination, something practical, something to go from point A to point B quickly, but also
include art. Include the community in it.

I would cite Destination Crenshaw as an example of this. | think what's going on there where the community's been included, there's murals that honor the
community, it's fantastic, and | would strongly encourage Metro to keep that in mind in the planning project. Reach out to local artists and really create, | mean,
like I said, a safe, efficient, accessible bike path but also a destination for murals that would honor the community and the people that have called this place home
for generations like my family.So thank you once again for hosting this meeting and good luck.

61

11/16/2019

Scoping
Meeting Oral
Comment

Cypress Park Carla Bravo

Good morning. My name is Carla Bravo and actually, I'm mixed up. | come to all these community meetings and | hear so many things, so many projects, and
what I'm trying to figure out, where -- where are all these little like -- the last one we had was about a Metro link station at the River Park. Before that, there was
another one about the G2 project. Before that, there was another one. That's what I'm trying to figure out. Where are all these -- are all these the same project or is
all -- are all these different projects? Because like | say, | come to all the community meetings and every time, there's a new project.

So that's my only -- you know, those are my questions, that | come and every time there's something new. So that's why I'm asking, where is this one coming
from? Thank you

62

11/16/2019

Scoping
Meeting Oral
Comment

Cypress Park Carrie Sutkin

My name is Carrie Sutkin. Specifically, about construction impacts because I'm concerned about graffiti, trash and the general neglect that we see that happens
with these big public projects where the contractors don't maintain the site clean every day and after months and years of construction, we see homeless camps
and horrible trash and horrible graffiti and homeless camps and other kinds of, you know, nuisance activity.

And so | would be concerned that there would be someone that supervises and proactively inspects the site and reports back and that neighbors have a phone
number they can call during construction to complain about nuisances, open gates. We have that happening right now at the Taylor Yard construction site bridge
and there's no information, no one to call, and it's a constant problem.

And also, the vacant publicly owned lands that should be considered as part of the project or else they become dumping grounds as well, so that the design
consider kind of mitigating future nuisance sites by incorporating them smartly into the site plans so that the public spaces have landscaping in the long run and
they have maintenance, and then maintenance during the construction is super important and maintenance ongoing is very important so that people feel safe
using the trail.

63

11/16/2019

Website

Alan Bair

Please let's Not have the path as pictured in this email. Pedestrians mixed with cyclists is a recipe for many injuries. A bike path along the river is not like a
boardwalk for beach cruzer bikes lazing along the beach. Many cyclists average 16 mph riding to the ocean and back, and need to keep their pace consistent.
Pedestrians often fail to consider who may be behind them, and stroll two and three abreast, often right across the whole bike path-just like in your illustration.
This is Exactly what we do Not want. You even made room for plants at the expense of room to allow bikes and pedestrians to be safely separated. Horrible.

Perhaps the most important design criteria is to keep pedestrians separate from cyclists. That would be great. Looks are secondary.
As for how many river crossings, wouldn't it be great to eventually have cycle paths along both sides of the river? Meanwhile, either A or B would be fine.

Thank you.

64

11/18/2019

Website

Alexander Robinson

I really like the idea of having a secondary path in the river channel, near the water, in addition to a primary path along the edge, on the high side.

65

11/19/2019

Email

South Coast Air
Quality
Management
District (AQMD)

Lijin Sun

Dear Ms. Cencic,

Attached are South Coast AQMD staff's comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River Path Project
(South Coast AQMD Control Number: LAC191101-06). The original, electronically signed letter will be forwarded to your attention by regular USPS mail. Please
contact me if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Thank you,

Lijin Sun, ).D.

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document. South
Coast AQMD staff's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in
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the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Please send South Coast AQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion and public release. Note that copies of
the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to South Coast AQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to South Coast
AQMD at the address shown in the letterhead. In addition, please send with the Draft EIR all appendices or technical documents related to the air quality, health
risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health risk assessment filesal. These include emission calculation
spreadsheets and modeling input and output files (not PDF files). Without all files and supporting documentation, South Coast AQMD staff will be unable to
complete our review of the air quality analyses in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting documentation will require additional time for review
beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

South Coast AQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of
air quality analyses. South Coast AQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the
Handbook are available from South Coast AQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More guidance developed since this Handbook is
also available on South Coast AQMD’s website at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993).
South Coast AQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to
incorporate up-to-date state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use development.
CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS.
This model is available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

South Coast AQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast AQMD staff requests that the Lead Agency quantify
criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality
impacts. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, South Coast AQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can be used in addition to the recommended
regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis
for the Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by South Coast AQMD staff or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significanc-thresholds.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources
related to the Proposed Project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related
air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips,
material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources
(e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on-and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, such as
sources that generate or attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis.

In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency
perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for
Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to
the use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Health Perspective, which can be found at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB's Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and
reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land use decision-making process. Guidance A2 on strategies to reduce air
pollution exposure near high-volume roadways can be found at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is
required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize these impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 (a)(1) (D), any
impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation
measures for the Proposed Project, including:

- Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook South Coast AQMD’s CEQA web pages available here:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies

- South Coast AQMD’s Rule 403—Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related emissions and Rule 1403—Asbestos
Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities
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- South Coast AQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (2016 AQMP) available here (starting on
page 86): http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf

- California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA)’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here: http://www.capcoa.org/wp-
content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf

Alternatives

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires the consideration and discussion of alternatives to the
project or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project. The discussion of a reasonable range of
potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster informed decision-making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), the Draft EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison
with the Proposed Project.

Permits

If implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD, South Coast AQMD should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the
Proposed Project in the CEQA document. For more information on permits, please visit South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/permits.
If there are permitting questions, they can be directed to Engineering and Permitting Staff at (909) 396-3385.

Data Sources
South Coast AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling South Coast AQMD’s Public Information Center at (909) 396-2001. Much
of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available at South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov.

South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project’s air quality and health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and
mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Isun@aqmd.gov.

Sincerely,

Lijin Sun, ).D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

1 Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data, maps, plot plans, diagrams, and
similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Placement
of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the body of an EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as
appendices to the main body of the EIR. Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily available
for public examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review.

2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways: Technical Advisory, to supplement
CARB's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective. This technical advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce
exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume roadways to assist land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity
and environmental justice. The technical advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.
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11/19/2019

Voicemail

Jose Thometz

Hi Michael, this is a daily Metro rider. | am 57, I’'m an LA native, and | would think the one with 12 stations for the river path makes the most sense. And my family
went to Frogtown after WWII and | live downtown and so that would be my guess. And | would just encourage Metro people to get rid of all the horrid riff raff on
the Metro always[?]. Because other areas they know how to behave, but for some reason the low-class blacks[?], they don’t know how to behave on the Metro. | find
that very disheartening. Thank you for your time. Alright, good to know. Bye. And they should build the Red Line to Sylmar, here we go, and the Purple Line to the
ocean. Thank you, alright.
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| am a mother of 3 children; personally | would like to have security since I think weekends will be the most used. Let there be enough lighting. In addition, my
concern is to have control over the homeless as it is a problem that has been growing over the years. In the other areas where there is already a path near the river,
mainly under the bridges, is where there are more homeless people established.
I also think that it would be good if there were sections where the bicycles could run without worrying about hurting a pedestrian.

Maywood I would like to ask that there be equity for all different areas where it will be built.

Elementary Flor Hernandez

School Soy una madre de 3 hijos; en lo personal me gustaria que hubiera seguridad ya que pienso que los fines de semana es cuando estd més concurrido. Que haya

iluminacion suficiente. Ademds, mi preocupacién es que puedan tener control sobre los indigentes ya que es un problema que ha ido creciendo con los anos. En
las otras dreas donde ya estd un camino cerca del rio, principalmente debajo de los puentes es donde hay m as indigentes establecidos.
Considero también que seria bueno que hubiera tramos donde pudieran las bicicletas correr sin preocupacién que puedan lastimar algun peatén.
Por favor les pedimos que haya una equidad para todas diferentes dreas donde se va a construir.

Other Written

67 11/20/2019 Comment

We are very excited about this project because it includes my family and my community. One of my concerns, since we live in the Maywood community, is the air
quality. What will you do to improve this which has worried our communities so much impacting us with cancer and lung diseases — many children with asthma. |
would love to see a center along the way where you can learn about cultural resources within the river such as: walks, bicycle afternoons, different events. What will
the security be like inside the river? Cops or what kind of security will there be? How are you going to control so much homelessness which is what does not let us
walk around the river? What will you do to prevent the impact of garbage? What will the lighting be like? Where will the access points be in all areas and what staff
will they have at these points? What will be the transport access to reach the points? | would love to see exercise equipment and benches during the journey where

Maywood there are few green areas. Light where you can walk during the afternoon and evening.

Elementary Fabiola Del Toro

School Estamos muy emocionados con este proyecto porque estoy incluyendo a mi familia y mi comunidad. Una de mis preocupaciones, puesto que vivimos en la

comunidad de Maywood, es la calidad del aire. Que hardn para mejorar esto que ha preocupado tanto a nuestras comunidades impactdndonos con cancery
enfermedades pulmonares—muchisimos nifios con asma. Me encantaria ver un centro en el camino donde se informe sobre recursos culturales dentro del rio
como: caminatas, tardes de bicicletas, eventos diferentes. ¢{Cémo serd la seguridad dentro del rio? ¢Policias o qué tipo de seguridad habra? ¢Cémo van a controlar
tanta indigencia que es lo que no nos deja caminar por ahi? ¢Cémo se hard para prevenir el impacto de la basura? ¢Cémo serd el alumbrado? ¢Cudles seradn los
puntos de acceso en todas las dreas y que personal tendrédn en los puntos? Cuale serd el acceso de transporte para llegar a los puntos? Me encantaria ver equipo
para hacer ejercicio y bancas durante el trayecto donde hay pocas 4reas verdes. Luz donde se pueda caminar durante la tarde y noche.

Other Written

68 11/20/2019 Comment

My biggest concern is the large number of homeless people who live on the entire riverbank because this causes insecurity, crime, and drugs. It is an impact on
the environment because these people accumulate an amount of garbage that ends directly in the river. | would like a solution to this problem or create a measure
that does not allow camping near the river. Another thing, | would like this project to be fair in all areas where it will be built. Thank you. And keep in mind that

Maywood families with children live in this area; please think of the children.

Elementary Jorge A. Martinez

School Mi mayor preocupacién es la gran cantidad de indigentes que viven en toda la orilla del rio porque esto causa inseguridad, crimen, y drogas. Es un impacto al

medio ambiente porque estas personas acumulan una cantidad de basura que termina directamente en el rio. Me gustaria que hubiera una solucién para este
problema o crear una medida de que no se puede acampar en las cercanias del rio. Otra cosa, me gustaria que este proyecto fuera en equidad en todas las 4reas
donde se va a construir. Gracias. Y tengan en cuenta que en nuestras dreas vivimos familias con nifios; por favor piensen en los nifios

Other Written

69 11/20/2019 Comment
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70

11/20/2019

Other Written
Comment

Maywood
Elementary
School

Cristina Silvestre

How will the security be implemented in that place?

Will there be police officers along the way?

In this project, how will you make sure that there are no homeless people established along the river?

Will there be enough lighting?

Will you avoid dark stretches that favor crime and how will you do it?

What will you do to avoid the accumulation of garbage in these places and keep it clean at all times?

Will all sections of this project be the same in terms of the diversity of things to be implemented, that is, in the north, the center and south?
Will there be no discrimination in the sections due to the people who live nearby?

Will this be a safe place for our children and the elderly?

¢Como seréd la seguridad implementada en ese lugar?

¢Habra agentes de policia en el transcurso del camino?

¢Como evitaran que no haya indigentes establecidos en este proyecto?

¢Habra suficiente iluminacién?

¢Evitaran tramos oscuros que propician la delincuencia y como lo haran?

¢Como trabajaran para evitar el acumulamiento de basura en estos lugares y poder mantenerlo limpio en todo momento?

¢Serén todos los tramos de este proyecto iguales en cuestion de la diversidad de cosas que se van a implementar, o sea, tanto en el norte como en el centro y el
sur?

¢No habré discriminacion en las secciones debido a las personas que viven cerca?

¢Serd este un lugar seguro para nuestros hijos y las personas de la tercera edad?

71

11/20/2019

Other Written
Comment

Maywood
Elementary
School

Anonymous

How are you going to support the city in terms of safety? For starters, Maywood doesn't have a police station. Is this not going to bring more homeless people to
the city? How can this benefit the entire community?

¢De qué forma van apoyar en la seguridad a la ciudad? Para empezar, Maywood no tiene ni estacién de policias. ¢Eso no va a traer mas indigentes para la ciudad?
¢En que puede beneficiar esto a toda la comunidad?

72

11/20/2019

Other Written
Comment

Maywood
Elementary
School

Wagner Mayca

One very important fact for me would be safety for everyone. What would be done so no homeless gets access into those roads. Would it be well lit at night times?
Would it be open from certain hours or would it have access 24/7? Would it have places where families can stop and have a little time together, maybe like a
playground. Safety first.
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11/20/2019

Other Written
Comment

Maywood
Elementary
School

Maria Hernandez

What will be done to maintain good air quality?

Would like enough security with lights and include the police

Quick and efficient emergency access points

What would they do to control the homeless so they don't live throughout the project.

Will there be signs to divide people walking from those who ride bicycles?

Will there be buttons, phones, or anything to report an emergency when needed?

What will bring us closer to the access points in case of not having transportation? Will the buses arrive nearby?
How much lighting will there be?

Will it be open 24 hours?

¢Que se haria para mantener la buena calidad del aire?

Que hubiera bastante seguridad con luz e incluyera la policia

Puntos de acceso en caso de emergencia rapido y eficaz

Que harian para el control del indigente para que no vivan a lo largo del proyecto.

¢Habra sefialamientos para dividir a las personas caminando de las que van en bicicleta?

¢Habrd botones, teléfonos, o alguna cosa para reportar alguna emergencia cuando se necesite?

¢Qué nos acercara a los puntos de acceso en caso de no tener transporte? Sera que los buses llegaran cerca?
¢Cuénto alumbrado habra?

¢Estard abierto las 24 horas?

74

11/20/2019

Other Written
Comment

Maywood
Elementary
School

Tania Vicano

In terms of safety that the Project includes lighting, patrolling, cleaning; that the problem of the homeless is taken very seriously because it is a problem at the
national level. Have activities for children, exercise, etc.

En cuestién de seguridad que el Proyecto tenga iluminacién, patrullaje, limpieza, que se tome muy en serio el problema de los indigentes porque es un problema a
nivel nacional. Que se tengan actividades para nifios, ejercicio, etc.
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Safety; | think you should take care of that because of the homeless. | hope you already have a plan for that. | believe that is the problem along the river. So if they
want families to use this path, they must begin to figure out where to put the homeless and how to keep them from returning. If | go to the river to walk, | want to
feel safe when | am there. You have to have a plan A and B to know what will work. | don't know, maybe having people at key points and cameras to solve the

. Maywood problem quickly if some homeless person arrives. Thank you for this project; It seems good to me. Safety is the only thing that worries me.
Other Written . .
75 11/20/2019 Elementary Griselda Salcido
Comment . . . oo , .
School La seguridad; creo que eso deberian ver mds por los indigentes. Espero que ya tengan un plan para eso. Creo que a lo largo del rio ese es el problema. Entonces si
quieren que las familias usemos este camino, deben de empezar a resolver donde poner los indigentes y cémo hacer para que no regresen. Si voy al rio a caminar,
quiero sentir esa seguridad cuando este ahi. Tienen que tener un plan Ay B para saber que va a funcionar. No sé, talvez tener personas en puntos clave, cdmaras,
y resolver el problema répido si llega algtin indigente. Gracias por este proyecto; me parece bueno. Solamente la seguridad me preocupa.
Install telephones or lights for emergencies.
What times will the path be available?
. R ! N
. Maywood Who w!ll maintain it (I'|ghts, grafﬁtl, homeless people):
Other Written Who will control the air quality?
76 11/20/2019 Elementary Anonymous . . .
Comment Que instalen teléfonos o luces para emergencia.
School ) . . .
¢A qué horas estaria disponible?
¢Quién estaria ddndole mantenimiento (luces, grafiti, indigentes)?
¢Quién controlard la calidad del aire?
Other Written Maywood . . .
77 11/20/2019 Comment Elementary Anonymous Is there going to be a way to keep the homeless out? What safety precautions will be taken?
School
. Maywood . - ) . . . .
78 11/20/2019 Other Written Elementary Heather Vargas How well or bad will conFam.manon get and what will get done to get it better. What will get done about homeless people because that will be one of the first thing
Comment to happen and start making it not secure.
School
Hi there,
My name is Michael Charboneau—I'm a Hollywood resident and | regularly ride my bike to get around LA. | also frequently use the northern section of the LA
River Bike path. Below are my ideas and suggestions for the LA River Path Project, which | am very excited to see completed.
1. I would encourage Metro to think beyond the river path itself, and coordinate with LADOT where necessary, when planning bike infrastructure. In order for the
path to reach its full use potential, it needs a network of *feeder bike lanes *(preferably protected bike lanes) to get people from their homes/workplaces onto the
path, and vice versa. Connecting to the existing bike lanes on 3rd and 4th streets in the Arts District, for example, is a must—and building similar intersecting bike
lanes along the rest of the river path should absolutely be a goal of this project.
2. If space permits, marking off designated lanes for bikes and pedestrians would be ideal. This makes the path safer and more usable both for people on foot
(especially children) and for people on bikes.
3. Make sure the path has good overhead lighting throughout, so it's easy to navigate at night. Even with bike lights, a completely dark path (especially under
bridges) can be dangerous, as it's not always easy to see people in shadows or objects in the path.
4. | would encourage Metro to plant native shade plants and trees along the route. I've biked several river paths in LA, including the San Gabriel River path and the
79 11/20/2019 Email Michael Charboneau Ballona Creek path, and riding under the blazing sun on a completely concretized river channel can be brutal (not to mention ugly). Shade trees would make the
path much more pleasant to use. I'd also pointout that when riding towards the ocean, I've often encountered a really strong headwind, and trees might also
function as a windbreak to make the headwind less intense.
Overall I'm really excited to see this project completed, especially alongside other serious improvements to LA's bike infrastructure. A continuous LA River Bike
Path would be a major asset for navigating across the LA area safely by bike. | hope to see it completed as quickly as possible!
Best of luck,
Michael
*Michael Charboneau*
Freelance Journalist
[Redacted]
80 11/22/2019 Email Jamie Cane Please open grffth prk segment!
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The three alternatives are to cross the river six or seven times.. really bad idea. The river channel is quite wide, as you no doubt know; you should take this into
account.

Crossing the river so many times will make any trip much longer, plus | imagine that would involve getting back into car traffic when crossing via bridges. Traffic is
horrible on all the bridges through downtown, so that's another negative.

Obviously, there will be crossings necessitated by logistics, those | can't argue about, but if there are crossings being considered so that the path can be "shared"
by communities on both sides of the river, please rethink this approach. | live downtown, but I'd happily have the entire path run on the East side of the river,

81 11/22/2019 Website Cris Lombardi rather than have to cross over six or seven times on the new path. | truly believe that so many crossings will actually discourage cyclists from using the path.
Instead, many will use city streets that parallel the river, rather than having to cross over so many times. It's not practical, both in terms of time and energy
expenditure to do all of those crossings!

I hope you'll value this input. I'm a veteran cyclist and have ridden many thousands of miles by bicycle in Los Angeles. We want to make it as easy as possible for
anyone to use the new path. Making the path longer with so many crossovers will be a disincentive to use it for many people, which is the opposite of what should
be your goal.
Hello,
| am French Canadian, and i am really enjoying the projects that are improving LA commute and transportation since | moved here. Thanks a lot for working on
the Los Angeles River Path project, it is indeed great to be able to connect the northern section ( Frog town), to Chinatown station and the state historic park (
maybe on North Broadway if the bridge in the park gets terminated to go over the tracks, or on North Spring ).
Also, | am wondering, if there is a project to connect Washington station on the A (blue line), and Little Tokyo station on the gold line with a Two-way protected

. bike lane, that can be on the east side of the Long beach avenue ( from Washington to Olympic ), and on Mc Garry st , and then on the west side on the South

82 11/22/2019 Website Jean Gayoso Alameda street, all the way to Tst street. That will be a great link, i am currently using that path to commute (i bike and take the train ), and it is quite fast, but a
bike lane will be safer and a great incentive for other people to bike from/to the Art district. Also, people will be able to take the A line to go to the Art district
(Smorgasburg and Row DTLA for instance) which is not something that people think about that much yet.

Sincerely yours,

Jean

Thanks for working on this important project.

As a cyclist who often rides on area river paths, my preference would be for whichever option allows the bike path to remain clean, safe and accessible year round.

33 11/23/2019 Website Michael Rippens Separating pedestrian and cyclist lanes would be the safest option, if possible.
As a resident of South LA (Leimert Park), | prefer to have more access points in this area. Moreover, safe bike routes to those access points is crucial to encourage
use of the river path. Currently, the ride from my home to the nearest access point (in Vernon) is extremely dangerous, even for an experienced and confident
cyclist. Creating safe cycling corridors to the river path access points should be integral to a wholistic approach to this project.
I like Alternative B for the bike path. The incised routes seem the best!

84 11/23/2019 Email Christopher Tufty Cheers,
Christopher Tufty

85 11/23/2019 Website Yeun-Bin Lee Hil My preferences are alternatives B, C, A in that order. Main factor is the access points to various communities. Thanks and keep up the good work!
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In performing the Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River Project, Metro should consider the following:

Equity considerations for the LA River Path must be part of the EIR, particularly focusing on how to ensure that existing communities are not displaced as a result
of the public investment in the River Path. For too long, low-income minority communities have suffered from public disinvestment, only to be displaced when
public dollars are invested in an area. How can the public stakeholders (e.g., citizens and cities) capture a portion of the increased land values caused by the
public investment that otherwise private interests (e.g., corporations and developers) historically have secured by displacing low income residents with new
residents (gentrification). Could all new residential developments built within the “3-mile corridor” during a certain time period (e.g., 10 years) following ground
breaking on the River Path be required to provide a certain minimum number of low-income housing units, or other payment for the public investment. |
recognize this is an issue to be taken on at the city level, but it might be beneficial for the EIR to provide model language cities could use to craft land use
ordinances to benefit existing low-income minority communities.

86 11/24/2019 Email Karl Eggers
The objectives should be clearly stated and should include:
1) Provide an uninterrupted off-street pedestrian and bicycle path along the Los Angeles River that connects directly to the exiting paths at Elysian Valley and
Maywood.
2) Provide access points and connections to surrounding neighborhoods and other transportation options (e.g., on-street bicycle, pedestrian facilities, and public
transit). Access points should, to the extent possible, be evenly spaced along the corridor on both sides of the LA River. The access points must be usable to
pedestrian and bicyclists of all ages and abilities.
3) Transition of the path between the proposed types (i.e., elevated, top-of-bank, cantilevered, and incised) must be designed to allow unimpeded travel for all path
users including those with disabilities (e.g., wheel chairs).
4) The use of “bottom of channel” path should be avoided. Further, the alignment of the path should be designed to minimize the need to close the path to the
public except in emergency conditions (e.g., severe weather). Repeated and/or extended closures will negate the utility of the path.
I like Alternative C for the mixture it provides and the most access points.
87 11/26/2019 Website Tod Mesirow
thank you. as someone who has lived near the LA River for 32 years it's exciting to see it come back to useful life.
. Please provide some sort of connection to the Arroyo bike path.
88 11/26/2019 Email Karl Gudder | dream of riding from the Rose Bowl to the Zoo.
Please make sure to include nature-based projects/ green infrastructure into the river path. People expect to see nature when they go to the river. Please ensure
39 11/26/2019 Website Miguel Ramos The Nature there is planning of stormwater capture and park space that contributes to habitat enhancement for people and bio diversity.
Conservancy
Thanks!
Hi LA Metro,
| support the LA river path. It is great to see a transit agency take lead in a enormous project that will bring people to the outdoors and out of their cars. | have
biked along the LA river in Long Beach and | want to ride it to Highland Park without taking side roads. | am excited to see more paths along the river.
90 11/26/2019 Website Kristal Caidoy
| support alternative C.
Thanks
Kristal Caidoy
We're so happy that this project is moving forward, and appreciate the dedication of meaningful outreach that's happened so far. Keep it up!
91 11/26/2019 Website Steve Gerhardt West holl Long We d. like to see excel.lent way-finding signage and features, both along the path and at the access point, and the integration of public art considered as much as
Beach possible as part of this gap-closure project.
Thanks!
| am a resident of Chinatown and very excited for the prospect of this LA River Path Project to connect the full pathway. | work in Long Beach, and am excited to
92 11/26/2019 Website Isaac West think that | can ride my bike a few miles to the LA River Path and take that all the way down to Long Beach. While all Alternatives sound great, | lean more in favor

of Alternative C.
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93

11/27/2019

Website

Kristin Fukushima

Little Tokyo
Community Council

The only option that provides connection for Little Tokyo would appear to be option B - therefore, that is the alignment we would support the most.

As has been said in past meetings, given that this project is a little further away from the core of Little Tokyo, we haven't spent as much time delving into the
project, and overall defer to those most impacted by the project on their feedback. Little Tokyo's two main priorities for this project are - for there to be ways (via
public art, messaging, and information provided) that this area was once part of the Little Tokyo community (at a time, especially pre-War, when LT's eastern
border was the LA River), and for there to be connectivity and linkages to the LT neighborhood. This last priority seems to be only achieved in option B. However, if
other options were to include this connection, that would suffice.

94

11/30/2019

Email

Erik Miron

Hello,

My name is Erik Miron, | live near the LA River at 120 S. Vignes St., Los Angeles, CA 90012 (in downtown/Little Tokyo/Arts District neighborhood). | would like to
voice my support for expanding and connecting the LA River bike path between Long Beach and Burbank/Glendale, and for other cycling projects. | am a musician
and travel to jobs primarily by bicycle, so any improvements to cycling infrastructure make my life safer and more pleasant. | use the cycling infrastructure of Los
Angeles as my primary means of transportation for work; because cycling is a critical part of how | make a living, | am very interested in this and other cycling
projects.

I would urge Metro to take a number of elements into consideration when moving forward with this project:

1.) Please construct a path that will not be subject to weather closures. The Arroyo Seco bike path has been incredibly frustrating to use because the path is at the
bottom of the channel, and it is so often closed due to even relatively light rains. Furthermore, damage to a small section of the path caused it to be closed for the
better part of a year, forcing cyclists to take much more congested and dangerous routes. If the city is to make cycling a more viable transportation option (and not
just recreation), it needs to create infrastructure that is reliable.

2.) Please make entrances/exits to the LA river path that connect to other cycling infrastructure (bike lanes, Metro stops, etc.). Here in the Arts District, we are only
a few miles away from good cycling paths (Arroyo Seco and LA River), but getting to those paths requires taking surface streets that are dangerous and unpleasant
(cracked pavement, truck traffic, high vehicle speeds due to lack of stop lights/signs, etc.). In an ideal situation, the LA River path would be a backbone that
connects many protected, reversible bike lanes that allow cyclists to travel freely with minimal interaction with motor vehicles).

3.) Please connect the LA River path with the Arroyo Seco bike path. This would be such a game-changer in LA cycling— it would allow cyclists to travel between
Burbank, Long Beach, and Pasadena without interacting with motor vehicles. | know many people who live in Downtown but work in Northeast LA (and vice versa)
who would love to bike to work but do not feel safe doing so using the city’s current infrastructure.

4.) Please find a way to make the bike path open and secure 24 hours a day. This could include ample lighting, patrols by park rangers/police/public safety staff,
etc. The current bike paths have become de facto homeless encampments, discouraging cyclists from using them (and causing resistance from the general public
to construction of additional paths). | realize the solution to the problem of homelessness requires a holistic approach that is largely outside Metro’s line of work
(and the people squatting along the path need somewhere to live), but security is something that must be taken into consideration for ease of use and safety in
any river cycling path.

Feel free to add me to your email list and let me know if there is anything | can to do support the project. My band travels to our performances by bicycle; we would
be interested in performing at events related to the river path. You can find out more about the band at the following website: http://rooftoprevival.com/press/

Best,

Erik Miron
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Dear Chairman Butts:

| am writing to you as a resident of Los Angeles County, a METRO user, a professional architect and urbanist, and an ardent supporter of the ongoing revitalization
of the Los Angeles River, to express both support and concern for the proposed LA River Path Study, to be presented to you tomorrow for approval to move
forward into the official EIR process. First, | highly commend Metro for undertaking such a significant and monumental project to achieve greater connectivity for
bike and other users to and along the Los Angeles River and to realize a long-standing dream of uniting upper and lower River bikeways. It would be truly exciting
to see this goal finally achieved. My concern revolves around the three alternatives that will be presented to you for approval going forward into the EIR process. |
have reviewed the extensive work done in the “Conceptual Design Report”, September 2019, the five alternatives studied, and the three recommended Alternatives
A, B and C. All three alternatives certainly address the six main goals set out as primary decision criteria in the study. However:

o All three entail extensive engineering and construction as part of the solution, including 6 or more bridges and up to a third of the pathway on elevated
infrastructure

o Partly due to this, all three propose preliminary costing potentially well above the current funding, and probably allow too little contingency for cost escalation,

95 12/2/19 Email Alex Ward especially considering the duration of the project and the necessity of property acquisition
o All three propose significant construction in and adjacent to the existing River channel | am concerned that the elaborate nature of the design for these three
alternatives will:
o Lead to significant cost overruns, thus incurring removal of some portions of the project and significant compromise of the design
o Necessitate a much longer timeline for realization, delaying this dream unnecessarily
® Perhaps most importantly, create barriers both physical and financial to other as yet undeveloped ideas for further revitalization, greening and socially beneficial
projects along this section of the Los Angeles River
With these concerns in mind, | encourage the Metro board to approve these three alternatives for study and consideration in the EIR process ONLY if the original,
in-channel bike path proposal contained in the original Metro feasibility study of May 2016 is also included as a further alternative for full analysis and
consideration. The design proposed in the earlier feasibility study, while containing weaknesses that could be solved with further study and community input, more
successfully addresses the concerns outlined above than any of the other proposed alternatives. | hope this expression of both support and concern will help guide
you and the entire Metro board as you vote to advance a major project affecting both the future of the city and its River. Sincerely, Alex Ward
Dear Lauren,
Please accept this letter as LARABA’s comment for the environmental scoping of the above project. We have reviewed the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is
now posted to your website. We have also reviewed the Metro report that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study. Our request is that the
environmental scope be expanded to include a review of some of the options that were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives.
To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the channel or incised into the Levy was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are
presented. We strongly believe that studying the environmental impact of an in-channel alignment would benefit the project as an addition to any one of the
alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following reason:
Cost I: The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel alignment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17
point of access were to be used. for a total cost of $279.916,420.00
The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:
Alternative A: $329M-$443M
Alternative B: $393M-$523M
Alternative C: $332M-$446M

Los Angeles River  Considering that the budget for this project, voted on by people that approved measure M is $365M, Alternative B should not be an Alternative. Further, the
96 12/4/2019 Letter NA Gabrielle Newmark Artists & Business  probability of Alternative A and C remaining on target with the approved measure M budget is questionable at best and requires significant scrutiny. As we review

Association

available data of the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across the Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm to bring the
cost to a place where it would be within the allowed budget of $365M. Another reason for the big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top
channel alignment is the fact that some of the land at the top of the channel is owned by private stakeholders and it will have to go through eminent domain.

Cost II: A detailed analysis of the crossing appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 Street. Although
this is described as “one crossing”, it in fact will likely end up as one of the most complex bridges ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails meandering
through a maze of rail road and street bridges with very tight clearances above and below, and very limited space for structural support. This crossing by itself can
“drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without careful cost analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project comes into question.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles River Master plan:

The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path to be able to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail
crossings and freeways. These super-structures will require spanning the length of the river and the obstacles that can range between 80-to 200’-00 spans.These
structures will require massive foundations that will surcharge the existing Levy and will make the future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River
Master plan practically impossible. Any removal of concrete and widening of the channel would not be significantly more expensive or impossible and could render
a city approved master plan into a document that collects dust on a shelf for this 7.8 miles.
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Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path”

Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three alternatives is that the three alternatives where developed under the instruction of elected
officials stating that the bike path “must” be operational 365 days a year. That statement rendered the feasibility study useless as clearly one cannot use an in-
channel path during a rainy day. Based on the analysis that was included in the feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom of the channel will not be
used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be no problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy
day is minimal if not negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the daily cost per user be compared to the cost of each one of the alternatives as well
as the cost of the In-Channel plan that was studied in the Feasibility study.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a significant portion of the alignment (more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of
LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these lines have the highest voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative health

impact on the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further away from the electric lines and providing proper notification for users may be
recommendation.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling alignment is within 20'-0 feet or less of the busiest railroad leading to Union Station.
Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines is counterintuitive to a project that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the streets of the
city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze who the new bike path is serving.

There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-alternative studies. According the feasibility study (Pg. 140) there are 208,000
residents living within the Three-mile corridor of the project area. According to the 3-alternative studies (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same
3-mile corridor...Someone seems to have made a big mistake. Regardless of the massive discrepancy, the study should analyze the most important benefit which
isclosing the gap between the two existing bike paths, one that goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long Beach and Seal Beach, and the other from Riverside Dr. to the
Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be serving a significantly larger constituency and will provide a real alternative for mechanized transportation for
millions of people. The study should look at the long-term health benefits of Angelino’s that will shift from driving to work, to safely cycling to work through the
major employment centers located along the river (DTLA and the entire Industrial area along 70% of the proposed bike path.)

Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river.

The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where requested by elected official under the need to provide equitable access on both side of the river.
Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16 existing bridges that connect local streets and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new
bridges just to justify access to one side of the river or another seems questionable. The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis of building a
new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to the future path. Whether the alignment of the path is on the West or the East
Side of the river is negligible if it provides convenient access to the local streets and sidewalk network.

Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle turns are introduced.

Due to the introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like
rail roads, it appears that no less than 12 and possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class” bike way. What do these turns mean for
commuting cyclists and what would be the minimum radius that these paths would have to comply to make sure the path remains a “world class” bike path.

Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between Washington Blvd and Bandini BI.
The study should examine the benefit of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to mirror the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central
low-flow channel that provides ample dry space on either side of the channel)

We respectfully ask that NONE of these alternatives be presented to the Board in September and that the project team stay true to its mandate to provide a bike
path gap closure that would offer a true sustainable alternative to driving a car in the region.

Sincerely,
Gabrielle Newmark
President, LARABA
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Mountains
Recreation and

Hello,

Thank you for hosting multiple scoping meeting events. | am glad to see this project moving forward. My personal comments on the LA River Path are as follows:
1) Consider the standard width to include directional bike path lanes and an additional pedestrian walkway, when space allows. | use the existing bike path along
the LA River as both a bicyclist and a pedestrian and find the existing shoulder very narrow. As connectivity is increased along the LA River, more user-ship is

anticipated; therefore, please consider allowing viewing platforms or additional pedestrian space.

2) In addition, there are so many people that live relatively close to the existing bike path and have no knowledge that they can enjoy this access. Please consider as
many access points as possible in your new project.

97 12/4/2019 Website Sarah Kevorkian Conservation 3) Taking into consideration existing and future open spaces will be a great indicator of success in this project. There are already investments made along the River
Authorit and this bike path can connect those spaces. Also, there are so many opportunities for future open spaces that will depend on your project. Please consider the
Y future project opportunities for which the LA River Path Project may act as a general outline for.

4) I'm curious about what programming will take place if and when the project is completed. The construction of the LA River Path will be a great success and an

awesome resource for the community; however, there are many individuals, such as long-time residents, who are not even aware of the bike path. | encourage you

to continue programming about the facilities, even after construction.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments and | would like to continue to be involved in these conversations regarding the LA River path.

Thank you,

Sarah Kevorkian

Please consider connecting the Arroyo Seco bike path to the LA River bike path at the Confluence of the two rivers. Leaving this connection out means missing a
08 12/4/2019 Website Roy Orecchio vital opportunity to join an already existing bike path reaching as far north as South Pasadena to the rest of the LA River bike system.

Thank you.
99 12/4/2019 Email David Syner Ridiculous how long this takes to build an 8 mile pedestrian /bike trail / released in 2021. begin until 2023, with a completion date of 2027

Greetings,

One of the difficulties for me evaluation the three options is not knowing the proposed design of the 'incised' and 'elevated' sections of the path.

My concerns are:

1) Safety. Is the width consistent with bank-top path widths, with shoulders for pedestrians. What is the visibility of users, are there places where there is little
100 12/4/2019 Email Todd Saalman exposure, providing cover for those who might accost users? | apologize if this information has already been made available; if so, please provide it to me.

2) Cost. Do the different plans have different costs and might be subject to overruling due to that rather that to the benefit of users?

3) How much if any of the proposed additions cross roads (where traffic crossings are required), go under roads or go over roadways?
4) Lighting. Nature, hours active? Would any of the path be restricted at any time (other than high river flow rates)?

Kind Regards,
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the draft plan. | do not have the knowledge or expertise of the specific conditions and technical issues that
would warrant advocating for one of the specific draft proposals over the others. However, | would like to offer these recommendations in light of my experience
with the Glendale Narrows section of the river path and experience travelling around the city by bicycle, transit and by foot.

A key element that will make the path useful and used will be its ease of access and interconnectedness with the streets, neighborhoods, destinations, transit hubs
and other features that it passes through. Every effort should be made to create access points at every opportunity, even when there is not the budget or physical
conditions to create large, decorative access points. A path with limited access will likely serve as a limited use recreational path only. The path has a real
opportunity to become a serious transportation resource for cyclists, transit riders, pedestrians and shared use services (scooters, etc.) Older sections of the river
path were long hampered by limited number of access points, fenced off openings to local streets, and general hiddenness and inaccessibility.

101 12/4/2019 Website David Matsu
Beyond just creating points of access it is vital that the path be designed and supported in ways that integrate it into the broader environment instead of seeing it
as a stand alone, isolated recreational resource. Wayfinding signage is vital both on the path itself as well as on local streets, transit centers, etc. that are parts of
the larger area served by the path. Effort should be made to integrate the path into the city's broader bicycle lane network, bike share stations, small and large train
and bus nodes, and other resources. In short, | encourage you to think, design, and implement the river path as part of a city wide transportation network.
While the path extension will be a great addition to the city as a recreational resource, it's real transformational opportunity is in its potential to become a genuine
transportation backbone that serves, expands and supports the broader system of alternative transport that Los Angeles and Metro are attempting to build.
Thank you
102 12/4/2019 Website Carlos Montes I live in Boyle Helght§ in 90023 area code and within a short walking distance to the LA river. | live in a high density area. We need more and easy access areas for
recreation to the LA river.
Lauren Cencic,
Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the subject project. The following comments
from Los Angeles County Public Works (Public Works) are for your consideration:
1. The Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) has stream gaging facility on the west side of the LA River within the vicinity of the path project:
F57C-R: L.A. River Above Arroyo Seco. * Care should be taken that the path project does not affect the operation of or access to the stream gaging facility.
2. This project will need a flood permit and use agreement with LACFCD. Additionally, an Operation & Maintenance document must also be provided to and
approved by LACFCD.
3. This project is included as an existing project in the LA River Master Plan (LARMP) updates and is in line with LARMP updates' goals for access, trails, and
connectivity. This project will need to follow the new LARMP design guidelines that are currently in development.
4. Please note there is a large homeless population within the northern portion of the proposed project. The DEIR should address any impacts and include
mitigations as needed.
. Los Angeles County We request the opportunity to review the future environmental document when it is available. Please route all future documents to Mr. Jose Suarez of Public
103 12/4/2019 Email Jose Cruz Department of . . . - . .
Public Works Works, Land Development Division. If you have any question or require additional information, please contact Mr. Jose Suarez at (626) 458-4921 or
jsuarez@dpw.lacounty.gov<mailto:jsuarez@dpw.lacounty.gov>.
Jose D. Cruz
Civil Engineering Assistant
Los Angeles County Public Works
Office#: (626) 458-4921
Project Number: PRJ2019-000294
Plan Name: RPPL2019006356
Plan Type: Environmental
Work Class: Environmental Plan
Location: Various Along LA River
LDD Project Manager: Toan Duong
PCA # | Task #: LOACEQAF/A559
104 12/4/2019 Website James Okazaki Little Tokyo Inasmuch as Option B proposed to have access to Little Tokyo, | support Option B as the preferred alternative for the LA River Bike Path
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Bike path needs to be accessible from both sides of the river. There's no access to the bike path from the east side of the River between Fletcher Dr. and Riverside
Dr., which is a distance of about 3 miles. Absent a bridge, the Los Angeles communities of Cypress, Glassell Park, Mount Washington, and Eagle Rock will not
have access to the bike path. There needs to be a bridge in the Rio de Los Angeles State Park area, which is at about the half way point between Fletcher and
Riverside.

105 12/4/2019 Email Walter Davis
Walter Davis
[Redacted]

106 12/4/2019 Email David Johnsonny | just wish the path would be safe for cyclist. Lights and maybe those emergency panic buttons or just anything. Cuz the path near los felix is a bit sketchy at times
with homeless n stuff.
Hello,
My name is Kevin Bruce. I'm a developer and a member of CCALA. | met Julia Brown at the November meeting. She put me in touch with Michael Cortez, with
whom I've recently left a couple of messages but have yet to hear back.
I was informed of the week of community meetings, unfortunately, my schedule didn’t allow for me to attend. | left a brief message on Mr. Cortez’s voicemail.
| have a series of development projects that address Angela Barranca, of River LAs, call for installations along that path that have bathrooms.
My developments, referred to as Urban Recreation Centers, are vertical parks with recreational facilities, that include bathrooms and I'd like to look into Measure
M funds to see if they qualify for construction and sustainability under the umbrella of improving system connectivity and enhancing bike and pedestrian
connections.
These developments will incorporate modern technology as they will all be LEED certified green buildings and will be inter-connected through their internet cafes.
These URCs are set to be dispersed about DTLA and connect to the LA River Path.

107 12/4/2019 Email Kevin Bruce ISI Development

I would love the opportunity to give a full presentation of the details of the URCs and how | see them complementing the LA River Path Plan.
| wanted to get my “public comment “ in during the open comment period.

Please contact me to 1) inform me if such a project qualifies under Measure M, and 2) to schedule a full presentation on how | see the URCs being beneficial as
well as providing restrooms.

Thank you very much for your time, and many apologies to Mr. Cortez for me not being as timely as | need to be with this subject, | wish | could have been
involved earlier.

Please get back to me at your earliest convenience. | prefer phone calls over emails, but contact me either way.
Kevin Bruce

ISI Development
626-533-1910
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12/4/2019

Email

Kevin Bruce

IS| Development

Hello,

My name is Kevin Bruce. I'm a developer and a member of CCALA. | met Julia Brown at the November meeting. She put me in touch with Michael Cortez, with
whom I've recently left a couple of messages but have yet to hear back.

I was informed of the week of community meetings, unfortunately, my schedule didn’t allow for me to attend. | left a brief message on Mr. Cortez’s voicemail.

| wanted to get my “public comment “ in during the open comment period.

| have a series of development projects that address Angela Barranca, of River LAs, call for installations along that path that have bathrooms.

My developments, referred to as Urban Recreation Centers(TM), are vertical parks with recreational facilities, that include bathrooms and I'd like to look into
Measure M funds to see if they qualify for construction and sustainability under the umbrella of improving system connectivity and enhancing bike and pedestrian

connections.

These developments will incorporate modern technology as they will all be LEED certified green buildings and will be inter-connected through their internet cafes.
These URCs are set to be dispersed about DTLA and connect to the LA River Path.

I would love the opportunity to give a full presentation of the details of the URCs and how | see them complementing the LA River Path Plan.

Please contact me to 1) inform me if such a project qualifies under Measure M, and 2) to schedule a full presentation on how | see the URCs being beneficial as
well as providing restrooms.

Thank you very much for your time, and many apologies to Mr. Cortez for me not being as timely as | need to be with this subject, | wish | could have been
involved earlier.

Please get back to me at your earliest convenience. | prefer phone calls over emails, but contact me either way.
Kevin Bruce

ISI Development
626-533-1910
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12/5/2019

Website

Greg Bianchini

Closing the gap in the bike path would be wonderful. It would really open up the recreational possibilities, and also allow people to more safely commute into
downtown by bike. Please proceed ASAP! Right now getting from the northern to the southern paths requires a death defying ride through downtown traffic.

110

12/5/2019

Website

Sebastian Lozano

This looks like a great project with multiple benefits for the community. It is an excellent opportunity to link the people who live in the area to one of the city's most
iconic natural resources. The Los Angeles River is the genesis of the city and has been the life source of the Tongva, the Spanish, the Mexicans, and later, the
Americans who have made Los Angeles home.

| do believe; however, that since this project will cut through the regions many Latino neighborhoods, there should be cultural considerations made. | believe that
this project can be great for moving people from the Eastside to DTLA efficiently, but it can also be a cultural landmark that can honor the City's Chicana/o
residents who have seen their homes and livelihoods changed with increased and rapid gentrification. Much of that gentrification enabled by Metro projects. |
support incorporating a large mural project along the bike path that would highlight local Chicana/o artists and honor the people who have called the Eastside
their home for generations. | would cite Destination Crenshaw as a perfect example of what Metro can do along this bike path with a fraction of the cost. Metro
awarded Destination Crenshaw $15 million, it would cost much less to provide local Chicana/o muralists with the space and resources to create colorful and
thought provoking murals honoring this City's Mexican and Chicana/o history.

As you begin to enter the more active planning stages of this project, please consider adding a mural project component that would highlight and honor the City's
Chicana/o and Mexican history. This will not only make the bike path an efficient artery for the movement of people, but it will make this bike path a cultural
landmark and destination. it would be great if people using the bike path can take in a mural while enjoying sweeping views of the city and be reminded of the
people and history Los Angeles is so rich with. Also, adding a Chicana/o mural component to this project would help Metro in building goodwill with the
community! | strongly urge you to take this into consideration and dream big for what this project can be beyond a bike path.

P.S. the bike path path should be either elevated or top-of-bank. Anything that can get the bike path closed down during rain should not be considered.

Thank you for your time!
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12/5/2019

Website

Concerned Off-
Steve Messer Road Bicyclists
Association

On behalf of the Concerned Off-Road Bicyclists Asssociation, 1'd like to submit these comments in support of the effort to close the 8 mile gap in the LA River
bikeway. We support designs that will minimize the need to close the path during wet weather and high water events.

We would also like to propose that a bicycle skills park and/or a pump track be considered as an additional recreational amenity somewhere along the path,
preferably in a park setting with other recreational and open space amenities. A bicycle skills park that is suitable for most styles of bikes would encourage younger
riders to get out and get much-needed physical activity.

CORBA has overseen the construction of a bike skills park in the city of Thousand Oaks, and the community response has been overwhelmingly positive.
With no off-road cycling or mountain biking opportunities in the City of Los Angeles, a bike skills park or pump track would help encourage youth to use their bikes
for more than just transport. A bike skills park that is accessible from the LA River Bikeway would allow kids from miles away to access the park by bicycle instead

of driving.

We have proposed similar facilities at Balboa Park in the San Fernando Valley. Having two such skills parks along the full LA Rlver Bikeway is something we feel
would elevate cycling, encourage physical activity and outdoor exercise, and be an incredibly valuable asset to the community.

112

12/5/2019

Email

John Rossant CoMotion LA

Dear Lauren,

As the head of CoMotion LA, the large forum on new urban mobility, | wanted to write to you directly to add our voice in the review of the three alternatives for the
LA River Path Project. Three years ago, one of the reasons we in fact chose Los Angeles as the home of CoMotion was our excitement about the promise of a grand
new biking and active transportation path along the axis of the LA River that would help knit together our vast city, bring to life the LA River, and encourage active
mobility for Angelenos - with all that implies for the health and wellbeing of our citizens. What is currently being envisaged, however, is very far from that simple,
elegant and important vision.

We have real concerns about the path forward, and believe that the new proposed Alternatives raise some serious issues:

- In-Channel path versus top Channel approach favored in Alternatives A, B, and C: Apart from raising the overall cost of the project in a serious way, we have
concerns that the necessary new super-structures required will put at existential any further greening of the LA River.

- The use of many right-angle turns, as envisaged in the Alternatives, will make it almost impossible to create a 'world class' bike path.

- We have real concerns about the crossing envisaged in all three Alternatives that would run from the north end of Washington Boulevard to south of 26th Street.
As our friends at FOLAR have noted, this would result in "one of the most complex bridges ever built in Los Angeles" and by itself could drain a considerable
portion of the entire budget of the Project.

Thank you, Lauren, for considering some of our reservations. | would be happy to meet up at any time to discuss further.
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12/5/2019

Email

Caltrans (District 7
Division of
Environmental
Planning)

Ron Kosinski

Dear Ms. Cencic,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Los Angeles (LA) River Path Project. An 8-mile bicycle and walking path is
proposed along the LA River from Elysian Valley to the City of Maywood. Upon review of the project description, it was understood the proposed path alignment
intersects the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) facilities at Interstates (1)-5, 1-10, State Route (SR) -110 and US-101.

Coordination with Caltrans is required for the portions of the path that bypass these routes because the airspace below the facilities is owned by Caltrans. To best
designate interagency responsibilities and expectations, a Cooperative (Co-Op) Agreement will be needed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro). The Co-Op Agreement will clearly describe the capacity at which the two agencies will collaborate to effectively complete the
project. The Co-Op Agreement will require Metro prepare a Project Study Report-Project Report (PSR-PR) and obtain an encroachment permit. The PSR-PR will
study the effects of the proposed project and the encroachment permit will provide Metro the right to access the area within Caltrans right-of-way.

Additionally, Caltrans will serve as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and work together with Metro to have this project
approved. As a Responsible Agency, Caltrans will review the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and analyze any potential impacts the project may have
within-the abovementioned airspace.

The LA River Project is an innovative project with the potential to transform and recreate public space along the LA River. Bicycle and walking paths are part of the
new sustainable vision to reconstruct LA from a car-centric culture to a more mobility diverse system. To better support this change, the DEIR should include the
following bicycle data:

« The Average Daily Trips (ADT) expected to occur on the new proposed bikeway.

« The current ADT on the portions of the LA River bike path existing to the north (San Fernando Valley) and south (Long Beach) of the proposed project.

« The expected number of users and trips occurring during peak hours, off-peak hours, weekends, and weekdays.

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

If you have any further questions, please contact Lourdes Ortega, Senior Environmental Planner at (213) 897-9572. Caltrans looks forward to coordinating with
Metro in this capacity and strongly supports the construction of the LA River Path Project.
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Hello, my name is Jalima Maldonado and | grew up in Boyle Heights and currently live on the Eastside. Over the last couple of years | have seen the Eastside
dramatically change as gentrification intensifies. Though | welcome some of the changes, | have found it difficult to accept the erasure of the historic contributions
and history of the Eastside's Chicana population. Los Angeles used to be famous for its Chicano murals, yet recently gentrification has led to the erasure of many
of these historic murals.

| support this bike path and think that it will be a great addition to the city. | do want to see Metro incorporate Chicano murals into this project. | think that murals

114 12/5/2019 Website Jalima Maldonado would bring people to the bike path beyond commuting. A series of Chicana murals along the bike path would go far in honoring the community which has found
itself under siege by rising rents and increased gentrification. Metro can do great things for mobility and the community with a well thought out muralization
project. There are so many great artists that can contribute to a series of murals along the bike path.

This looks like a really great project and | cannot wait to use it! Thank you for speaking with the community on this project!
Dear Lauren Cencic:
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the environmental review process for the above referenced project. The LA River
Path is a proposed walking and bicycling path along an approximately 8-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through downtown Los Angeles
and the City of Vernon to the City of Maywood. The proposed pedestrian and bicycle path would provide connections to and between downtown Los Angeles,
including the Arts District, Little Tokyo, Civic Center, El Pueblo District/Union Station, and the Wholesale District; the surrounding communities of Elysian Valley,
Cypress Park, Elysian Park, Lincoln Heights, Chinatown, and Boyle Heights; and the cities of Vernon and Maywood. The surrounding area is currently underserved
with limited pedestrian and bicycling infrastructure connecting the communities. Land uses within the Project area include single- and multi-family residences,
commercial and retail uses, industrial development, parks and recreational uses including the Los Angeles State Historic Park, health and medical facilities,
educational institutions, flood control facilities, and transportation facilities.
After reviewing the NOP, Caltrans has the following comments: Caltrans encourages projects of this nature that create high quality transportation alternatives for
local and inter-regional trips. State-level policy goals related to sustainable transportation seek to reduce the number of trips made by driving, reduce Greenhouse
Gas (GHGQ), and encourage alternative modes of travel. Caltrans' Strategic Management Plan has set targets of tripling trips made by bicycle and double trips
made by walking and public transit by 2020. The Strategic Plan also seeks to achieve a 15% reduction in statewide, per capita, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by
L 2020. Similar goals are embedded in the California Transportation Plan 2040, and Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Regional
Caltrans (District 7 ; e . . . . . . . e
. L - Transportation Plan. Statewide "Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California's economy and livability
s 12/5/2019 Email Anthony Higgins Office of Regional | o1 1o h as AB 32 and SB 375 Il as Executive Order 5-3-05 and N-19-19, echo the need t tainable devel t. Projects, like th
Planning) egislation such as AB 32 an , as well as Executive Order an , echo the need to pursue more sustainable development. Projects, like the one
proposed, can help California meet these goals.
Additionally , Caltrans recommends the following:
1. Ensure robust connectivity from local surface streets and sidewalks. Adequate connecting facilities are critical to any active transportation network.
2. Provide way-finding signage to highlight access points to the LA River Pathway.
3. Look for opportunities to enhance safety for pedestrians/bicyclists in areas on or near Freeway on- and off-ramps and consult with Caltrans regarding any
proposed improvements.
4. As the project will cross under or adjacent to the 1-5, SR-110, US-101, and 1- 1 0, multiple Caltrans permits and design approvals will be required.
5. An encroachment permit will be required for any portion of the project that is within Caltrans Right of Way.
6. If available, please provide a Construction Traffic Management Plan and Truck Haul Route Program for Caltrans review.
7. Bicycle and pedestrian detours during construction should meet or exceed standards required in the California Manual on Uniform Control Devices. Maintaining
viable detour routes during construction, that include adequate barriers against motorized traffic, is critical to the safety and comfort of pedestrians and bicyclists.
8. Any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. We recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute periods.
If you have any questions, please contact project coordinator Anthony Higgins, at anthony.higgins@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2019-02878.
As a lifelong resident of Los Angeles, | welcome these projects as they begin to bridge the gaps of equability that exist between the Eastside and the Westside. This
project looks like it has the potential to be a game changer in "bridging" the LA river and making the Downtown core more accessible to the residents who live in
the communities of Cypress Park, Lincoln Heights, and Boyle Heights. | hope that you strive to make the bike path accessible for ALL and make it safe for women
at all hours of operation. Women should be able to use this bike path and not have to worry about being attacked. For this reason | suggest that the bike path be
. . built with as much exposure as possible. | feel that an elevated or top bank plan would best suit this need to make people feel safe. Exposure and light are key! |

116 12/5/2019 Website Rose Gutierrez also favor Metro using the bike gath as an opportunity create a serier> of muF:als using Chicano artists to depict theiisth))ry and culturepofthe Chicafo comml,)llnity.
Los Angeles was once well known for its Chicano murals and this project could honor the Chicano community by allowing themselves to be represented in this
large project that will be enjoyed by all.

Thank you.
n7 12/5/2019 Email Yuval Bar-Zemer Linear City Dear Lauren,

Development LLC

Please accept this letter as summery of points which | believe should be addressed during the
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environmental review process. | have carefully studied the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is now posted to your website. | have also reviewed the Metro report
that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study (2016). | request that the environmental scope will be expanded to include a review of some of the options
that were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives. To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the
channel or incised into the Levy was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are presented. | strogly believe that studying the environmental impact of an
in-channel alignment would benefit the project as an addition to any one of the alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following reason:

Cost I:

The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel alignment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17 point
of access would be used. for a total cost of $279.916,420.00

The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:

Alternative A: $329M-$443M

Alternative B: $393M-$523M

Alternative C: $332M-$446M

Considering that the budget for this project as voted by people that approved measure M is $365M, Alternative B should not be an Alternative and that the
probability of Alternative A and C to remain with he approved measure M budget is questionable and requires significant scrutiny. As we review available data of
the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across the Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm to bring the cost to a place
where it would be within the allowed budget of $365M. Other reason for a big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top channel alignment is
the fact that some of the land at the top of the channel is owned by private people and it will have to go through eminent domain

Cost Il

A detailed analysis of the crossing that appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 street. Although
this is described as “one crossing” in fact this will probably end up one of the most complex bridges ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails meandering
through a maze of rail road and street bridges with very tight clearances above and below, very limited space for structural support. This crossing by itself can
“drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without carful cost analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project would be at question.
Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on Severn historically designated bridges. Every one of the three alternatives is
intersecting going through, above or below historic bridges that are subject to secretary of State standards. Environmental scope should include the impact of the
three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles River Master plan: The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path
to be able to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail crossings and freeways. These super-structures will require spanning the length of the river and the
obstacles that can range between 80- to 200’-00 spans. These structures will require massive foundation that will surcharge the existing Levy and will make any of
the future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River Master plan practically impossible. Any removal of concrete and widening the channel would
not be significantly more expensive or impossible and will render a city approved master plan a document that will dust on a shelf for this 7.8 miles.
Environmental scope should analyze the the specific demand in between every point of access of the path. The current report (3 Alternatives) has provided a useful
demand analysis with a projection for 2035. However this level of data is grossly lacking as it is the most important parameter of analyzing objectives for the path.
The environmental review should provide an analysis that will show demand for each section (between two points of access) and should provide different data for
pedestrian demand andCycling demand. This information is critical as it will be a tool for responsible design that meets the actual need of each segment. It will
also provide a toll for projecting “return on investment” from a green perspective. How many car trips would be replaced by cycling trips and what is the carbon
benefit of that). It is also critical to understand the role of this segment as part of the combined length of the path as it clearly will be now serving all communities
that are within 3 miles of the path from Long Beach (or Seal Beach) to Griffith Park and very shortly all the way to Canoga park.

Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path” Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three
alternatives is that the three alternatives where develop under the instructions by elected officials that the bike path “must” be operationa 1365 days a year. That
statement made the feasibility study render useless as clearly one can not use an in-channel path during a rainy day. Based on the analysis that was included in the
feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom of the channel will not be used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be no
problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy day is minimal if not negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the
daily cost per user would compare the cost of each one of the alternatives with the cost of the In-Channel version that was studied in the Feasibility study.
Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation. Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a
significant portion of the alignment (more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these lines have the highest
voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative health impact on the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further
away from theelectric lines and providing proper notification for users may be recommendation. Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in
active transportation. Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling alignment is within 20’-0 feet or less of the busiest railroad leading to
Union Station. Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines iscounter intuitive to a project that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the
streets of the city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze the who is the new bike path is serving. There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-
alternative study. According the feasibility study (Pg. 140 there are 208,000 residents living within the Three-mile corridor of the project area. According to the 3-
alternative study (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same 3-mile corridor.... Someone must have made a big mistake. Regardless of the correct
answer, the study should analyze the most important benefit which is closing the missing gap of two existing bike path one that goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long
beach and Seal beach, and the other from Riverside Dr to the Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be serving a significantly larger constituency and will
provide a real alternative for mechanized transportation for millions of people. The study should look at the long-term health befits of Angelson that will move
from driving to work to safely cycling to work in the major employment centers that are right along the river (DTLA and the entire Industrial area along 70% of the
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proposed bike path.) Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river. The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where
requested by elected official under the need to provide equitable access on both side of the river. Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16
existing bridges that connect local streets and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new bridges just to justify access to one side of the river or another seems
questionable.

The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis of building a new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to
the future path. Whether the alignment of the path is on the West or the East side of the river is negligible if it provides convenient access to the local street and
sidewalk network. Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle turns are introduced. Due to the
introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like rail roads, it
appears that no less than 12 and possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class bike way. What do these turns mean for commuting cyclists
and what would be the minimum radius that these paths would have to comply to make sure the path remains a “world class’ bike path.

Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between Washington Blvd and Bandini Bl. The study should examine the benefit
of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to mirror the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central low-flow channel that provides ample
dry space on either side of the channel)

118

12/5/2019

Website

Aditi Shakkarwar

I think this is a great project and will increase bike access in the city. | would love to see a series of murals alongside the bike path that are commissioned to local
Chicano/a artists and pay tribute to the Chicano/a heritage of the many neighborhoods the bike path will go through.

119

12/5/19

Email

Brian Baldauf

Mountains
Recreation and
Conservation
Authority

Dear Ms. Cencic:

The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) respectfully submits comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Los Angeles River Path Project (Project) along an approximately 8-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley
through downtown Los Angeles, the City of Vernon, and ending at the City of Maywood. The MRCA supports the development of a continuous multi-user path with
access points along the Los Angeles River, connecting to the surrounding communities, and the significant accomplishment of 32-miles of regional connectivity to
the existing River paths to the north and south. This letter highlights items the MRCA hopes to be addressed in the planning, development, and analysis of the LA
River Path Project and it's EIR.The MRCA is a public agency which was established in 1985 pursuant to the Joint Powers Act and is a partnership between the Santa
Monica Mountains Conservancy, the Conejo Recreation and Park District, and the Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District. The MRCA manages more than
75,000 acres of parkland and is dedicated to the preservation and management of local open space and parkland, wildlife habitat, watershed lands, and trails as
well as ensuring public access to public parkland. As advocates for the Los Angeles River, we have actively acquired and developed open spaces adjacent to the
River, We have and continue to develop and provide planning of River and tributary path greenways (e.g. Elysian Valley Bikeway, Studio City Zev Yaroslavsky Los
Angeles River Greenway Trail, Tujunga Wash Greenway, Pacoima Mountain Bikeway, and Ballona Creek/Park to Playa) and existing parks (e.g. Elysian Valley
Gateway Park, Lewis MacAdams Riverfront Park, Egret Park, Maywood Riverfront Park, Pacoima Wash Natural Park, and Compton Creek Natural Park) and
planned future parks (e.g. Caballero Creek Confluence Park, Pacoima Wash Greenway-El Dorado Park, Arroyo Seco Confluence Park-Phase 2 and Taylor Yard-G2)
located along existing and future River paths. The MRCA has been engaged as a stakeholder with the proposed Project over the last several years and during this
scoping period by attending community events and the bus tour. We have compiled below a list of items with which we would like to share with you and hopefully
will be thoroughly analyzed in your study:

Access Points

The Project’s Feasibility Study currently proposes access points to be studied at every one-half mile along the River; however, the MRCA encourages Metro to take
an approach that maximizes additional regular access points due to the need for frequent access to the Project. The currently proposed spacing cadence of access
points seems sparse considering the dense, diverse communities that surround the Project. Though access points may be prohibitively expensive, Metro has an
opportunity to create meaningful access points for these diverse neighborhoods and should study as many access points as possible, even if some may need to be
developed in a phased approach. Connection to Existing and Planned Open Space Assets Based on our experience, immediate connectivity to adjacent developed
public open space assets will symbiotically enhance usership of both spaces. In our estimation, Alternative A is the superior alignment in that the Project provides
the simplest connection to the regionally significant Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP) by remaining on River right. Alternatives B and C do not accomplish
this goal as they require a slight or more off-path connection via bridge from River left. Connectivity to an established open space provides a valuable resource to
those using the future Project as it allows them to continue to recreate, decrease vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and also serves as a meaningful stopping venue,
such as in this case to regionally important LASHP.Further, Alternative A includes a potential secondary greenway corridor on River left through Cypress
Park/Lincoln Heights that will additionally connect existing and new parks that we see as a better option. MRCA is currently in design development of Arroyo Seco
Confluence Park-Phase 2 that will be a link from existing and new River right users over the Figueroa/Riverside Bridge and could easily tie into this secondary loop
and an eventual Arroyo Seco Greenway, as proposed in the Draft Upper Los Angeles River and Tributaries (ULART) Revitalization Plan. We look forward to working
with Metro on planning this important connection.

Greenway Enhancements

Greenway improvements constructed alongside transportation paths and corridors are important and provide multiple benefits. Oftentimes, non-motorized
vehicular paths may be implemented in phases due to available funding at the time with greenway improvements to be constructed later. The MRCA supports the
priority goal to implement greenway improvements that include irrigated native plant landscaping, trees, stormwater best management practices (BMPs), shade,
seating and gathering areas, and interpretive elements. These multi-benefit elements can be essential to the providing aesthetic continuity, resource conservation,
habitat connectivity, cues to care, and generally useable spaces. We further encourage you to include analysis in your study that considers in-channel landscaped
terracing that is co-located adjacent with the proposed path and offers greenway improvements where they may not be otherwise available due to narrow right-of-
ways.
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Existing Recreation Zones

The existing seasonal (May-September) Elysian Valley Los Angeles River Recreation Zone (RRZ) has an in-channel take-out access point just up-stream of the
MRCA’s Egret Park. RRZ users exiting the River with kayaks or other steerable watercraft regularly need to cross the existing River path in order to get to staged
vehicles for loading. The intersection of users and equipment can create conflicts and we welcome that your study examine strategies for optimizing this transition
zone. As this is the northern terminus of the Project, we request that Metro consider this existing recreational access point into your work, and how safety for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and individuals transporting their equipment across the path can be expanded. Furthermore, if off-path space for staging, loading, bike
parking, and/or congregating of RRZ users and path users can be added into your Project would be an additional value captured. Consideration of the seasonal
use of the access point should also be taken into account during the staging and construction of the Project.

Future Recreation Zones

Finally, the MRCA requests that Metro take future recreation zones into consideration when planning the Project, so as to not preclude future recreational
opportunities for the public. There remain opportunities for future RRZs that could be implemented downstream of Elysian Valley all of the way to Long Beach,
notably in the Project area perhaps near Downtown LA.. Though they have not been implemented to date, use of inchannel inflatable dams could create multiple or
linked RRZs, and would require the same conditions described in the above comment. We look forward to working with Metro as this process continues, and
thank you for reviewing our comments pertaining to the Los Angeles River Path Project. Please keep us informed as your team progresses and contact me with any
questions at

(323) 221-9944 x 190 or at brian.baldauf@mrca.ca.gov.

Just do it! This will be an incredible asset for The LA region. Ride your bike to the beach from downtown!

120 12/5/2019 Email Tom Perkins
Sent from my iPhone
Dear Lauren,
Please accept this letter as ADCCLA’s comment for the environmental scoping of the above project. We have reviewed the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is
now posted to your website. We have also reviewed the Metro report that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study. Our request is that the
environmental scope be expanded to include a review of some of the options that were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives.
To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the channel or incised into the Levy was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are
presented. We strongly believe that studying the environmental impact of an in-channel alignment would benefit the project as an addition to any one of the
alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following reason:
Cost I:
The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel alignment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17 point
of access were to be used. for a total cost of $279.916,420.00
The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:
Alternative A: $329M-$443M
Alternative B: $393M-$523M
Alternative C: $332M-$446M
Considering that the budget for this project, voted on by people that approved measure M is $365M, Alternative B should not be an Alternative. Further, the

121 12/6/2019 Letter NA Todd Terrazas Arts District probability of Alternative A and C remaining on target with the approved measure M budget is questionable at best and requires significant scrutiny.

Community Council

As we review available data of the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across the Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm
to bring the cost to a place where it would be within the allowed budget of $365M

Another reason for the big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top channel alignment is the fact that some of the land at the top of the
channel is owned by private stakeholders and it will have to go through eminent domain

Cost I

A detailed analysis of the crossing appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 Street.

Although this is described as “one crossing”, it in fact will likely end up as one of the most complex bridges ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails
meandering through a maze of rail road and street bridges with very tight clearances above and below, and very limited space for structural support.

This crossing by itself can “drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without careful cost analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project
comes into question.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles River Master plan:

The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path to be able to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail
crossings and freeways. These super-structures will require spanning the length of the river and the obstacles that can range between 80- to 200’-00 spans. These
structures will require massive foundations that will surcharge the existing Levy and will make the future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River
Master plan practically impossible. Any removal of concrete and widening of the channel would not be significantly more expensive or impossible and could render
a city approved master plan into a document that collects dust on a shelf for this 7.8 miles.
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Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path”

Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three alternatives is that the three alternatives where developed under the instruction of elected
officials stating that the bike path “must” be operational 365 days a year. That statement rendered the feasibility study useless as clearly one cannot use an in-
channel path during a rainy day. Based on the analysis that was included in the feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom of the channel will not be
used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be no problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy
day is minimal if not negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the daily cost per user be compared to the cost of each one of the alternatives as well
as the cost of the In-Channel plan that was studied in the Feasibility study.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a significant portion of the alignment (more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of
LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these lines have the highest voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative health impact on
the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further away from the electric lines and providing proper notification for users may be
recommendation.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling
alignment is within 20'-0 feet or less of the busiest railroad leading to Union Station. Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines is counter intuitive to a project
that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the streets of the city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze who the new bike path is serving.

There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-alternative studies.

According the feasibility study (Pg. 140) there are 208,000 residents living within the Three-mile corridor of the project area.

According to the 3-alternative studies (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same 3-mile corridor....Someone seems to have made a big mistake.
Regardless of the massive discrepancy, the study should analyze the most important benefit which is closing the gap between the two existing bike paths, one that
goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long Beach and Seal Beach, and the other from Riverside Dr to the Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be serving a
significantly larger constituency and will provide a real alternative for mechanized transportation for millions of people. The study should look at the long-term
health benefits of Angelino’s that will shift from driving to work, to safely cycling to work through the major employment centers located along the river (DTLA and
the entire Industrial area along 70% of the proposed bike path.)

Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river.

The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where requested by elected official under the need to provide equitable access on both side of the river.
Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16 existing bridges that connect local streets and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new
bridges just to justify access to one side of the river or another seems questionable. The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis of building a
new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to the future path.

Whether the alignment of the path is on the West or the East Side of the river is negligible if it provides convenient access to the local streets and sidewalk
network.

Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle turns are introduced.

Due to the introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like
rail roads, it appears that no less than 12 and possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class” bike way.

What do these turns mean for commuting cyclists and what would be the minimum radius that these paths would have to comply to make sure the path remains a
“world class” bike path.

Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between Washington Blvd and Bandini BI.
The study should examine the benefit of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to mirror the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central
low-flow channel that provides ample dry space on either side of the channel)

We respectfully ask that NONE of these alternatives be presented to the Board in September and that the project team stay true to its mandate to provide a bike
path gap closure that would offer a true sustainable alternative to driving a car in the region.
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Hi Lauren,

| am managing the City of LA's proposed Park, Arts, and River Connectivity (PARC) Improvements project underneath the Sixth Street Viaduct, and would like to
comment on the Notice of Preparation for Metro's LA River Path Project. The 12 acre PARC which spans the length of the Viaduct will join the communities of
Boyle Heights and the heart of the Arts District, and will be a vital link to the LA River. It will feature active recreational opportunities, access to art and culture,
and improve the vitality of both communities. In addition, cyclists will be using the West Park as an access point to cross the Viaduct which will include bicycle
lanes. | also understand that Metro is exploring a future rail station near West Park. The existing Sixth Street tunnel immediately adjacent to West Park is a natural
gateway to and from the LA River.

| am encouraged to see that Metro is considering the Sixth Street tunnel as an access point in its LA River Path project for Alternative B and Alternative C. What
concerns me, however, is that Alternative A only considers the Sixth Street tunnel as a *future opportunity* *potential *access point, favoring the 7th Street access
point to the south instead. My colleagues in the City and myself feel that the Sixth Street tunnel access is so important to the area that we are requesting Metro to
include it as an access point in all three Alternatives as the PARC aligns itself well with the statement in the Notice of Preparation for the LA River Path's project
objective of providing a corridor that "enhances and provides recreational opportunities, livability, regional and local connectivity..."

We are hopeful this can be done and are looking forward to the upcoming draft EIR.

On Thu, Oct 31, 2019 at 12:49 PM Jan Green Rebstock <
Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org> wrote:

> FY| attached - Gary you might want to review and comment if there is a more favorable design for connectivity to 6th Street PARC. Comments are due December

City of Los Angeles
122 12/6/2019 Email EEU;’:Z:r;f > Thanks,
g & > Jan
> Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
> Environmental Management Group | Environmental Supervisor Il
> Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
> 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
> Los Angeles, CA 90015
> Phone: 213 485 5761
Gary Lam, P.E.
Sixth Street Viaduct Division | Senior Civil Engineer
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
585 S. Santa Fe Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90013
Mail Stop 495-2
O:213 694 4329 | C: 213 923 4932
gary.lam@lacity.org
<http://eng.lacity.org/> <https://www.facebook.com/LABureauEngineering/>
<https://www.instagram.com/labureauengineering/>
*Proud Recipient of the Mayor's Office 2019 Gender Equity Award!*
123 12/6/2019 Website Phillip Gruber | am very excited about this initiative to connect.the bike .paths on the LA ‘Rlver across the downtown segment. | do not have any preference between the three
proposals, and would favor whichever proposal is most likely to be expediently completed.
Ms. Cencic,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on Metro's LA River Path project.
124 12/6/2019 Email Michael MacDonald | support this important project that seeks to close the gap between north and south sections of the LA River Path, improve opportunities for walking/rolling,

biking, and access to open spaces. | write with the following considerations that | urge Metro's project team address to ensure this project serves the most
community benefit.
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1. *Minimize potential of path closures.* While recreational use may be a large component of an off-street shared use path, many Angelenos use these paths as a
low stress routes for travel and commuting. As we have seen with long and recurring closures of the LA River Path for maintenance and by the Army Corps of
Engineers for flooding concerns, these paths lose much of their value if they are not dependably open. Thus the design types selected must be designed to
maximize the all-season opening. Metro should select the path types that will minimize potential of flooding impacts: use elevated and top of bank path types, and
absolutely avoid bottom of channel paths.

Additionally, Metro should incorporate in its design the ability to perform necessary maintenance of the path in ways that does not prohibit passage during
maintenance. This would mean either path designs that can be accommodate partial path maintenance that accommodates through passage and/or incorporating
opportunities for detours that maintain the same level of safety, access, and comfort that the path provides. One option to meet this need would be to provide
paths on both sides of the channel.

2. *Connectivity/Access:* Metro should prioritize route options and access improvements that maximize access to and from the river path for pedestrians, people
on bikes, and people with disabilities. This means maximizing the number and quality of access points, especially those which connect with current and future
bike infrastructure, quality pedestrian facilities, destinations, and open spaces.

Metro should identify and incorporate design, funding, and implementation for key bike, pedestrian, and transit connections adjacent to the project area. For
example, incorporate adjacent protected bike lanes and pedestrian access on Riverside Drive and Stadium Way within project scope to allow safe and comfortable
access to Elysian Park from LA River Path. Incorporate protected bike lanes on North Spring Street to allow safe and comfortable access between the river path and
LA State Historic Park.

Incorporate access from and connection to all bicycle routes identified on the City of LA's Mobility Plan 2035 'Bicycle Enhanced Network," including Broadway,
North Main St, First St, and 6th St.

Incorporate connections to the 6th Street Viaduct replacement's bike/pedestrian river crossings and bottom of channel access. Consider possible future
connection to an southern extension of the Arroyo Seco Bike Path. Identify and incorporate connection to Metro's in-progress Active Transportation Rail to River
Corridor.

3. *Security:* Provide sufficient lighting for nighttime use, avoid hidden areas from which attacks of path users could be mounted, and provide regular egress
points to allow user escape and to maximize equitable use of the path by women.

4. *Ease of use:* Minimize grade changes throughout the path, particularly as the pass crosses bridges above the river. Avoid relying on on-street crossovers to
connect paths on each bank of the river.

5. *Design to maximize family use:* Provide wide pathways with separate areas for pedestrians and people on bikes and area for side-by-side cycling and walking.
Additionally, as e-bikes and e-scooters become more and more popular, it is critical that the path project incorporates plentiful and legible graphic signage that
makes path use limitations on Type 3 e-bikes and e-scooters clear for all users regardless of language at access points and along the path itself to discourage
dangerous use of the path.

6. *Maximize consideration of Angelenos experiencing homelessness:* Many unhoused Angelenos currently reside in and around the Los Angeles River. These
neighbors rely on pedestrian and bike routes for needed travel. Metro should take every effort in the design of the river path to minimize negative impact to
residents experiencing homelessness, including those design decisions that might create situations that would increase their interactions with law enforcement.

Additionally, while Metro's current project scope may focus on issues related to transportation, the project scope must recognize and take steps to address the
homelessness crisis with which our region finds itself it. Metro's project team should provide recommendations and urgency to County and City agencies to
provide supportive housing and services for unhoused residents who reside in and along the Los Angeles River to help address the needs and well being of these
residents before the project starts construction.

Thank you for your consideration,

Michael MacDonald
[Redacted]

125

12/6/2019

Email

Liz Jones

Los Angeles
Waterkeeper

Ms. Cencic,

Los Angeles Waterkeeper (“Waterkeeper”) submits the following comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the LA River
Path Project.

Waterkeeper is a nonprofit environmental organization with members throughout the LA region. We safeguard LA’s inland and coastal waters by enforcing laws
and empowering communities throughout Los Angeles County. In the twenty-five years since our founding, Waterkeeper has protected L.A. waterways from
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thousands of Clean Water Act violations, worked to ensure access to safe drinking water, encouraged stormwater and wastewater recycling, and generated billions
of investment dollars for remediation of our region’s most threatened waterways. Much of Waterkeeper’s work centers around rehabilitating the Los Angeles River
and its watershed, and Waterkeeper has actively participated in the development of the LA River Master Plan as a Steering Committee member. Waterkeeper
supports many aspects of the Path Project as an important community resource. However, given that the Project will determine the use of an 8-mile stretch
immediately adjacent to the Los Angeles River, it is critical to ensure this project will not foreclose other opportunities for river rehabilitation by coordinating with
other Los Angeles River planning processes. In addition, Metro and its partners at the City of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles should take the opportunity
during the CEQA process to determine the feasibility of providing public access to the Los Angeles River itself, as required by California law, and to more
thoughtfully consider ancillary path improvements like signage and trash receptacles. Don't Foreclose Other Revitalization Opportunities

While Metro alludes to other ongoing revitalization efforts in its informational guidance about the LA River Path Project, more should be done to ensure the Path
Project is appropriately integrated with these larger efforts—including the County LA River Master Plan Update, LA City LA River Revitalization Master Plan, City of
LA pLAn, and Lower LA River Revitalization Plan—and will not foreclose revitalization opportunities envisioned in the efforts.

For example, floodplain reclamation is mentioned in the LA River Master Plan meetings as a key way to reduce flood risk and improve resiliency. It is critical to
determine whether the LA River Path Project will cross parcels that are good candidates for reclamation, based on potential to reduce flood risk, availability of land,
or interest of property-owners to sell. If it will, those portions of the Project should be constructed accordingly—either by building the path on the opposite bank or
by ensuring that the construction method selected does not make it more difficult to reclaim land in the future. The last thing we want is to spend resources
building a particular route that is expensive to move and precludes future projects that could have multiple benefits. Similarly, the pLAn, County Master Plan, LA
City LA River Revitalization Master Plan, and Lower LA River Revitalization Plan suggest concepts like terracing parks into the channel or restoring previously-
industrial areas to create more green space. Some parcels have already been identified to create parks. The Path Project should complement these efforts rather
than complicate them. We are especially skeptical of alternatives that cantilever the path over the river. Unless this option is particularly inexpensive and is
presented as a temporary solution while additional land is acquired, this method will cement current infrastructure in place, inhibit habitat restoration, and
physically separate people from the river. Relatedly, soil contamination should be addressed as the path is being constructed. Based on our experience filing Clean
Water Act enforcement actions against industrial facilities in Vernon, we know that areas adjacent to the river in Vernon have an especially high concentration of
contaminated sites. Metro should be especially thoughtful about the route of the path through Vernon, and should initiate conversations with facility owners early
to acquire parcels and make sure they are safe to ride through. Ignoring these parcels and cantilevering the path will not help create a “safe” or “world-class” path.
Determine the Feasibility of Providing Access to the River. The California Streets and Highways Code requires that entities building new bridges on city or county
“streets” and “highways” across navigable waters first study, conduct public hearings, and prepare a report on the feasibility of providing public access to the
waterway for recreational purposes. Cal. Sts. & High. Code {f 84.5, 991, 1809. This requirement extends to projects like the LA River Path Project because “street”
and “highway” are defined broadly as “all or part of, or any right in, a . . . public highway, road, street, avenue, alley, lane, driveway, place, court, trail, or other
public right-of-way or easement, or purported public street or highway, and rights connected therewith, including, but not limited to, restrictions of access or
abutters' rights, sloping easements, or other incidents to a street or highway.” Id. § 8308. According to the Notice of Preparation and information publicly available
on Metro’s website, the Project will have up to seven river crossings and will be managed by the City and County of Los Angeles . As a result, these bike path
crossings qualify for a river access feasibility analysis; Metro and the two municipalities must investigate opportunities to provide access from the proposed bike
path bridges to the water itself—not just opportunities for access to the bike path from the surrounding community. And that investigation must happen now,
before the crossings are selected and built. The current LA River revitalization planning processes re-imagine the river as a major open space resource for people
living in adjacent communities. The LA River Path Project planning process should aim to further this vision by considering how the path might also provide
access into the river. Our understanding is that the path will be designed for walking and general mobility, not just for bike riding. Therefore, the paths and bridges
should connect people with the water and not just adjacent areas.Consider Improved Signage, Barriers, and Trash Receptacles In conjunction with assessing river
access opportunities, the LA River Path Project should more explicitly include informational signage, barrier, shade trees to reduce the urban heat island effect, and
trash receptacle improvements. The current barriers and signs along the LA River are largely unwelcoming, especially for community members that hope to
access the river channel. Barriers restrict channel access and signs often tell the public to keep out of the river because it is unsuitable for recreational activities.
The new path provides a good opportunity to rethink the barriers and introduce more inviting and educational signage about river access. This signage should be
uniform along the Path so as not to send the public mixed messages about how they can recreate in and around the River. We also advocate for multilingual
educational signage to inform our diverse Angeleno communities about the river’s history, ecology, and flood risk. In addition, barriers and signage should be
reconsidered to facilitate access to the channel while still ensuring the public is informed about the risks during certain times of the year. This would help ensure
compliance with California Constitution Art. X, § 4, which states that “No individual, partnership, or corporation, claiming or possessing the frontage or tidal lands
of a... navigable water in this State, shall be permitted to exclude the right of way to such water whenever it is required for any public purpose, nor to destroy or
obstruct the free navigation of such water.”

Trash receptacles should also be incorporated into the path design as should a plan for maintaining the receptacles and removing the trash regularly. Trash
remains a pervasive water quality pollutant. In fact, California State Water Resources Control Board lists the Los Angeles River Reach 2 as impaired for trash. A
Total Maximum Daily Load has been set to reduce trash and allow the reach to once again support its intended beneficial uses, such as providing aquatic habitat
and recreational opportunities. Receptacles are especially important to introduce because new sections of the path will allow more people to get closer to the river
channel while conducting activities like walking, fishing, and biking that have the potential to generate plastic bottles and other trash.

Conclusion; The LA River Path Project will be one of the first major projects completed along the Los Angeles River since LA River revitalization planning processes
began. Its emphasis on creating recreational space for surrounding communities should serve as an example for future proposed projects along the river. At the
same time, the Path Project presents an important opportunity to set an example for projects going forward. Los Angeles Waterkeeper encourages Metro to
consider the above comments, especially as it works on the next phases of the project.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
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Sincerely,

Liz Jones

Hello,
Please find my comments below on the LA River Path project:
1) Please prioritize access and connectivity. Facilitating connections to key transit hubs along the Gold Line and Union Station will be crucial for those who do not

live adjacent to the path. Also, it is imperative that this project is accompanied by street-grade infrastructure, including new bike lanes. The path will not get use
without these connections.

126 12/6/2019 Email Sebastian Reyes 2) Security. Please provide nighttime lighting. The path has the potential to become more than just a recreational path, but also a commuter bike path. However,

riders must feel safe using the path at night as well.

3) Wayfinding. Ensure that there is sufficient and well-designed signage along the route.

Thank you,

Sebastian Reyes

Sent from my iPhone

We live in cypress park, 90065, and our main wish is to have the rio de Los Angeles state park or the near by metro train Hub be connected to the bike paths so
that we may access Both downtown And studio city/ Burbank by bike without having to ride on scary San Fernando rd at all.

We also would love the bike paths to connect to downtown/ china town along the la river.

We can not wait for the Taylor yard bridge to be built either, but really hope that bridge will be able To be accessed even when the rio de Los Angeles Park is closed
for holidays or what have you.

127 12/6/2019 Website Susanna Boney We also would like it if the paths and access points and areas under the highway overpasses would be policed and the encampments kept an eye on. We know that
homeless people don’t have anywhere else to go, And do not support ticketing them or removing them, but sometimes We fear for our safety when we have to
pass through an encampment where potentially violent people reside.

We also would like it if the Previously mentioned nearby metro train hub that is the one in between the 110 And the rio de Los Angeles state park Off of San

Fernando) could be public; like, that we could walk down and catch a train from there.

Thank you!

| am writing to share my support for the LA River Path Project. Whatsoever, | do think a big focus needs to be on how cyclist can get to the actual river path via a
. . protected bike lane network that is safe, reliable, well maintained, and connected. It is a failure if the river path is developed without fully considering connections

128 12/6/2019 Website Andres Quinche to it. For example getting from Downtown up to the existing entrance of the park in Elysian Valley is quite dangerous and scare, Figueroa is a nightmare for cyclist,
no protected lanes. So please, | urge you to assess how you're getting cyclist from all surrounding neighborhoods onto the new river paths safely.
I'm so happy that LA is expanding the LA river bike bath! | am both a commuter and recreational cyclist. | believe safety, reliability, and ease of connectivity are the
important for any bike path. All three plans look wonderful, | personally prefer alternative A because it has the highest percentage of top bank path, but like the
additional access points of Alternative B.
In regards to safety, will the path be well lit? | have generally avoided the river path after dark due to the isolation and some suspicious characters.

129 12/6/2019 Website Kim Schrock Are there any plans to expand bike paths near the access points for the LA river route?

| have found that in other protected bike paths (such as the San Gabriel River trail), the most perilous moment is when merging from a protected zone into traffic,
especially if it is on a bridge and the access point is obstructed from view of traffic. | think adding a small section of bicycle bollards on streets with low visibility
access points would be helpful (I understand that may be outside the scope of this project).

Thanks again for working on this wonderful project, | look forward to riding on the new path in the future. Have a wonder weekend.
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Sincerely,

Kim Schrock

| support the expansion of the LA River bike path, which by closing gaps in our bicycling infrastructure will enable more people to bicycle safely. | encourage
Metro's project team to maximize the path’s connectivity with streets, parks, Metro stations and other bicycling infrastructure. Much of the LA River bike path
suffers from dangerous ‘last mile’ problems, such as the dangerous connection from Fletcher drive and the often-congested connection between the path and
Griffith Park. At minimum, Metro should incorporate protected bike lanes between the expanded river path and Elysian Park, Riverside Drive and Stadium Way.

Metro should maximize the security of the path by providing sufficient lighting and minimizing spaces where attackers can hide. The design should also address

130 12/6/2019 Website Gabrielle Lessard the reality that unhoused Angelinos live along the river and provide adequate space for them to move about while avoiding confrontations with path users.
Metro should incorporate methods of maintaining the pathway that eliminate or minimize requirements for closure. Prolonged closures like those we have seen
on other parts of the path discourage its use by commuters and others needing to travel from point to point.
Finally, Metro should provide designated lanes for e-bikes and scooters or enforce a prohibition on their use on the path. These fast-moving vehicles can be a
danger to pedestrians and slower-moving cyclists.
Reviewing the plans, | think it's clear that plan A is the safest and most viable option because it includes the most path on top of the riverbank at street level.
Incised and elevated path designs make the path less safe and usable for women users, and are less accessible for more casual users and those with mobility
issues.
131 12/6/2019 Website Kristin Miller UC Santa Cruz
The farther removed | am from sightlines of motorists, pedestrians, and surrounding buildings while using a bike or walking path, the less likely | am to use it
alone, early in the morning, or after dark, as | would need to for through-commuting by bike. | feel strongly that a top-of-bank design is the most equitable, and the
one that will therefore get the most use.
My comments are as follows:
Please provide walkable paths and easy access for all users in the project area.
Plant as many trees and landscaping as possible so to mitigate the air pollution from surrounding industrial areas and nearby freeways.
132 12/6/2019 Email David McDonald Please notify me of future projects in the San Fernando Valley, especially in the Studio City and Sherman Oaks communities as | live along the LA River in Studio
City.
Thank you.
David McDonald
| support the LA River Path Project. It is important for the path to have access to a completed Arroyo Seco bike path for the great communities of Northeast LA to
133 12/6/2019 Website Tim McDonald benefit from the LA River Path project.
Thank you!
Hello and thank you for this opportunity to comment on this important project. | know that we are "late to the game", but it took us some-doing to finally make
the right connection! (I spoke briefly at your Maywood scoping meeting.)
For the past four years, Trails4All has represented the "other-than-bicycle" recreational and commuting trail users on the AB-530, “Lower Los Angeles River
Revitalization Plan Working (LLARRP) Group”. We currently have a Prop-68 grant pending to begin a feasibility study (and hopefully), prepare a trail plan that will
connect the seven "Signature Projects” called out in the LLARRP. (See https://lowerlariver.org/#thePlan) If granted, Trails4All will be partnering with LA County
Parks Trails Planning Section, and with the National Parks Service Rivers Trails Conservation Assistance Program (RTCA).
Historically, the “Lario Trail” is a multi-use trail (dirt path) that parallels the LA River Bike Path, between the confluence of the Rio Hondo in South Gate,
134 12/6/2019 Website Jim Meyer Trails4All downstream to just below Spring Street in Long Beach. (Approx. 9.5 miles.)

The new LLARRP proposes several new Parks, three of which will be upstream of the confluence, and we believe it will be possible to add an additional 4-5 miles of
trail connecting us to the proposed “Atlantic Ave. River Park” in Vernon.

While dirt multi-use trails are preferred by many users who are simply not comfortable sharing a paved path with fast moving bicycles, they are essential for
equestrian users of which there are quite a few. In our lower section there are old, established equestrian stables/communities in South Gate, Paramount, North
Long Beach, Compton, and Long Beach. The City of South Gate’s Hollydale Park offers public riding arenas and pull-through equestrian parking, as does LA
County Parks, with their 72nd St. Equestrian Facility in North Long Beach.
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When we first heard that you all were looking for a way to close the gap for bicyclists between the upper and lower sections of the River, we realized that working
with you would be our ONLY opportunity to connect our equestrian communities with the many equestrian communities in the upper LAR.

There are very few funding sources for recreational trails, and huge costs like acquisitions, bridges or tunnels are generally out of our reach. However, a
partnership whereby designing an adjacent trail, bridge or tunnel that is some feet wider, (as little as six feet may do), is much more feasible. If push-comes-to-
shove (and, since we may be talking about bridges here, this is NOT meant literally ;- ), maybe there could be sections where there would be “traffic control”, and
users would take turns.

We are available (and eager) to discuss this in more detail...
Regards,
Jim Meyer

Executive Director

Trails4All
310-344-9229

To whom it might concern,
However the committee decides to do, | would like to stress the importance of “timing”.
Please do take it into serious consideration that spring (from late February to late April and May) is the “nesting season” for all kinds of birds. When the

committee plans any major constructions, please please please try to avoid these months as it will result seriously detrimental damages to the bird populations
that habitat in these river areas, as the construction itself will already have a huge impact to all wild lives.

135 12/6/2019 Email Belle Hsu
Please help try to minimus the damages.
Thank you for listening and your consideration.
Warm regards,
Belle Hsu
Dear Ms. Cencic:
The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) has reviewed the NOP of the DEIR for the LA River Path Project (Project). We appreciate your emphasis
on reducing vehicle miles traveled by constructing a new active transportation route. The Project carries great potential to provide a safe and accessible route for
people traveling along the LA River, particularly those from neighboring historically disadvantaged communities. We acknowledge that this NOP represents the
very beginning of a planning process and appreciate the opportunity to weigh in as early project decisions are considered.
As the operator of the regional commuter rail system known as Metrolink, SCRRA has a shared responsibility to increase mobility across Los Angeles County and
beyond by seeking out opportunities for a more integrated and connected transportation system for all. As an agency that highly values safety, SCRRA also has an
obligation to ensure that safety comes first, always.
As promoters of both mobility and safety, we would like to put forth the following initial comments:

Southern California 1+ The Project design mlust not encroach over or onto railroad right-of-way (ROW), whether the design is elevated, top-of-bank/cantilevered, shared-use, separate
. . . Regional Rail use, or another alternative.
136 12/6/2019 Email Roderick Diaz Authority 2. The Project must be constructed with no provisions of access of any type into railroad ROW. The barrier height that separates train tracks from the Project must
(Metrolink) be tall and durable enough to preclude trespassing and minimize vandalism or destruction.

3. The graphics and public outreach materials for this Project, such as on brochures and presentations, should accurately reflect this barrier and inability to
trespass so as not to miscommunicate any access or aesthetics expectations to the general public.

4. No access points may cross the railroad at grade. No new at-grade crossings shall be constructed to accommodate access points.

5. Proper lighting should be installed to guide path users appropriately without interfering with railroad operations or impairing the train engineer's vision in any
way. Any structural elements, including overhead crossings and stairways, must not block visibility of train signals or railroad warning devices.

6. No drainage into the railroad ROW will be allowed from the Project, during or after its completion, from construction or shade partitions, for example.

7. Trains can run 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. Metrolink operates trains on both the East and West Banks of the LA River. The Orange County and 91/Perris
Valley Lines require access to the West Bank, as they operate South of Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS). The Antelope Valley and Ventura County Lines access
the West Bank and operate North of LAUS. The San Bernardino and Riverside Lines traverse the East bank of the LA River, operating primarily East of LAUS.
Within the above corridors and alongside the Project corridor, you may expect additional train traffic from Amtrak and freight train operators like BNSF and UP. In
the future, California High Speed Rail may operate on the West Bank of the LA River.
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8. To assess any requirements for barriers and other elements of the river path adjacent to railroad ROW, plans for the Project alternatives should be sent to the
SCRRA Engineering Department at the following address:

SCRRA Engineering Department
Attn : Andrew Althorp, Principal Engineer 2558 Supply Street
Pomona, CA 91767

Andrew is also accessible via email at althor.Q.f@scrra.net.

Please continue to consult SCRRA Engineering Standards and Design Manuals, and other engineering and construction guidelines as necessary, found at:
www.metrolinktrains.com/about/agency/engineering--construction/.

Thank you again for providing us with a copy of this NOP of the DEIR for review and for allowing us to provide commentary. We look forward to further
collaboration and continuous involvement in the LA River Path Project.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (213) 452-0455 or via email at diazr@scrra.net.

Metro needs to do a better job on outreach. There were hardly any participants at the scoping meeting | attended. Particular efforts should be made to reach
under-served communities

There should be access points to the bottom of the channel along the path.

None of the Alternatives have all the components which | feel are important to provide access to under served communities. The chosen Alternative should have

137 12/6/2019 Website Clara Solis Eastside access from the Tst street Gold Line Station. It should have an access point from Atlantic Blvd. at the South end in addition to the existing one. Atlantic
Blvd. here has a great deal of traffic. It should have access to Ed Reyes Greenway on the East. There should be Downey Road access.
Thank you
Clara Solis
Dear Metro LA Riverpath Project Team,
My apologies for my limited response but | am sure you have gotten a lot of detailed feedback from others. | will offer just a few brief comments:
(1) Potential East/West Loops offered by A will expand access and future possibilities:
One of the intriguing aspects of A is the potential for a future “loop” between Albion and Figueroa Street. The possibility exists to go beyond this and connect the
dots: (1) West bank Elysian Valley and “Colonnades” of the 1924 Dayton Ave Bridge (2) Figueroa St and (3) the not much discussed East bank corridors along San
Fernando Rd. and connecting to the future G2 park.
Though outside the scope of this project, | hope that Metro will note this and urge future engagement of Metrolink to open needed additional space along San
Fernando Rd. There is room along San Fernando Rd. to expand adjacent to the Metrolink Central Maintenance Facility. The “landscaped” fence should move back
to the required minimum distance to railroad tracks and allow safe bike passage along this busy route. Alternatively, East river may itself become a future path.
| favor the Alternative A in the way that it creates possibility for various future loops: such as Elysian ValleyaColonnades aAlbion aFigueroa or G2 ParkaSan
FernandoaFigueroaaAlbionaColonnades etc. Not only would such routes be practical and useful, they are also visually epic in the way that they mix urban,
industrial, historical and nature experiences.

LARP Scoping: Steven LA River Kayak | urge the team to take a look at a conceptual design | worked on for the area of the remnant colonnades of the 1924 Dayton Ave Bridge:
138 12/6/2019 Website ’ https://stevenappleton.com/Riverside-Colonnade-Figueroa | explored the public use concepts for this site and worked through many historical documents during

Appleton

Safari/WISP

the process.

(2) Make Union Station a key destination:

| favor the most direct connection possible to Union Station. Not only would this project practical transit value but it brings together practical use with
urban/nature and historic resources. From the description B seems to make the more direction connection to Union Station.

Is there a way to make such a direct connection in option A, while retaining some of the features of the Northern portion of A?

(3) Weave historical structures, visual experiences, nature and safety features.

| urge that features be built into the path that slows the path in a natural way at key junctures, offering views and experiences that will help to mediate potential for
conflict between peds, rollers and bikes. Related, | hope that a policy will be developed to limit speed or type of electric bikes. These are great devices, but they will
pose challenges over time and | believe that forward looking discussion and policy is in order.

As a designer and community member in Elysian Valley, | had a chance to explore this a bit in another conceptual design | rendered see:
https://stevenappleton.com/Paseando-Pathway

During the many years | have lead kayakers and cyclists on tours in Elysian Valley | oft spoken about the future where we can “turn the corner” to downtown. This
project is the most important tangible contribution underway in the river zone and you should feel inspired to do your utmost.




Comment

Number

Comment
Date

Comment
Source

Meeting Location
(If Applicable)

Agency/
Organization

Comment

139

12/6/19

Email

Christina H

The LA River should have as much of a 'being in nature and park feel' as possible. We need it deparately in LA! For the northern portion of the plan, between Egret
Park and Union Station, Alternative A looks best. For the next section until Washington Blvd Alternative B looks best. It is important to consider the noise of trains!
Less noise is more relaxation and less stress!! Top of the bank is great where there is room for plants, and people are not right next to trains or freeways. Otherwise
the feeling of nature would be strongest with an incision path. One feels protected and removed from the buzzle and noise closer to the water and below loud
noises. | am not a fan of the elevated path. Everything is louder from up top. Thanks for considering. Christina

140

12/6/19

Email

Gloria Kannas

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical weapons wastes. By comparing the marketing "spin" being sold as "beneficial to the
health and prosperity" of all Los Angeles residents of this "LA River bike path", to a historic photo of the same location in the 1930s', you can see the actual
environmental impacts inflicted on the proposed "LA River bike path" south of the Macy Street bridge crossing the Los Angeles river in the same location as
METRO Los Angeles' "marketing" cartoon. This is the same location - today - of the western side of the Macy Street bridge (AKA Cesar Chavez) bridge that clearly
shows the water wastes being pumped from the Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant toxic acid lake directly underneath the surface by both METRO Los Angeles
and the City of Los Angeles. If you need to understand what it's like to ingest the hazardous and toxic industrial chemical wastes from this location, | can provide
an excruciatingly detailed testimonial of the effects on human health from a worker grievously harmed at this location between 2008 and 2015 as a civilian
employee of the City of Los Angeles.As a basic human rights issue, anyone who loves their own life or family would agree this project is highly hazardous to
human health, and the costs to medically treat the people affected by the poisons pouring out along the Los Angeles River will be far greater than any prosperity
proposed by METRO Los Angeles. This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the "water discharge" pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar
Chavez Street) bridge that has been discharging water from "chemical treatment plants" installed by METRO Los Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles
in 2006. This " water" is the output of "clarifiers" and "chemical oxidation injection" treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial chemical
acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being flushed into the
LA River. METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children -
to the hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds of the .I\liso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943
-1948. This 64-acre parcel of la nd - a world heritage chemical waste brownfield-- is the historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical
Plant 1943-1948, and must be COM PLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lak e still present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation
and be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial NP - allowing acces s through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station. METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the "L.A River Path", shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PA H-VOCs', being immersed in soil gases that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
blood st ream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs', altering the DNA of their white blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as
leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma. If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful, unnecessary, deaths

141

12/6/19

Email

John Laue

City of Los Angeles
Bicycle Advisory
Committee

The comments below are my own opinions--they do not reflect my membership of the Bicycle Advisory Committee of LA. While | support overall project to connect
the two segments of the LA River Bike Path with each other, | think the proposed design is over-engineered and way over-priced. With the proposed price-tag of
this project, a number of much needed improvements directly related to the LA River bike path should have been included as part of the overall project. These
include the following: 1. Repaving and improving access routes to the existing LA River bike path and developing a bike path from Griffith Park to Figueroa on the
Eastern of the river. 2, Connecting and improving the existing Arroyo Seco bike path directly to the LA river bike path. 3. Developing at least one or more bike paths
on one of the LA River tributaries to provide access to LA River bike path to serve a number of underserved minority communities in the San Fernando Valley. Bike
paths in both the Pacoima and Tujunga washes would provide access to the communities of Pacoima, Sylmar, Van Nuys, Lake View Terrace. My problem with the
project as proposed is that it's serve the low income communities in the San Fernando valley as well as other neighborhood not located along the river corridor.
The project should have been broader in scope, and should have included improved access routes to the existing bike path as well as the development of bike
paths in at least one or more LA River tributaries. If afraid that price-tag of this grandiose project is going to make it difficult if not impossible, to get the funding
needed to complete bike paths along some of the LA river tributaries that are needed to develop a real, viable bikeway system that serves a much larger population
than those who live near the river corridor itself,
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12/6/19

Email

Malcolm Katz

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical weapons wastes. By comparing the marketing "spin" being sold as "beneficial to the
health and prosperity" of all Los Angeles residents of this "LA River bike path", to a historic photo of the same location in the 1930s', you can see the actual
environmental impacts inflicted on the proposed "LA River bike path" south of the Macy Street bridge crossing the Los Angeles river in the same location as
METRO Los Angeles' "marketing" cartoon. This is the same location - today - of the western side of the Macy Street bridge (AKA Cesar Chavez) bridge that clearly
shows the water wastes being pumped from the Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant toxic acid lake directly underneath the surface by both METRO Los Angeles
and the City of Los Angeles. If you need to understand what it's like to ingest the hazardous and toxic industrial chemical wastes from this location, | can provide
an excruciatingly detailed testimonial of the effects on human health from a worker grievously harmed at this location between 2008 and 2015 as a civilian
employee of the City of Los Angeles.As a basic human rights issue, anyone who loves their own life or family would agree this project is highly hazardous to
human health, and the costs to medically treat the people affected by the poisons pouring out along the Los Angeles River will be far greater than any prosperity
proposed by METRO Los Angeles. This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the "water discharge" pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar
Chavez Street) bridge that has been discharging water from "chemical treatment plants" installed by METRO Los Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles
in 2006. This " water" is the output of "clarifiers" and "chemical oxidation injection" treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial chemical
acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being flushed into the
LA River. METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children -
to the hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds of the .I\liso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943
-1948. This 64-acre parcel of la nd - a world heritage chemical waste brownfield-- is the historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical
Plant 1943-1948, and must be COM PLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lak e still present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation
and be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial NP - allowing acces s through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station. METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the "L.A River Path", shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PA H-VOCs', being immersed in soil gases that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
blood st ream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs', altering the DNA of their white blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as
leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma. If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful, unnecessary, deaths
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12/6/19

Email

Mal Granger

LAUSHS

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical weapons wastes. By comparing the marketing "spin" being sold as "beneficial to the
health and prosperity" of all Los Angeles residents of this "LA River bike path", to a historic photo of the same location in the 1930s', you can see the actual
environmental impacts inflicted on the proposed "LA River bike path" south of the Macy Street bridge crossing the Los Angeles river in the same location as
METRO Los Angeles' "marketing" cartoon. This is the same location - today - of the western side of the Macy Street bridge (AKA Cesar Chavez) bridge that clearly
shows the water wastes being pumped from the Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant toxic acid lake directly underneath the surface by both METRO Los Angeles
and the City of Los Angeles. If you need to understand what it's like to ingest the hazardous and toxic industrial chemical wastes from this location, | can provide
an excruciatingly detailed testimonial of the effects on human health from a worker grievously harmed at this location between 2008 and 2015 as a civilian
employee of the City of Los Angeles.As a basic human rights issue, anyone who loves their own life or family would agree this project is highly hazardous to
human health, and the costs to medically treat the people affected by the poisons pouring out along the Los Angeles River will be far greater than any prosperity
proposed by METRO Los Angeles. This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the "water discharge" pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar
Chavez Street) bridge that has been discharging water from "chemical treatment plants" installed by METRO Los Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles
in 2006. This " water" is the output of "clarifiers" and "chemical oxidation injection" treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial chemical
acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being flushed into the
LA River. METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children -
to the hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds of the .I\liso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943
-1948. This 64-acre parcel of la nd - a world heritage chemical waste brownfield-- is the historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical
Plant 1943-1948, and must be COM PLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lak e still present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation
and be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial NP - allowing acces s through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station. METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the "L.A River Path", shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PA H-VOCs', being immersed in soil gases that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
blood st ream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs', altering the DNA of their white blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as
leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma. If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful, unnecessary, deaths
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12/6/19

Email

Thomas ] Hofmann

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical weapons wastes. By comparing the marketing "spin" being sold as "beneficial to the
health and prosperity" of all Los Angeles residents of this "LA River bike path", to a historic photo of the same location in the 1930s', you can see the actual
environmental impacts inflicted on the proposed "LA River bike path" south of the Macy Street bridge crossing the Los Angeles river in the same location as
METRO Los Angeles' "marketing" cartoon. This is the same location - today - of the western side of the Macy Street bridge (AKA Cesar Chavez) bridge that clearly
shows the water wastes being pumped from the Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant toxic acid lake directly underneath the surface by both METRO Los Angeles
and the City of Los Angeles. If you need to understand what it's like to ingest the hazardous and toxic industrial chemical wastes from this location, | can provide
an excruciatingly detailed testimonial of the effects on human health from a worker grievously harmed at this location between 2008 and 2015 as a civilian
employee of the City of Los Angeles.As a basic human rights issue, anyone who loves their own life or family would agree this project is highly hazardous to
human health, and the costs to medically treat the people affected by the poisons pouring out along the Los Angeles River will be far greater than any prosperity
proposed by METRO Los Angeles. This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the "water discharge" pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar
Chavez Street) bridge that has been discharging water from "chemical treatment plants" installed by METRO Los Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles
in 2006. This " water" is the output of "clarifiers" and "chemical oxidation injection" treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial chemical
acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being flushed into the
LA River. METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children -
to the hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds of the .I\liso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943
-1948. This 64-acre parcel of la nd - a world heritage chemical waste brownfield-- is the historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical
Plant 1943-1948, and must be COM PLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lak e still present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation
and be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial NP - allowing acces s through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station. METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the "L.A River Path", shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PA H-VOCs', being immersed in soil gases that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
blood stream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs', altering the DNA of their white blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as
leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma. If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful, unnecessary, deaths
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Email

Vicki Rice

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical weapons wastes. By comparing the marketing "spin" being sold as "beneficial to the
health and prosperity" of all Los Angeles residents of this "LA River bike path", to a historic photo of the same location in the 1930s', you can see the actual
environmental impacts inflicted on the proposed "LA River bike path" south of the Macy Street bridge crossing the Los Angeles river in the same location as
METRO Los Angeles' "marketing" cartoon. This is the same location - today - of the western side of the Macy Street bridge (AKA Cesar Chavez) bridge that clearly
shows the water wastes being pumped from the Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant toxic acid lake directly underneath the surface by both METRO Los Angeles
and the City of Los Angeles. If you need to understand what it's like to ingest the hazardous and toxic industrial chemical wastes from this location, | can provide
an excruciatingly detailed testimonial of the effects on human health from a worker grievously harmed at this location between 2008 and 2015 as a civilian
employee of the City of Los Angeles.As a basic human rights issue, anyone who loves their own life or family would agree this project is highly hazardous to
human health, and the costs to medically treat the people affected by the poisons pouring out along the Los Angeles River will be far greater than any prosperity
proposed by METRO Los Angeles. This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the "water discharge" pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar
Chavez Street) bridge that has been discharging water from "chemical treatment plants" installed by METRO Los Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles
in 2006. This " water" is the output of "clarifiers" and "chemical oxidation injection" treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial chemical
acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being flushed into the
LA River. METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children -
to the hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds of the .I\liso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943
-1948. This 64-acre parcel of la nd - a world heritage chemical waste brownfield-- is the historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943 /Naval Synthetic Chemical
Plant 1943-1948, and must be COM PLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lak e still present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation
and be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial NP - allowing acces s through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station. METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the "L.A River Path", shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PA H-VOCs', being immersed in soil gases that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
blood st ream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs', altering the DNA of their white blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as
leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma. If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful, unnecessary, deaths
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12/6/19

Email

Nancy Pfeiffer

Gateway Cities
Council of
Governments

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments (Gateway Cities COG) thanks the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and staff for
their important work in developing the Conceptual Design Report and initiation of the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River Path Project
(Project). As the southern end of the Project falls within the boundaries of the cities of Commerce, Maywood, Vernon and the unincorporated community of East
Los Angeles, the Gateway Cities COG is grateful for the opportunity to provide comment on the proposed scope of the Draft EIR and respectfully submits the
following comments for consideration:

« Consider and evaluate increased access points commensurate with southeast Los Angeles population density and access to parks, open space, recreation and
opportunities.

« Evaluate mosquito mitigation, environmental management of mosquito habitats, and potential public health impacts.

« Coordinate Project access points with planned West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB)/Eco-Rapid stations in disadvantaged communities.

« Coordinate project access points with the City of Vernon LA River Path Feasibility Study and City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan.

« Coordinate project access points with the City of Commerce and Citadel Outlets.

« Align with the Gateway Cities COG's Strategic Transportation Plan Active Transportation Element.

» Weigh cost of path design alternatives with most opportunity for future amenities.

Consider and evaluate increased access points commensurate with southeast Los Angeles population density and access to parks, open space, recreation and
access to opportunities. The Gateway Cities region is characterized by historically underinvested, disadvantaged and low-income communities (See Attachment A)
that have little to no access to parks and open space, and are at the front lines for air quality impacts due to freeways, freight, and heavy industrial activities. This
includes the communities of Commerce, Maywood, Vernon and East LA, which are located at the southern end of the Project. Access to the river path means
access to opportunities, open space, recreation, and active transportation and should therefore be made available and prioritized for disadvantaged communities
that have not benefitted from these types of opportunities in the past. As a new resource to be added in the Southeast Los Angeles region, alternatives that provide
the most, and easiest, access to the river path commensurate with population density of surrounding communities should be prioritized for implementation. The
City of Maywood has the highest population density of the Gateway Cities region and is higher than that of the City of Los Angeles (see Attachment B). In
evaluating alternatives, existing parks, open space and recreation in the surrounding communities should also be considered as the river path may provide the
only, or one of very few, opportunities for residents to access these resources. Evaluate mosquito mitigation, environmental management of mosquito habitats,
and potential public health impacts. Addition of landscaping, greening elements, and natural habitats for wildlife as part of the Project should be done in
coordination with the Greater Los Angeles County Vector Control District for purposes of potential mosquito increases amd mosquito management as it relates to
public health. Southeast LA communities are going to be vulnerable to various climate hazards, including extreme heat, flooding, and worsening air quality. There
is no telling the level of impact that potential, increased mosquito-breeding habitat could have on disadvantaged communities suffering from other climate-related
health hazards and with limited access to health facilities. Coordinate Project access points with planned West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB)/Eco-Rapid stations in
disadvantaged communities. The City of Huntington Park is planned to have a WSAB station that can connect to southern project-end cities of Vernon and
Maywood. The Project should evaluate impacts of connecting the WSAB corridor to the LA River Path, especially for planned stations that are closest to potential
access points. Coordinate project access points with the City of Vernon LA River Path Feasibility Study and City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan. While the City of
Vernon is highly industrial with a population of 112 {2010 Census), the City has a daytime, employee population of almost 40,000 {City of Vernon LA River Path
Feasibility Study). As a low-income, highly industrialized and disadvantaged community, employees and residents could greatly benefit from coordination for
increased active transportation modes and infrastructure. The LA River Path Project access points should align with local communities' active transportation
priorities. Coordinate project access points with the City of Commerce and Citadel Outlets. The Project should further evaluate Alternatives A and B with benefits
of access and recreation to the City of Commerce Citadel with focus on potential resident and employee use, as well as economic benefit. Alternatives A and B
provide a second access point for City of Commerce residents and employees, and closer access to the Citadel outlets, via the potential East Atlantic Boulevard
access point. As this potential access point is not included in Alternative C, review of Alternative C should include thorough analysis of loss of benefits to the
disadvantaged community of Commerce, especially given the low level of community engagement conducted in Commerce during the conceptual design phase of
the Project (only one community engagement event conducted in the City). Align with the Gateway Cities COG's Strategic Transportation Plan (STP) Active
Transportation Element. Completed in 2015, the COG's Active Transportation Plan recognizes the importance of walking and cycling in reducing traffic and energy
consumption, and providing greater transportation options that enhance quality of life and public health in disadvantaged communities. The Active Transportation
Element illustrates how city-proposed bike facilities form the framework for a regional system, identifies regionally-significant bicycle projects to connect key
activity centers, and visualizes both concerns and potential improvements related to bicycle and pedestrian access at the major transit stations within the Gateway
Cities COG region. The Project should align with both local (e.g. City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan) and regional transportation priorities, including the Gateway
Cities COG's STP. Weigh cost of path design alternatives with most opportunity for future amenities. Generally, top-of-bank paths are less expensive and provide
the greatest opportunity for adding amenities, including lighting, landscaping, and shading structures. Disadvantaged and low-income communities oftentimes
lack the resources to add such amenities. In the area of landscaping, amenities can greatly add to benefits of mitigating urban heat, improving public health, and
improving comfort and user experience. Alternatives B and C limit amenities that can be added, due to the proposed path designs. Review should therefore include
consideration of benefits from amenities for disadvantaged communities. The Gateway Cities COG region is home to more than 2.1 million residents, many of
whom live within the state's most disadvantaged census tracts (CalEnviroScreen 3.0). This includes the communities of Commerce, East Los Angeles, Maywood
and Vernon who have much to benefit from active transportation and public health investments. We are thankful for the opportunity to participate and for your
consideration of these comments. Please direct any communications to Gateway Cities COG Executive Director Nancy Pfeffer at nancy@gatewaycog.org or (562)
663- 6850.
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Email

Jody Rath

River Ridge Stables

Just hurry up please! Great job so far - look forward to riding from Atwater to LBC. Happy to help any way | can. Jody Rath 310.463.4846
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Email

Donovan Keith

Hi, I'm very excited for the improvements to the bikeways along the LA River. As you make these improvements, please keep in mind the needs of people who use
these pathways on a daily basis for their utility and safety. The roughly ~2 year closure of the bike path near La Colombe coffee shop is simply too long, and the
provided alternatives are insufficient. The detour along surface streets is no longer passable thanks to months of road construction. This only leaves Riverside
drive which commonly has drivers going 50+ MPH and has significant potholes and road imperfections which are dangerous to cyclists, especially in this rainy
season. ldeally, the bike trails would remain passable during construction, and any/all detours should be as minimal as possible. Would car drivers be willing to
accept a 2 year non-passable detour? Thank you, Donovan Keith
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AB 52

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

1.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within

fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency
to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in Callforma that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’s Request for Consuitation and Before Releasing a

Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native

American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).
a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4
(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

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

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

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

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:

Type of environmental review necessary.

Significance of the tribal cultural resources.

Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.

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 Environmental Review Process: With some

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

apop

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

the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL: November 19, 2019
lariverpath@metro.net

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Los Angeles River Path Project

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. South Coast AQMD staff’s comments are recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in
the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Please send South Coast AQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon
its completion and public release. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State
Clearinghouse are not forwarded to South Coast AQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to
South Coast AQMD at the address shown in the letterhead. In addition, please send with the Draft EIR all
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas analyses
and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health risk assessment filest. These include
emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling input and output files (not PDF files). Without all files
and supporting documentation, South Coast AQMD staff will be unable to complete our review of the
air quality analyses in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting documentation will
require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

South Coast AQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in
1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. South Coast AQMD
recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis.
Copies of the Handbook are available from South Coast AQMD’s Subscription Services Department by
calling (909) 396-3720. More guidance developed since this Handbook is also available on South Coast
AQMD’s website at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-
quality-handbook-(1993). South Coast AQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use the
CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date
state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from
typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air
Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is
available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

South Coast AQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast
AQMD staff requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to
South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality

! Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data,
maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts
by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the body of an
EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of the EIR.
Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily available for public
examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review.


mailto:lariverpath@metro.net
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.caleemod.com/
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impacts. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here
at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf.
In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, South Coast AQMD staff recommends calculating
localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality
impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the
Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using the
LSTs developed by South Coast AQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for
performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases
of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed Project. Air quality impacts from
both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air
quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment
from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-
duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material
transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions from
stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and
off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, such as sources
that generate or attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis.

In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-
fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment.
Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for
Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis™) can be
found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-
analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating
such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s
Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective, which can be found at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for
evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land use
decision-making process. Guidance’ on strategies to reduce air pollution exposure near high-volume
roadways can be found at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical advisory_final.PDF.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project
construction and operation to minimize these impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4
(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are
available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed Project,
including:

2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways:
Technical Advisory, to supplement CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective. This technical
advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume roadways to assist
land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental justice. The technical
advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.
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o Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of South Coast AQMD’S CEQA Air Quality
Handbook South Coast AQMD’s CEQA web pages available here:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-
and-control-efficiencies

e South Coast AQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling
construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 — Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation
Activities

e South Coast AQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality
Management  Plan (2016 ~AQMP)  available here  (starting on  page  86):
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf

e California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA)’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas
Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf

Alternatives

In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires the
consideration and discussion of alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or
substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project. The discussion of a reasonable range of
potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster informed decision-
making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), the Draft EIR shall
include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and
comparison with the Proposed Project.

Permits

If implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD, South Coast AQMD
should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the CEQA document. For more
information on permits, please visit South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/permits.
If there are permitting questions, they can be directed to Engineering and Permitting Staff at (909) 396-3385.

Data Sources

South Coast AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling South Coast
AQMD’s Public Information Center at (909) 396-2001. Much of the information available through the Public
Information Center is also available at South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov.

South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project’s air quality and
health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at lsun@aqmd.gov.

Sincerely,

Léjin Sun

Lijin Sun, J.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LS
LAC191101-06
Control Number
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COMMENTS TO LOS ANGELES RIVER PATH PROJECT
November 24, 2019

In performing the Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River Project, Metro should consider
the following:

Equity considerations for the LA River Path must be part of the EIR, particularly focusing on how to
ensure that existing communities are not displaced as a result of the public investment in the River Path.
For too long, low-income minority communities have suffered from public disinvestment, only to be
displaced when public dollars are invested in an area. How can the public stakeholders (e.g., citizens and
cities) capture a portion of the increased land values caused by the public investment that otherwise
private interests (e.g., corporations and developers) historically have secured by displacing low income
residents with new residents (gentrification). Could all new residential developments built within the “3-
mile corridor” during a certain time period (e.g., 10 years) following ground breaking on the River Path
be required to provide a certain minimum number of low-income housing units, or other payment for the
public investment. I recognize this is an issue to be taken on at the city level, but it might be beneficial
for the EIR to provide model language cities could use to craft land use ordinances to benefit existing
low-income minority communities.

The objectives should be clearly stated and should include:
1) Provide an uninterrupted off-street pedestrian and bicycle path along the Los Angeles River that
connects directly to the exiting paths at Elysian Valley and Maywood.
2) Provide access points and connections to surrounding neighborhoods and other transportation
options (e.g., on-street bicycle, pedestrian facilities, and public transit). Access points should, to

the extent possible, be evenly spaced falonlg the corridor on both sides of the LA River. The /[ Commented [KE1]:

access points must be usable to pedestrian and bicyclists of all ages and abilities.

3) Transition of the path between the proposed types (i.e., elevated, top-of-bank, cantilevered, and
incised) must be designed to allow unimpeded travel for all path users including those with
disabilities (e.g., wheel chairs).

4) The use of “bottom of channel” path should be avoided. Further, the alignment of the path should
be designed to minimize the need to close the path to the public except in emergency conditions
(e.g., severe weather). Repeated and/or extended closures will negate the utility of the path.



alex ward,

Mayor James Butts, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Board of Directors
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA

September 24, 2019
Re: LA River Path (2019-0443)
Dear Chairman Butts:

I am writing to you as a resident of Los Angeles County, a METRO user, a professional architect
and urbanist, and an ardent supporter of the ongoing revitalization of the Los Angeles River, to
express both support and concern for the proposed LA River Path

Study, to be presented to you tomorrow for approval to move forward into the official EIR
process.

First, | highly commend Metro for undertaking such a significant and monumental project to
achieve greater connectivity for bike and other users to and along the Los Angeles River and to
realize a long-standing dream of uniting upper and lower River bikeways. It would be truly
exciting to see this goal finally achieved.

My concern revolves around the three alternatives that will be presented to you for approval
going forward into the EIR process. | have reviewed the extensive work done in the “Conceptual
Design Report”, September 2019, the five alternatives studied, and the three recommended
Alternatives A, B and C. All three alternatives certainly address the six main goals set out as
primary decision criteria in the study. However:

e All three entail extensive engineering and construction as part of the solution, including
6 or more bridges and up to a third of the pathway on elevated infrastructure

e Partly due to this, all three propose preliminary costing potentially well above the current
funding, and probably allow too little contingency for cost escalation, especially
considering the duration of the project and the necessity of property acquisition

e All three propose significant construction in and adjacent to the existing River channel

| am concerned that the elaborate nature of the design for these three alternatives will:



e Lead to significant cost overruns, thus incurring removal of some portions of the project
and significant compromise of the design
Necessitate a much longer timeline for realization, delaying this dream unnecessarily
Perhaps most importantly, create barriers both physical and financial to other as yet
undeveloped ideas for further revitalization, greening and socially beneficial projects
along this section of the Los Angeles River

With these concerns in mind, | encourage the Metro board to approve these three alternatives
for study and consideration in the EIR process ONLY if the original, in-channel bike path
proposal contained in the original Metro feasibility study of May 2016 is also included as a
further alternative for full analysis and consideration. The design proposed in the earlier
feasibility study, while containing weaknesses that could be solved with further study and
community input, more successfully addresses the concerns outlined above than any of the
other proposed alternatives.

I hope this expression of both support and concern will help guide you and the entire Metro
board as you vote to advance a major project affecting both the future of the city and its River.

Sincerely,

Alexander Ward, AIA

2409 Cloverfield Boulevard
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Los Angeles River Artists & Business Association
www.laraba.org

December 4, 2019

Lauren Cencic

Project Manager
Metro

One Gateway Plaza.
Los Angeles CA 90012

RE: LA River Path — Gap closure

Dear Lauren,

Please accept this letter as LARABA’s comment for the environmental scoping of the above project.
We have reviewed the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is now posted to your website.

We have also reviewed the Metro report that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study.

Our request is that the environmental scope be expanded to include a review of some of the options that
were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives.

To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the channel or incised into the Levy
was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are presented.

We strongly believe that studying the environmental impact of an in-channel alignment would benefit the
project as an addition to any one of the alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following
reason:

Cost I:

The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel
alignment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17 point of access were to be used. for a total cost of
$279.916,420.00

The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:
Alternative A: $329M-$443M
Alternative B: $393M-$523M
Alternative C: $332M-$446M

Considering that the budget for this project, voted on by people that approved measure M is $365M,
Alternative B should not be an Alternative. Further, the probability of Alternative A and C remaining on
target with the approved measure M budget is questionable at best and requires significant scrutiny.

As we review available data of the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across the
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Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm to bring the cost to a place where it would be within
the allowed budget of $365M

Another reason for the big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top channel
alignment is the fact that some of the land at the top of the channel is owned by private stakeholders and it
will have to go through eminent domain

Cost Il

A detailed analysis of the crossing appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of
Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 Street.

Although this is described as “one crossing”, it in fact will likely end up as one of the most complex bridges
ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails meandering through a maze of rail road and street bridges
with very tight clearances above and below, and very limited space for structural support.

This crossing by itself can “drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without careful cost
analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project comes into question.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles
River Master plan:

The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path to be able
to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail crossings and freeways. These super-structures will
require spanning the length of the river and the obstacles that can range between 80- to 200’-00 spans.
These structures will require massive foundations that will surcharge the existing Levy and will make the
future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River Master plan practically impossible. Any
removal of concrete and widening of the channel would not be significantly more expensive or impossible
and could render a city approved master plan into a document that collects dust on a shelf for this 7.8
miles.

Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path”

Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three alternatives is that the three
alternatives where developed under the instruction of elected officials stating that the bike path “must” be
operational 365 days a year. That statement rendered the feasibility study useless as clearly one cannot use
an in-channel path during a rainy day.

Based on the analysis that was included in the feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom of
the channel will not be used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be no
problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy day is minimal if not
negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the daily cost per user be compared to the cost of
each one of the alternatives as well as the cost of the In-Channel plan that was studied in the Feasibility
study.
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Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a significant portion of the alignment
(more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these
lines have the highest voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative health
impact on the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further away from the electric lines
and providing proper notification for users may be recommendation.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling alignment is within 20’-0 feet or less
of the busiest railroad leading to Union Station. Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines is counter
intuitive to a project that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the streets of the
city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze who the new bike path is serving.
There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-alternative studies.

According the feasibility study (Pg. 140) there are 208,000 residents living within the Three-mile corridor of
the project area.

According to the 3-alternative studies (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same 3-mile
corridor....

Someone seems to have made a big mistake.

Regardless of the massive discrepancy, the study should analyze the most important benefit which is
closing the gap between the two existing bike paths, one that goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long Beach and
Seal Beach, and the other from Riverside Dr. to the Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be serving
a significantly larger constituency and will provide a real alternative for mechanized transportation for
millions of people. The study should look at the long-term health benefits of Angelino’s that will shift from
driving to work, to safely cycling to work through the major employment centers located along the river
(DTLA and the entire Industrial area along 70% of the proposed bike path.)

Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river.

The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where requested by elected official under the
need to provide equitable access on both side of the river.

Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16 existing bridges that connect local streets
and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new bridges just to justify access to one side of the river or
another seems questionable. The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis of building a
new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to the future path.

Whether the alignment of the path is on the West or the East Side of the river is negligible if it provides
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convenient access to the local streets and sidewalk network.

Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle
turns are introduced.

Due to the introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space
between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like rail roads, it appears that no less than 12 and
possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class” bike way.

What do these turns mean for commuting cyclists and what would be the minimum radius that these paths
would have to comply to make sure the path remains a “world class” bike path.

Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between Washington
Blvd and Bandini BlI.

The study should examine the benefit of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to mirror
the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central low-flow channel that provides ample dry space on
either side of the channel)

We respectfully ask that NONE of these alternatives be presented to the Board in September and that the
project team stay true to its mandate to provide a bike path gap closure that would offer a true sustainable
alternative to driving a car in the region.

Sincerely,

Gabrielle Newmark
President, LARABA

CC: Phil Washington - Metro
Jose Huizar - Council District 14
Eric Garcetti — Mayor, City of los Angeles
Seleta Reynolds — Manager, Department of Transportation
Gary Lee Moore — Manager , Bureau of Engineering
Michael Afflait - Mayors office - River



CoMoti:

Lauren Cencic

LA Metro

One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Nov. 5, 2019
Dear Lauren,

As the head of CoMotion LA, the large forum on new urban mobility, | wanted to write to you
directly to add our voice in the review of the three alternatives for the LA River Path Project.
Three years ago, one of the reasons we in fact chose Los Angeles as the home of CoMotion
was our excitement about the promise of a grand new biking and active transportation path
along the axis of the LA River that would help knit together our vast city, bring to life the LA
River, and encourage active mobility for Angelenos — with all that implies for the health and
wellbeing of our citizens. What is currently being envisaged, however, is very far from that
simple, elegant and important vision.

We have real concerns about the path forward, and believe that the new proposed
Alternatives raise some serious issues:

— In-Channel path versus top Channel approach favored in Alternatives A, B, and C: Apart
from raising the overall cost of the project in a serious way, we have concerns that the
necessary new super-structures required will put at existential any further greening of the
LA River.

— The use of many right-angle turns, as envisaged in the Alternatives, will make it almost
impossible to create a ‘world class’ bike path.

— We have real concerns about the crossing envisaged in all three Alternatives that would
run from the north end of Washington Boulevard to south of 26th Street. As our friends at
FOLAR have noted, this would result in “one of the most complex bridges ever built in Los
Angeles” and by itself could drain a considerable portion of the entire budget of the Project.

Thank you, Lauren, for considering some of our reservations. | would be happy to meet up at
any time to discuss further.

Best

John Rossant
CEO, CoMotion Inc.
Founder and Chairman, NewCities Foundation

comotionla.com









YUVAL BAR-ZEMER
1855 INDUSTRIL STREET #709

LOS ANGELES CA 90021 (213) 402-1505

Lauren Cencic — Senior diector
Metro
One Gateway Plaza. 99-22-5

Los Angeles CA 90012

RE: LA River Path — Scoping comments

Dear Lauren,

Please accept this letter as summery of points which | believe should be addressed during the
environmental review process.

| have carefully studied the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is now posted to your website.
| have also reviewed the Metro report that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study (2016).

| request that the environmental scope will be expanded to include a review of some of the options that
were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives.

To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the channel or incised into the
Levy was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are presented.

| strogly believe that studying the environmental impact of an in-channel alignment would benefit the
project as an addition to any one of the alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following
reason:

Cost I:

The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel
alignment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17 point of access would be used. for a total cost of
$279.916,420.00

The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:



Alternative A: $329M-$443M
Alternative B: $393M-$523M
Alternative C: $332M-$446M

Considering that the budget for this project as voted by people that approved measure M is $365M,
Alternative B should not be an Alternative and that the probability of Alternative A and C to remain with
the approved measure M budget is questionable and requires significant scrutiny.

As we review available data of the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across
the Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm to bring the cost to a place where it would be
within the allowed budget of $365M

Other reason for a big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top channel alignment
is the fact that some of the land at the top of the channel is owned by private people and it will have to
go through eminent domain

Cost I

A detailed analysis of the crossing that appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of
Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 street.

Although this is described as “one crossing” in fact this will probably end up one of the most complex
bridges ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails meandering through a maze of rail road and street
bridges with very tight clearances above and below, very limited space for structural support.

This crossing by itself can “drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without carful cost
analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project would be at question.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on Severn historically
designated bridges.

Every one of the three alternatives is intersecting going through, above or below historic bridges that
are subject to secretary of State standards.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles
River Master plan:

The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path to be
able to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail crossings and freeways. These super-structures
will require spanning the length of the river and the obstacles that can range between 80- to 200’-00
spans. These structures will require massive foundation that will surcharge the existing Levy and will
make any of the future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River Master plan practically
impossible. Any removal of concrete and widening the channel would not be significantly more



expensive or impossible and will render a city approved master plan a document that will dust on a shelf
for this 7.8 miles.

Environmental scope should analyze the the specific demand in between every point of access of the
path.

The current report (3 Alternatives) has provided a useful demand analysis with a projection for 2035.

However this level of data is grossly lacking as it is the most important parameter of analyzing objectives
for the path. The environmental review should provide an analysis that will show demand for each
section (between two points of access) and should provide different data for pedestrian demand and
Cycling demand. This information is critical as it will be a tool for responsible design that meets the
actual need of each segment. It will also provide a toll for projecting “return on investment” from a
green perspective. How many car trips would be replaced by cycling trips and what is the carbon benefit
of that). It is also critical to understand the role of this segment as part of the combined length of the
path as it clearly will be now serving all communities that are within 3 miles of the path from Long Beach
(or Seal Beach) to Griffith Park and very shortly all the way to Canoga park.

Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path”

Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three alternatives is that the three
alternatives where develop under the instructions by elected officials that the bike path “must” be
operational365 days a year. That statement made the feasibility study render useless as clearly one can
not use an in-channel path during a rainy day.

Based on the analysis that was included in the feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom
of the channel will not be used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be
no problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy day is minimal if
not negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the daily cost per user would compare the
cost of each one of the alternatives with the cost of the In-Channel version that was studied in the
Feasibility study.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a significant portion of the alignment
(more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these
lines have the highest voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative
health impact on the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further away from the
electric lines and providing proper notification for users may be recommendation.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling alignment is within 20’-0 feet or
less of the busiest railroad leading to Union Station. Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines is



counter intuitive to a project that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the
streets of the city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze the who is the new bike path is serving.
There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-alternative study.

According the feasibility study (Pg. 140 there are 208,000 residents living within the Three-mile corridor
of the project area.

According to the 3-alternative study (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same 3-mile
corridor....

Someone must have made a big mistake.

Regardless of the correct answer, the study should analyze the most important benefit which is closing
the missing gap of two existing bike path one that goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long beach and Seal beach,
and the other from Riverside Dr to the Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be serving a
significantly larger constituency and will provide a real alternative for mechanized transportation for
millions of people. The study should look at the long-term health befits of Angelson that will move from
driving to work to safely cycling to work in the major employment centers that are right along the river
(DTLA and the entire Industrial area along 70% of the proposed bike path.)

Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river.

The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where requested by elected official under
the need to provide equitable access on both side of the river.

Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16 existing bridges that connect local
streets and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new bridges just to justify access to one side of the
river or another seems questionable. The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis
of building a new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to the
future path.

Whether the alighment of the path is on the West or the East side of the river is negligible if it provides
convenient access to the local street and sidewalk network.

Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle
turns are introduced.

Due to the introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space
between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like rail roads, it appears that no less than 12 and
possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class bike way.

What do these turns mean for commuting cyclists and what would be the minimum radius that these
paths would have to comply to make sure the path remains a “world class’ bike path.



Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between
Washington Blvd and Bandini Bl.

The study should examine the benefit of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to
mirror the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central low-flow channel that provides ample dry
space on either side of the channel)



MOUNTAINS RECREATION & CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
. Los Angeles River Center & Gardens
recreanion || 570 West Avenue Twenty-Six, Suite 100
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Phone (323) 221-9944 Fax (323) 221-9934

December 5, 2019

Ms. Lauren Cencic, Senior Director
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, California 90012

<<Transmitted via electronic mail: lariverpath@ metro.net>>

RE: Los Angeles River Path Project Notice of Preparation Comments
Dear Ms. Cencic:

The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) respectfully submits
comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed Los Angeles River Path Project (Project) along an approximately
8-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from Elysian Valley through downtown Los
Angeles, the City of Vernon, and ending at the City of Maywood. The MRCA supports the
development of a continuous multi-user path with access points along the Los Angeles
River, connecting to the surrounding communities, and the significant accomplishment of
32-miles of regional connectivity to the existing River paths to the north and south. This
letter highlights items the MRCA hopes to be addressed in the planning, development,
and analysis of the LA River Path Project and it’s EIR.

The MRCA is a public agency which was established in 1985 pursuant to the Joint Powers
Act and is a partnership between the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, the Conejo
Recreation and Park District, and the Rancho Simi Recreation and Park District. The
MRCA manages more than 75,000 acres of parkland and is dedicated to the preservation
and management of local open space and parkland, wildlife habitat, watershed lands, and
trails as well as ensuring public access to public parkland. As advocates for the Los
Angeles River, we have actively acquired and developed open spaces adjacent to the
River, We have and continue to develop and provide planning of River and tributary path
greenways (e.g. Elysian Valley Bikeway, Studio City Zev Yaroslavsky Los Angeles River
Greenway Trail, Tujunga Wash Greenway, Pacoima Mountain Bikeway, and Ballona
Creek/Park to Playa) and existing parks (e.g. Elysian Valley Gateway Park, Lewis
MacAdams Riverfront Park, Egret Park, Maywood Riverfront Park, Pacoima Wash
Natural Park, and Compton Creek Natural Park) and planned future parks (e.g. Caballero
Creek Confluence Park, Pacoima Wash Greenway-El Dorado Park, Arroyo Seco
Confluence Park-Phase 2 and Taylor Yard-G2) located along existing and future River
paths.

The MRCA has been engaged as a stakeholder with the proposed Project over the last
several years and during this scoping period by attending community events and the

A local public agency exercising joint powers of the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, the Conejo Recreation & Park District,
and the Rancho Simi Recreation & Park District pursuant to Section 6500 et seq. of the Govermment Code.
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bus tour. We have compiled below a list of items with which we would like to share with
you and hopefully will be thoroughly analyzed in your study:

Access Points

The Project’s Feasibility Study currently proposes access points to be studied at every
one-half mile along the River; however, the MRCA encourages Metro to take an approach
that maximizes additional regular access points due to the need for frequent access to
the Project. The currently proposed spacing cadence of access points seems sparse
considering the dense, diverse communities that surround the Project. Though access
points may be prohibitively expensive, Metro has an opportunity to create meaningful
access points for these diverse neighborhoods and should study as many access points
as possible, even if some may need to be developed in a phased approach.

Connection to Existing and Planned Open Space Assets

Based on our experience, immediate connectivity to adjacent developed public open
space assets will symbiotically enhance usership of both spaces. In our estimation,
Alternative A is the superior alignment in that the Project provides the simplest connection
to the regionally significant Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP) by remaining on
River right. Alternatives B and C do not accomplish this goal as they require a slight or
more off-path connection via bridge from River left. Connectivity to an established open
space provides a valuable resource to those using the future Project as it allows them to
continue to recreate, decrease vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and also serves as a
meaningful stopping venue, such as in this case to regionally important LASHP.

Further, Alternative A includes a potential secondary greenway corridor on River left
through Cypress Park/Lincoln Heights that will additionally connect existing and new
parks that we see as a better option. MRCA is currently in design development of Arroyo
Seco Confluence Park-Phase 2 that will be a link from existing and new River right users
over the Figueroa/Riverside Bridge and could easily tie into this secondary loop and an
eventual Arroyo Seco Greenway, as proposed in the Draft Upper Los Angeles River and
Tributaries (ULART) Revitalization Plan. We look forward to working with Metro on
planning this important connection.

Greenway Enhancements

Greenway improvements constructed alongside transportation paths and corridors are
important and provide multiple benefits. Oftentimes, non-motorized vehicular paths may
be implemented in phases due to available funding at the time with greenway
improvements to be constructed later. The MRCA supports the priority goal to implement
greenway improvements that include irrigated native plant landscaping, trees, stormwater
best management practices (BMPs), shade, seating and gathering areas, and interpretive
elements. These multi-benefit elements can be essential to the providing aesthetic
continuity, resource conservation, habitat connectivity, cues to care, and generally
useable spaces. We further encourage you to include analysis in your study that
considers in-channel landscaped terracing that is co-located adjacent with the proposed
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path and offers greenway improvements where they may not be otherwise available due
to narrow right-of-ways.

Existing Recreation Zones

The existing seasonal (May-September) Elysian Valley Los Angeles River Recreation
Zone (RRZ) has an in-channel take-out access point just up-stream of the MRCA’s Egret
Park. RRZ users exiting the River with kayaks or other steerable watercraft regularly need
to cross the existing River path in order to get to staged vehicles for loading. The
intersection of users and equipment can create conflicts and we welcome that your study
examine strategies for optimizing this transition zone. As this is the northern terminus of
the Project, we request that Metro consider this existing recreational access point into
your work, and how safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and individuals transporting their
equipment across the path can be expanded. Furthermore, if off-path space for staging,
loading, bike parking, and/or congregating of RRZ users and path users can be added
into your Project would be an additional value captured. Consideration of the seasonal
use of the access point should also be taken into account during the staging and
construction of the Project.

Future Recreation Zones

Finally, the MRCA requests that Metro take future recreation zones into consideration
when planning the Project, so as to not preclude future recreational opportunities for the
public. There remain opportunities for future RRZs that could be implemented
downstream of Elysian Valley all of the way to Long Beach, notably in the Project area
perhaps near Downtown LA.. Though they have not been implemented to date, use of in-
channel inflatable dams could create multiple or linked RRZs, and would require the same
conditions described in the above comment.

We look forward to working with Metro as this process continues, and thank you for
reviewing our comments pertaining to the Los Angeles River Path Project. Please keep
us informed as your team progresses and contact me with any questions at
(323) 221-9944 x 190 or at brian.baldauf@mrca.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Brian Baldauf
Chief of Watershed Planning



Arts District Community Council LA

December 6, 2019
Lauren Cencic
Project Manager
Metro

One Gateway Plaza.
Los Angeles CA 90012

RE: LA River Path — Gap closure

Dear Lauren,

Please accept this letter as ADCCLA’s comment for the environmental scoping of the above project.
We have reviewed the three alternatives (A, B and C) that is now posted to your website.

We have also reviewed the Metro report that was issued at the conclusion of the feasibility study.

Our request is that the environmental scope be expanded to include a review of some of the options
that were studied in the “feasibility study” but were excluded from all the alternatives.

To be specific, the location of the bike path integrated at the bottom of the channel or incised into the
Levy was mostly abandoned in the three alternatives that are presented.

We strongly believe that studying the environmental impact of an in-channel alignment would benefit
the project as an addition to any one of the alternatives or as a stand-alone alternative for the following
reason:

Cost I:

The original study (Feasibility study pg.66) identified a cost of $22,622.100.00 for the bottom of channel
alighment + a total cost of $242,075,200.00 if all 17 point of access were to be used. for a total cost of
$279.916,420.00

The cost of the three alternatives are as follows:
Alternative A: $329M-$443M
Alternative B: $393M-$523M

Alternative C: $332M-$446M

1855 Industrial St. Ste 106 | Los Angeles, CA 90021 | 213.394.9164 | info@adccla.org | www.adccla.org



Considering that the budget for this project, voted on by people that approved measure M is $365M,
Alternative B should not be an Alternative. Further, the probability of Alternative A and C remaining on
target with the approved measure M budget is questionable at best and requires significant scrutiny.

As we review available data of the City of Los Angeles with respect to the cost of building bridges across
the Los Angeles River, it may require a change in paradigm to bring the cost to a place where it would be
within the allowed budget of $365M

Another reason for the big gap between the cost of an In-Channel alignment versus a top channel
alignment is the fact that some of the land at the top of the channel is owned by private stakeholders
and it will have to go through eminent domain

Cost Il

A detailed analysis of the crossing appears in all three alternatives starting at the North point of
Washington Blvd and landing South of 26 Street.

Although this is described as “one crossing”, it in fact will likely end up as one of the most complex
bridges ever built in Los Angeles. The crossing entails meandering through a maze of rail road and street
bridges with very tight clearances above and below, and very limited space for structural support.

This crossing by itself can “drain a significant percentage of the entire budget and without careful cost
analysis of this section, the viability of the entire project comes into question.

Environmental scope should include the impact of the three alternatives on the approved Los Angeles
River Master plan:

The three alternatives offer a varying number of bridges as well as elevated portions of the path to be
able to get through obstacles like existing bridges, rail crossings and freeways. These super-structures
will require spanning the length of the river and the obstacles that can range between 80- to 200°-00
spans. These structures will require massive foundations that will surcharge the existing Levy and will
make the future of greening the river as envisioned in the City of LA River Master plan practically
impossible. Any removal of concrete and widening of the channel would not be significantly more
expensive or impossible and could render a city approved master plan into a document that collects
dust on a shelf for this 7.8 miles.

Environmental scope should analyze the economic reality of “365 day per year Bike/ped path”

Another glaring difference between the feasibility study and the three alternatives is that the three
alternatives where developed under the instruction of elected officials stating that the bike path “must”
be operational 365 days a year. That statement rendered the feasibility study useless as clearly one
cannot use an in-channel path during a rainy day.

Based on the analysis that was included in the feasibility study on how many days per year the bottom
of the channel will not be used due to rain, it appears that an average of 340 days a year there would be
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no problem while the usability of any bike path a recreational pedestrian during rainy day is minimal if
not negligible. We therefore ask that an economic model of the daily cost per user be compared to the
cost of each one of the alternatives as well as the cost of the In-Channel plan that was studied in the
Feasibility study.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the physical constraints of the above channel alternatives, a significant portion of the alignment
(more than 50%) is located right below high Voltage line of LADWP. Being near high voltage lines (these
lines have the highest voltage in the entire LADWP distribution grid) may prove as having a negative
health impact on the users of the path. Providing users with an option that is further away from the
electric lines and providing proper notification for users may be recommendation.

Environmental scope should analyze the health impact of users in active transportation.

Due to the limited amount of space, significant amount of the cycling alignment is within 20’-0 feet or
less of the busiest railroad leading to Union Station. Exposing users to the diesel fumes of engines is
counter intuitive to a project that is designed to provide a healthy alternative for cyclist to be off the
streets of the city and provide an attractive and health option for transportation.

Environmental scope should analyze who the new bike path is serving.
There are glaring gaps in basic statistics between the feasibility study and the three-alternative studies.

According the feasibility study (Pg. 140) there are 208,000 residents living within the Three-mile corridor
of the project area.

According to the 3-alternative studies (Pg. 27) there are more than 933,000 residents in the same 3-mile
corridor....

Someone seems to have made a big mistake.

Regardless of the massive discrepancy, the study should analyze the most important benefit which is
closing the gap between the two existing bike paths, one that goes from Atlantic Blvd to Long Beach and
Seal Beach, and the other from Riverside Dr to the Autry Museum. The completed bike path will be
serving a significantly larger constituency and will provide a real alternative for mechanized
transportation for millions of people. The study should look at the long-term health benefits of
Angelino’s that will shift from driving to work, to safely cycling to work through the major employment
centers located along the river (DTLA and the entire Industrial area along 70% of the proposed bike
path.)

Environmental scope should analyze the value of crossing the river.

The three alternatives offer 6-8 new bridges. These bridges where requested by elected official under
the need to provide equitable access on both side of the river.

1855 Industrial St. Ste 106 | Los Angeles, CA 90021 | 213.394.9164 | info@adccla.org | www.adccla.org



Considering the fact that this section of the river has already 16 existing bridges that connect local
streets and have sidewalks, the need to add so many new bridges just to justify access to one side of the
river or another seems questionable. The environmental scope should include the cost benefit analysis
of building a new bridge compared to using the existing bridges as a method of connectivity to the
future path.

Whether the alignment of the path is on the West or the East Side of the river is negligible if it provides
convenient access to the local streets and sidewalk network.

Environmental scope should analyze the diminishing value of “world class’ bike path when right angle
turns are introduced.

Due to the introduction of many new bridges along the proposed path and due to the limitation of space
between the edge of the river channel and obstacles like rail roads, it appears that no less than 12 and
possibly up to 16 right angle turns would be part of the “World class” bike way.

What do these turns mean for commuting cyclists and what would be the minimum radius that these
paths would have to comply to make sure the path remains a “world class” bike path.

Environmental scope should analyze the benefit of modifying the low flow channel between
Washington Blvd and Bandini Bl.

The study should examine the benefit of changing the cross section at the bottom of this segment to
mirror the cross section of the rest of the alignment (central low-flow channel that provides ample dry
space on either side of the channel)

We respectfully ask that NONE of these alternatives be presented to the Board in September and that
the project team stay true to its mandate to provide a bike path gap closure that would offer a true
sustainable alternative to driving a car in the region.

Sincerely,

Todd Terrazas
President, ADCCLA

CC: Phil Washington - Metro
Jose Huizar - Council District 14
Eric Garcetti — Mayor, City of los Angeles
Seleta Reynolds — Manager, Department of Transportation
Gary Lee Moore — Manager, Bureau of Engineering
Michael Afflait — Mayor’s Office - River
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December 6, 2019

Lauren Cencic, Sr. Director

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
lariverpath@metro.net

RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
LA River Path Project

Ms. Cencic,

Los Angeles Waterkeeper (“Waterkeeper”) submits the following comments on the
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the LA River Path Project.

Waterkeeper is a nonprofit environmental organization with members throughout the
LA region. We safeguard LA’s inland and coastal waters by enforcing laws and empowering
communities throughout Los Angeles County. In the twenty-five years since our founding,
Waterkeeper has protected L.A. waterways from thousands of Clean Water Act violations,
worked to ensure access to safe drinking water, encouraged stormwater and wastewater
recycling, and generated billions of investment dollars for remediation of our region’s most
threatened waterways. Much of Waterkeeper’s work centers around rehabilitating the Los
Angeles River and its watershed, and Waterkeeper has actively participated in the development
of the LA River Master Plan as a Steering Committee member.

Waterkeeper supports many aspects of the Path Project as an important community
resource. However, given that the Project will determine the use of an 8-mile stretch
immediately adjacent to the Los Angeles River, it is critical to ensure this project will not
foreclose other opportunities for river rehabilitation by coordinating with other Los Angeles
River planning processes. In addition, Metro and its partners at the City of Los Angeles and
County of Los Angeles should take the opportunity during the CEQA process to determine the
feasibility of providing public access to the Los Angeles River itself, as required by California law,
and to more thoughtfully consider ancillary path improvements like signage and trash
receptacles.

Don’t Foreclose Other Revitalization Opportunities

While Metro alludes to other ongoing revitalization efforts in its informational guidance
about the LA River Path Project,! more should be done to ensure the Path Project is

1 Metro, Frequently Asked Questions -Is this project going to include greening, park space, and river restoration?
https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/frequently-asked-questions/ (last visited Dec. 4, 2019) (Metro’s
response to the FAQ “Is this project going to include greening, park space, and river restoration?” states that
“Metro recognizes that there are several ongoing river restoration efforts. Metro is currently coordinating with the
agencies involved with river restoration and aims to not preclude any river restoration work with the LA River Path



https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/frequently-asked-questions/#Div18
https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/frequently-asked-questions/
https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/frequently-asked-questions/#Div18

appropriately integrated with these larger efforts—including the County LA River Master Plan
Update, LA City LA River Revitalization Master Plan, City of LA pLAn, and Lower LA River
Revitalization Plan—and will not foreclose revitalization opportunities envisioned in the efforts.

For example, floodplain reclamation is mentioned in the LA River Master Plan meetings
as a key way to reduce flood risk and improve resiliency.? It is critical to determine whether the
LA River Path Project will cross parcels that are good candidates for reclamation, based on
potential to reduce flood risk, availability of land, or interest of property-owners to sell. If it will,
those portions of the Project should be constructed accordingly—either by building the path on
the opposite bank or by ensuring that the construction method selected does not make it more
difficult to reclaim land in the future. The last thing we want is to spend resources building a
particular route that is expensive to move and precludes future projects that could have
multiple benefits.

Similarly, the pLAn, County Master Plan, LA City LA River Revitalization Master Plan, and
Lower LA River Revitalization Plan suggest concepts like terracing parks into the channel or
restoring previously-industrial areas to create more green space.® Some parcels have already
been identified to create parks.* The Path Project should complement these efforts rather than
complicate them. We are especially skeptical of alternatives that cantilever the path over the
river. Unless this option is particularly inexpensive and is presented as a temporary solution
while additional land is acquired, this method will cement current infrastructure in place, inhibit
habitat restoration, and physically separate people from the river. Relatedly, soil contamination
should be addressed as the path is being constructed. Based on our experience filing Clean
Water Act enforcement actions against industrial facilities in Vernon, we know that areas
adjacent to the river in Vernon have an especially high concentration of contaminated sites.
Metro should be especially thoughtful about the route of the path through Vernon, and should

project. Metro recognizes the neighborhoods around the project area are in need of parks and is coordinating with
local jurisdictions on improving access to open space.”)

22020 Proposed Working Draft Version 5: LA Master Plan Update, p. 6 (June 2019)
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/larmp/pages/103/attachments/original/1564511775/LARMP 2020 Prop
osed WORKING DRAFT GAM SC6-190619 %281%29.pdf?1564511775.

3 Sustainable City pLAn 2019, p. 121. http://plan.lamayor.org/sites/default/files/pLAn 2019 final.pdf (2025
Milestone / Intiatives to “Build L.A. River Headworks Park project, including habitat restoration and public access
to the river,” and “Support terracing along the L.A. River by planning and effectuating public access through City
properties”); 2020 Proposed Working Draft Version 5: LA Master Plan Update, pp. 9, 10, 11 (June 2019)
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/larmp/pages/103/attachments/original/1564511775/LARMP 2020 Prop
osed WORKING DRAFT GAM SC6-190619 %281%29.pdf?1564511775 (“Increase recreation uses within the
corridor where compatible with ecological function,” “Encourage the re-zoning of incompatible land uses, such as
waste sites, adjacent to the river, where feasible,” “Planning and development efforts along the river must create
habitat areas large enough to support native ecosystems,” “Create a connective network of habitat patches and
corridors to facilitate the movement of wildlife and support a diverse ecological community”); See, e.g., the
Cudahy River Road access concept. Lower LA River Revitalization Plan — Volume I, Chapter 3, p. 49 (Feb. 2018)
https://lowerlariver.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/Volume-1-Chapter-3.pdf; LA City LA River Revitalization
Master Plan http://boe.lacity.org/lariverrmp/ (last visited Dec. 4, 2019).

4 Lower LA River Revitalization Plan — Volume I, Chapter 2, p. 2.1-11, Opportunity ID 121 (Feb. 2018)
https://lowerlariver.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/Volume%202,
%20Chapter%202%20List%200f%20Strategies%20for%20Al1%200pportunity%20Areas.pdf.
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https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/larmp/pages/103/attachments/original/1564511775/LARMP_2020_Proposed_WORKING_DRAFT_GAM_SC6-190619_%281%29.pdf?1564511775
http://plan.lamayor.org/sites/default/files/pLAn_2019_final.pdf
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https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/larmp/pages/103/attachments/original/1564511775/LARMP_2020_Proposed_WORKING_DRAFT_GAM_SC6-190619_%281%29.pdf?1564511775
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initiate conversations with facility owners early to acquire parcels and make sure they are safe
to ride through. Ignoring these parcels and cantilevering the path will not help create a “safe”
or “world-class” path.>

Determine the Feasibility of Providing Access to the River

The California Streets and Highways Code requires that entities building new bridges on
city or county “streets” and “highways” across navigable waters first study, conduct public
hearings, and prepare a report on the feasibility of providing public access to the waterway for
recreational purposes. Cal. Sts. & High. Code §§ 84.5, 991, 1809. This requirement extends to
projects like the LA River Path Project because “street” and “highway” are defined broadly as
“all or part of, or any right in, a . . . public highway, road, street, avenue, alley, lane, driveway,
place, court, trail, or other public right-of-way or easement, or purported public street or
highway, and rights connected therewith, including, but not limited to, restrictions of access or
abutters' rights, sloping easements, or other incidents to a street or highway.” Id. § 8308.

According to the Notice of Preparation and information publicly available on Metro’s
website, the Project will have up to seven river crossings® and will be managed by the City and
County of Los Angeles’. As a result, these bike path crossings qualify for a river access feasibility
analysis; Metro and the two municipalities must investigate opportunities to provide access
from the proposed bike path bridges to the water itself—not just opportunities for access to
the bike path from the surrounding community. And that investigation must happen now,
before the crossings are selected and built.

The current LA River revitalization planning processes re-imagine the river as a major
open space resource for people living in adjacent communities. The LA River Path Project
planning process should aim to further this vision by considering how the path might also
provide access into the river. Our understanding is that the path will be designed for walking
and general mobility, not just for bike riding. Therefore, the paths and bridges should connect
people with the water and not just adjacent areas.

Consider Improved Signage, Barriers, and Trash Receptacles

In conjunction with assessing river access opportunities, the LA River Path Project
should more explicitly include informational signage, barrier, shade trees to reduce the urban
heat island effect, and trash receptacle improvements.® The current barriers and signs along
the LA River are largely unwelcoming, especially for community members that hope to access
the river channel. Barriers restrict channel access and signs often tell the public to keep out of

5 Notice of Preparation — LA River Path Project, Metro, p. 1 (Oct. 23, 2019)
https://ceganet.opr.ca.gov/2019100443/2/Attachment/x GEwo.

6 Notice of Preparation — LA River Path Project, Metro, p. 6 (Oct. 23, 2019)
https://ceganet.opr.ca.gov/2019100443/2/Attachment/x GEwo.

7 Frequently Asked Questions - Who is going to own, operate and maintain the path?, Metro
https://www.metro.net/projects/lariverpath/frequently-asked-questions/ (last visited Dec. 4, 2019).

8 The Notice of Preparation notes that the Draft “may include, but is not limited to . . . design options for path
typologies, refinements to the proposed Project, and ancillary improvements in collaboration with Metro’s local
partners.” Metro, Notice of Preparation — LA River Path Project, p. 4 (Oct. 23, 2019)
https://ceganet.opr.ca.gov/2019100443/2/Attachment/x GEwo.
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the river because it is unsuitable for recreational activities. The new path provides a good
opportunity to rethink the barriers and introduce more inviting and educational signage about
river access. This signage should be uniform along the Path so as not to send the public mixed
messages about how they can recreate in and around the River. We also advocate for
multilingual educational signage to inform our diverse Angeleno communities about the river’s
history, ecology, and flood risk. In addition, barriers and signage should be reconsidered to
facilitate access to the channel while still ensuring the public is informed about the risks during
certain times of the year. This would help ensure compliance with California Constitution Art. X,
§ 4, which states that “No individual, partnership, or corporation, claiming or possessing the
frontage or tidal lands of a . . . navigable water in this State, shall be permitted to exclude the
right of way to such water whenever it is required for any public purpose, nor to destroy or
obstruct the free navigation of such water.”

Trash receptacles should also be incorporated into the path design as should a plan for
maintaining the receptacles and removing the trash regularly. Trash remains a pervasive water
guality pollutant. In fact, California State Water Resources Control Board lists the Los Angeles
River Reach 2 as impaired for trash.® A Total Maximum Daily Load has been set to reduce trash
and allow the reach to once again support its intended beneficial uses, such as providing
aquatic habitat and recreational opportunities. Receptacles are especially important to
introduce because new sections of the path will allow more people to get closer to the river
channel while conducting activities like walking, fishing, and biking that have the potential to
generate plastic bottles and other trash.

Conclusion

The LA River Path Project will be one of the first major projects completed along the Los
Angeles River since LA River revitalization planning processes began. Its emphasis on creating
recreational space for surrounding communities should serve as an example for future
proposed projects along the river. At the same time, the Path Project presents an important
opportunity to set an example for projects going forward. Los Angeles Waterkeeper encourages
Metro to consider the above comments, especially as it works on the next phases of the
project.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,

Liz Jones
Los Angeles Waterkeeper Staff Attorney
liz@lawaterkeeper.org

Melissa von Mayrhauser
Los Angeles Waterkeeper Watershed Programs Manager
melissa@lawaterkeeper.org

9 California State Water Resources Control Board, Impaired Water Bodies Map -Los Angeles River Reach 2 (Carson
to Figueroa Street) https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/tmdl|/integrated2014 2016.shtml
(last visited Dec. 4, 2019).
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Steven Appleton
Dear Metro LA Riverpath Project Team,

My apologies for my limited response but | am sure you have gotten a lot of detailed feedback from
others. | will offer just a few brief comments:

(1) Potential East/West Loops offered by A will expand access and future possibilities:

One of the intriguing aspects of A is the potential for a future “loop” between Albion and Figueroa
Street. The possibility exists to go beyond this and connect the dots: (1) West bank Elysian Valley and
“Colonnades” of the 1924 Dayton Ave Bridge (2) Figueroa St and (3) the not much discussed East bank
corridors along San Fernando Rd. and connecting to the future G2 park.

Though outside the scope of this project, | hope that Metro will note this and urge future engagement of
Metrolink to open needed additional space along San Fernando Rd. There is room along San Fernando
Rd. to expand adjacent to the Metrolink Central Maintenance Facility. The “landscaped” fence should
move back to the required minimum distance to railroad tracks and allow safe bike passage along this
busy route. Alternatively, East river may itself become a future path.

| favor the Alternative A in the way that it creates possibility for various future loops: such as Elysian
Valley—>Colonnades = Albion - Figueroa or G2 Park—>San Fernando—> Figueroa—> Albion—>Colonnades
etc. Not only would such routes be practical and useful, they are also visually epic in the way that they
mix urban, industrial, historical and nature experiences.

| urge the team to take a look at a conceptual design | worked on for the area of the remnant
colonnades of the 1924 Dayton Ave Bridge: https://stevenappleton.com/Riverside-Colonnade-Figueroa
| explored the public use concepts for this site and worked through many historical documents during
the process.

(2) Make Union Station a key destination:

| favor the most direct connection possible to Union Station. Not only would this project practical
transit value but it brings together practical use with urban/nature and historic resources. From the
description B seems to make the more direction connection to Union Station.

Is there a way to make such a direct connection in option A, while retaining some of the features of the
Northern portion of A?

(3) Weave historical structures, visual experiences, nature and safety features.

| urge that features be built into the path that slows the path in a natural way at key junctures, offering
views and experiences that will help to mediate potential for conflict between peds, rollers and bikes.
Related, | hope that a policy will be developed to limit speed or type of electric bikes. These are great
devices, but they will pose challenges over time and | believe that forward looking discussion and policy
isin order.


https://stevenappleton.com/Riverside-Colonnade-Figueroa

As a designer and community member in Elysian Valley, | had a chance to explore this a bit in another
conceptual design | rendered see: https://stevenappleton.com/Paseando-Pathway

During the many years | have lead kayakers and cyclists on tours in Elysian Valley | oft spoken about the
future where we can “turn the corner” to downtown. This project is the most important tangible
contribution underway in the river zone and you should feel inspired to do your utmost.

Thanks for your efforts,

Steven Appleton

LA River Kayak Safari and
Director of WISP (Water Institute of Science and Policy)
2825 Benedict St LA Ca 90039

310 740 7294
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This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the “water discharge”
pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar Chavez Street) bridge that has been
discharging water from “chemical treatment plants” installed by METRO Los
Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles in 2006.

This “water” is the output of “clarifiers” and “chemical oxidation injection”
treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper
Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial
chemical acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and
then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being
flushed into the LA River.

METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water
discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children - to the
hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds
of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943/Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943-1948.

This 64-acre parcel of land — a world heritage chemical waste brownfield —is the
historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943/Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant
1943-1948, and must be COMPLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lake still
present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation and
be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial
NP - allowing access through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station.

METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the “LA River Path”, shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PAH-VOCs’, being immersed in soil gases
that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
bloodstream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs’, altering the DNA of their white
blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as leukemia,
lymphoma, and multiple myeloma.

If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful,
unnecessary, deaths.

Respectfully,















"‘l| g

s Angeles marketmg cartoon of the "LA River th ShO s families f\rr,._

bhssfully hufflng carcmogemc PAH- VOCs be\ng \mmersed m SO\S?QaSeS




Los Angeles River Path Project
Draft EIR Comment for METRO Los Angeles

Lauren Cencic,

METRO Los Angeles must not proceed with this unconscionable project that has
been promoted with a cartoon (see below), marketing to children the direct
ingestion of manufactured gas plant wastes mixed with synthetic chemical

weapons wastes.

https://1drv.ms/u/s!Av5arTYSIX e03oHw6-mejlZ8E t










This will allow public access and direct exposure on top of the “water discharge”
pipes underneath the Macy Street (AKA Cesar Chavez Street) bridge that has been
discharging water from “chemical treatment plants” installed by METRO Los
Angeles in 1995 and from the City of Los Angeles in 2006.

This “water” is the output of “clarifiers” and “chemical oxidation injection”
treatment plants operating underneath the P4 parking level at the METRO One
Gateway Center as well as underneath Space 140 of the Edmund C. Piper
Technical Center directly east from Union Station. Every day, the toxic industrial
chemical acid lake left from the historic operation of the Aliso Street MGP and
then the Naval Synthetic chemical weapons plant from World War Il is being
flushed into the LA River.

METRO Los Angeles wants to put a bicycle/walking path directly over these water
discharge drains, exposing countless new victims - including children - to the
hazardous wastes still present underneath Union Station and the historic grounds
of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943/Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant 1943-1948.

This 64-acre parcel of land —a world heritage chemical waste brownfield — is the
historic home of the Aliso Street MGP 1870-1943/Naval Synthetic Chemical Plant
1943-1948, and must be COMPLETELY remediated of the toxic acid lake still
present below the proposed LA River Path. Change the land use designation and
be managed as open space as a new National Park - Aliso Street MGP Memorial
NP - allowing access through an untrammeled natural area providing for a
foot/bicycle thoroughfare between the Los Angeles River and Union Station.

METRO Los Angeles marketing cartoon of the “LA River Path”, shows families and
children blissfully huffing carcinogenic PAH-VOCs’, being immersed in soil gases
that places them into a narcotic stupor as their brain cells begin dying, their
bloodstream via their lungs filled with PAH-VOCs’, altering the DNA of their white
blood cells in ways that induce harmful incurable blood cancers such as leukemia,
lymphoma, and multiple myeloma.

If this project proceeds as planned, future generations will suffer horrible, painful,
unnecessary, deaths.

Respegtfully,
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SOUTHEAST LOS ANGELES COUNTY

Paszal

GATEWAY CITIES

COUNCI

December 6, 2019

Ms. Lauren Cencic, Senior Director
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Cencic:

PUBLIC COMMENTS REMITTED BY
THE GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
CONCERNING THE LOS ANGELES RIVER PATH PLAN

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments (Gateway Cities COG) thanks
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and
staff for their important work in developing the Conceptual Design Report and
initiation of the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River
Path Project (Project).

As the southern end of the Project falls within the boundaries of the cities of
Commerce, Maywood, Vernon and the unincorporated community of East Los
Angeles, the Gateway Cities COG is grateful for the opportunity to provide
comment on the proposed scope of the Draft EIR and respectfully submits the
following comments for consideration:

e Consider and evaluate increased access points commensurate with )
southeast Los Angeles population density and access to parks, open
space, recreation and opportunities.

¢ Evaluate mosquito mitigation, environmental management of mosquito
habitats, and potential public health impacts.

¢ Coordinate Project access points with planned West Santa Ana Branch
(WSAB)/Eco-Rapid stations in disadvantaged communities.

e Coordinate project access points with the City of Vernon LA River Path
Feasibility Study and City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan.

o Coordinate project access points with the City of Commerce and
Citadel Outlets.

¢ Align with the Gateway Cities COG’s Strategic Transportation Plan
Active Transportation Element.

16401 Paramount Boulevard = Paramount, California 90723 {562) 663-6850 (562) 634-8216
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e Weigh cost of path design alternatives with most opportunity for future
amenities.

Consider and evaluate increased access points commensurate with
southeast Los Angeles population density and access to parks, open
space, recreation and access to opportunities.

The Gateway Cities region is characterized by historically underinvested,
disadvantaged and low-income communities (See Attachment A) that have
little to no access to parks and open space, and are at the front lines for air
quality impacts due to freeways, freight, and heavy industrial activities. This
includes the communities of Commerce, Maywood, Vernon and East LA,
which are located at the southern end of the Project. Access to the river path
means access to opportunities, open space, recreation, and active
transportation and should therefore be made available and prioritized for
disadvantaged communities that have not benefitted from these types of
opportunities in the past. As a new resource to be added in the Southeast Los
Angeles region, alternatives that provide the most, and easiest, access to the
river path commensurate with population density of surrounding communities
should be prioritized for implementation. The City of Maywood has the highest
population density of the Gateway Cities region and is higher than that of the
City of Los Angeles (see Attachment B). In evaluating alternatives, existing
parks, open space and recreation in the surrounding communities should also
be considered as the river path may provide the only, or one of very few,
opportunities for residents to access these resources.

Evaluate mosquito mitigation, environmental management of mosquito
habitats, and potential public health impacts.

Addition of landscaping, greening elements, and natural habitats for wildlife as
part of the Project should be done in coordination with the Greater Los Angeles
County Vector Control District for purposes of potential mosquito increases
amd mosquito management as it relates to public health. Southeast LA
communities are going to be vulnerable to various climate hazards, including
extreme heat, flooding, and worsening air quality. There is no telling the level
of impact that potential, increased mosquito-breeding habitat could have on
disadvantaged communities suffering from other climate-related health
hazards and with limited access to health facilities.

Coordinate Project access points with planned West Santa Ana Branch
(WSAB)/Eco-Rapid stations in disadvantaged communities.

The City of Huntington Park is planned to have a WSAB station that can
connect to southern project-end cities of Vernon and Maywood. The Project
should evaluate impacts of connecting the WSAB corridor to the LA River
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Path, especially for planned stations that are closest to potential access
points.

Coordinate project access points with the City of Vernon LA River Path
Feasibility Study and City of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan.

While the City of Vernon is highly industrial with a population of 112 (2010
Census), the City has a daytime, employee population of almost 40,000 (City
of Vernon LA River Path Feasibility Study). As a low-income, highly
industrialized and disadvantaged community, employees and residents could
greatly benefit from coordination for increased active transportation modes
and infrastructure. The LA River Path Project access points should align with
local communities’ active transportation priorities.

Coordinate project access points with the City of Commerce and Citadel
Outlets.

The Project should further evaluate Alternatives A and B with benefits of
access and recreation to the City of Commerce Citadel with focus on potential
resident and employee use, as well as economic benefit. Alternatives A and B
provide a second access point for City of Commerce residents and
employees, and closer access to the Citadel outlets, via the potential East
Atlantic Boulevard access point. As this potential access point is not included
in Alternative C, review of Alternative C should include thorough analysis of
loss of benefits to the disadvantaged community of Commerce, especially
given the low level of community engagement conducted in Commerce during
the conceptual design phase of the Project (only one community engagement
event conducted in the City).

Align with the Gateway Cities COG’s Strategic Transportation Plan (STP)
Active Transportation Element.

Completed in 2015, the COG’s Active Transportation Plan recognizes the
importance of walking and cycling in reducing traffic and energy consumption,
and providing greater transportation options that enhance quality of life and
public health in disadvantaged communities. The Active Transportation
Element illustrates how city-proposed bike facilities form the framework for a
regional system, identifies regionally-significant bicycle projects to connect
key activity centers, and visualizes both concerns and potential improvements
related to bicycle and pedestrian access at the major transit stations within the
Gateway Cities COG region. The Project should align with both local (e.g. City
of Vernon Bicycle Master Plan) and regional transportation priorities, including
the Gateway Cities COG’s STP.



Ms. Lauren Cencic, Senior Director
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
December 6, 2019
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Weigh cost of path design alternatives with most opportunity for future
amenities.

Generally, top-of-bank paths are less expensive and provide the greatest
opportunity for adding amenities, including lighting, landscaping, and shading
structures. Disadvantaged and low-income communities oftentimes lack the
resources to add such amenities. In the area of landscaping, amenities can
greatly add to benefits of mitigating urban heat, improving public health, and
improving comfort and user experience. Alternatives B and C limit amenities
that can be added, due to the proposed path designs. Review should therefore
include consideration of benefits from amenities for disadvantaged
communities.

The Gateway Cities COG region is home to more than 2.1 million residents,
many of whom live within the state’s most disadvantaged census tracts
(CalEnviroScreen 3.0). This includes the communities of Commerce, East Los
Angeles, Maywood and Vernon who have much to benefit from active
transportation and public health investments.

We are thankful for the opportunity to participate and for your consideration of
these comments. Please direct any communications to Gateway Cities COG

Executive Director Nancy Pfeffer at nancy@agatewaycog.org or (562) 663-
6850.

Sincerely,

Vttuons Ayt

Nancy Pfeffer, Executive Director
Gateway Cities Council of Governments

Attachments:
e Attachment A: SB 535 & AB 1550 Map
o Attachment B: Cities Population Density chart
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7- OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING
100 S. MAIN STREET, SUITE 100

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 .
! Making Conservation

PHONE (213) 897-0067 a California Way of Life.

FAX (213) 897-1337

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

December 5, 2019

Lauren Cencic

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: LA River Path Project — Notice of
Preparation (NOP)
SCH# 2019100443
GTS# 07-LA-2019-02878
Vic. LA-5 PM 20.693 / LA-110 PM 25.523 /
LA-101 PM 0.097 / LA-10 PM 17.952

Dear Lauren Cencic:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The LA River Path is a proposed
walking and bicycling path along an approximately 8-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from
Elysian Valley through downtown Los Angeles and the City of Vernon to the City of Maywood.
The proposed pedestrian and bicycle path would provide connections to and between downtown
Los Angeles, including the Arts District, Little Tokyo, Civic Center, El Pueblo District/Union
Station, and the Wholesale District; the surrounding communities of Elysian Valley, Cypress Park,
Elysian Park, Lincoln Heights, Chinatown, and Boyle Heights; and the cities of Vernon and
Maywood. The surrounding area is currently underserved with limited pedestrian and bicycling
infrastructure connecting the communities. Land uses within the Project area include single- and
multi-family residences, commercial and retail uses, industrial development, parks and
recreational uses including the Los Angeles State Historic Park, health and medical facilities,
educational institutions, flood control facilities, and transportation facilities.

After reviewing the NOP, Caltrans has the following comments:

Caltrans encourages projects of this nature that create high quality transportation alternatives for
local and inter-regional trips. State-level policy goals related to sustainable transportation seek to
reduce the number of trips made by driving, reduce Greenhouse Gas (GHG), and encourage
alternative modes of travel. Caltrans’ Strategic Management Plan has set targets of tripling trips
made by bicycle and double trips made by walking and public transit by 2020. The Strategic Plan
also seeks to achieve a 15% reduction in statewide, per capita, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by
2020. Similar goals are embedded in the California Transportation Plan 2040, and Southern
California Association of Governments’ (SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan. Statewide

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Public Hearing in the Matter of:

L.A. RIVER PATH PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
PROCESS/SCOPING MEETING

BEFORE THE METRO

L.A. RIVER PATH PROJECT TEAM

~— — — — — ~—

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, taken at
St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium,
222 South Hewitt Street, Los Angeles, California,
commencing at 6:30 p.m. on Wednesday,
November 13, 2019, heard before the
Metro L.A. River Path Project Team, reported by
Marcena M. Munguia, CSR No. 10420, a Certified
Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of

California.
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APPEARANCES :

Metro Presenter: MICHAEL CORTEZ
Manager of Community Relations
Metro
LAUREN CENCIC
Senior Director
Metro

Facilitator: LYNDSEY NOLAN

Project Manager
The Robert Group

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I NDEX

Welcome and introductory comments
Public Speakers:

Austin Boldt

Dora Armenta

Jeff Chop

Mal Granger

Daniel Nussbaum

Robert Gutierrez

Jennifer Doyle

PAGE

10

11

12

14

14

16

Kennedy Court Reporters,
800. 231. 2682

I nc.



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Los Angeles, California, Wednesday, November 13, 2019

6:30 p.m.

MR. CORTEZ: Good evening, everyone. We're going to
go ahead and get started, so you guys need to wrap up of
your conversations at the boards. We're going to get
started at this time and we'll start.

So before we begin the formal meeting, I'd like
to thank all of you for coming here. We're going to
start with an L.A. River Path video that we created for
the project to kind of highlight what the project really
is before the presentation. This is a really good
example in a video form of what this project of the L.A.
River Path is.

(L.A. River Path project wvideo played)

MR. CORTEZ: All right. How exciting. It got me
excited to have this path open.

Good evening, everyone. Thank you for attending
today's public scoping meeting for the L.A. River Path
project. My name is Michael Cortez. I'm in human
relations for L.A. Metro.

It looks like many of you had an opportunity to
visit the boards and talk to the project team. If you

didn't, there will be opportunity after this meeting to

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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have further discussions and visit the boards after the
following presentation and the comment period.

At this time, I'd like to invite Claudia and
Marie to come up to talk about our translation services
that we're offering here today.

(Interpretations given)

MR. CORTEZ: Thank you to the both of you.

We also have the presentation translated in
Spanish if you -- on the projector over here to my right,
if people want to follow it that way. We also have it
voice translated in Spanish and English as well, so there
are different opportunities and ways to follow us on the
other languages. So thank you, both, and they will also
be located in the back as well, too, with those services.
The other thing is we also have a court reporter here
that will be transcribing the meeting today.

So the purpose of today's meeting is really to
hear from all of you and what methods should be
considered during the environmental study report. This
meeting is also legally required as part of the
California Environmental Quality Act, also known as CEQA.

Today we will be hearing a nine-minute
presentation from the Senior Director of Planning,
Countywide Planning, Lauren Cencic, who will provide a

project overview, and she will be talking to you a little

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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bit about this entire process, the CEQA process as well.

After Lauren finishes her presentation, that's
when we'll open it up for public comments. There'll be
two ways that you'll be able to provide public comments
today. It will be one through an oral comment or a
written comment. If you would like to make an oral
comment today, we hope you -- in the front -- back of the
room, my back now, we do have speaker cards and we hope
you fill it out. And also there'll be staff members --
just raise your hand and they'll be able to provide you
one as well.

If you don't feel like providing an oral
comment, don't worry. There's another way you can do it
and it's through written comment. There's a table in the
back and you can provide your comments that way, too.

If those options don't work for you and you'd
rather just like to take this information here today and
dissect it, don't worry. You still have time. Today's
not the only time for you to provide public comment. You
can either mail in your comment, you can e-mail it, or we
do have a form online. All of these are options that are
available in the 45-day comment period which ends on
Friday, December 6.

So, again, these are all different options of

ways that you can provide public comments. We'll be

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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talking to you about the process after the presentation
of how we will address each person coming up during the
public comment period.

Again, the purpose of this meeting is to capture
all of your comments, to analyze the comments that we
hear today, questions that you have, and it will be
responded to during the draft environmental impact
report. There may be some awkwardness. We'll just let
you know up-front if you do ask a question or would like
a response during your comment here today, unfortunately,
we're not going to be answering them. We'll just say
"thank you" and "next," but we appreciate it because
really we're here today to record your comments and then
respond during the draft environmental process.

So at this time, I'd like to invite
Lauren Cencic to come up and provide the presentation.

(Project presentation was given by Ms. Cencic

but not transcribed)

MS. NOLAN: Hi, everybody. My name is Lyndsey Nolan.
I'm with The Robert Group and I am part of the outreach
team. I'm going to start calling up folks, probably
three at a time.

Bridgitte is in the back and she'll be
collecting -- raise your hand, Bridgitte. She'll be

collecting cards from you if she doesn't already have it

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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and you want to submit oral comment.

So when I call your name, just please come to
the front or actually start lining up in the middle and
then we'll have you come when your name is called. Come
to the front. You want to direct your comment to the
court reporter. State your name and speak clearly into
the microphone so that she captures everything.

And then finally, just please silence your cell
phones, allow others to speak when it's their turn, and
use respectful language.

So we have Mal Granger, Tom Hoffman, and Austin
Boldt. So if you can just start -- yeah, or here.

Mal Granger? Austin Boldt?

MR. BOLDT: Hello. Good afternoon and thank you for
being here. My name is Austin Boldt. I'm a resident of
Cypress Park and Glassell Park. I live within two miles
of the Los Angeles River, but I actually can't get to the
bike path without biking about four or five miles around
down Fletcher Drive across the Fletcher Drive bridge, so
access 1is a huge issue for me. Residents of Cypress
Park, we can't get to it. We won't even use it, so

that's my point.

But the great thing about -- also is for the
thing about jobs, it making -- it creating less of a
drive. That's great. I hope we can source that locally

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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so it's going to the residents around the area who are
being impacted because it's great if you're saying, Oh,
it's going to create jobs. Yeah. I hope the people
being affected will hopefully get access to those jobs.

Safety is a huge issue, especially in Elysian
Valley when people are biking at 25 miles per hour next
to the residents that are walking their kids.

So safety, access, local jobs, and community
engagement, I'd like to see more of that, but I didn't
see any flyers in my five bike shops. I didn't see any

people here that I recognized on my local community

rides. I live -- it's looks like I'm on the younger side
of the crowd. I'm 22. So I don't see any -- I don't
know. Maybe I'm just bikes, but -- from the

local community. So Austin Boldt, Cypress Park. I also

like the process. This thing is great. Thank you for
being here. That's it.

MS. NOLAN: Mal Granger, Tom Hoffman, and Dora
Armenta.

MS. ARMENTA: Hi, everyone. My name is Dora Armenta
and I'm a cyclist and a resident.

So I have a few questions and concerns, I guess.

So one of the things is debris and trash that we're
usually kind of seeing along these bike paths. I ride

Ballona Creek path pretty often and I see a lot of trash

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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kind of being thrown into there; a lot of scooters as
well. So I'm just wondering what the -- I guess what
that's going to look like for this pathway as well and if
there's going to be access to trash cans and how that's
going to be maintained.

Additionally, during the construction of the
bike path, I'm interested to see how the -- I assume that
air quality is going to be impacted, so I'm interested to
see how that can be mitigated.

And lastly, the width of the path as well. The
Ballona Creek pathway has two -- like two lanes, so just
opposite lanes. And so while that's really helpful,
sometimes it's really good to have like maybe the width a
little bit bigger so that pedestrians or people that are
not on a bike or rolling can also safely access the
pathway.

And I think that's it. Thank you.

MS. NOLAN: Great. Thanks.
Mal Granger. Is Mal Granger here?
Tom Hoffman. Jeff Chop.
MR. GRANGER: Let Jeff speak first.
MR. CHOP: Hi. I'm Jeff Chop from the Historic
Cultural Neighborhood Council. I represent residents of
Little Tokyo and I'm a representative of the Arts

District.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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So this project is definitely -- I feel is a
major plus for our neighborhood, but in terms of making
it good, I think one of the things that I don't see in
the plans is a major amount of greening in the area along
the path and I certainly agree with the earlier speaker
who spoke about the air quality. Right now, the air
quality of Downtown Los Angeles is one of the worst in
the city.

And certainly as a bicyclist, I'm very
disappointed that I'm not able to ride my bike from here
to go all the way down to Long Beach, so I look forward
to this connection, and I would also suggest that part of
the project would be to have east-west right-of-ways to
the L.A. River so that the major part of Downtown and the
western part of Los Angeles can be accessed to the river
path.

Anyway, I look forward to seeing this project
get on its way and get built. Thank you.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you. Mal Granger and Tom Hoffman.

MR. GRANGER: Thank you for letting me speak. My
name is Mal Granger and I would like to talk about the
project and my experience working with USDA Forest
Service as an off-highway vehicle motorcycle volunteer.
I've worked on many trail projects and wildlands and I

never met a trail I didn't like, including this one.
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800. 231. 2682

12



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I would like to address one of my main concerns
of this trail is the environmental conditions of the
section between the Cesar Chavez Bridge and the 101
Freeway, as it transits across the site of the historical
Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant site that kind of has
a history of emitting highly hazardous concentrated
chemicals into the air, and I believe that section should
be moved across the river away from the western edge of
the L.A. River and, if not, the section between there
should be monitored for air quality at all times to warn
people if it gets too high or it's unsafe.

Unfortunately, the bridge across Cesar Chavez on
the western side has ducts that is pumping out water from
clarifiers used to clean up this brownfield site and
those discharges are pouring into the river every day and
the path has division now. It goes directly over that
particular section especially and I'm very concerned
about the health of people who are anywhere near the
discharge drains for that area. So please work on that
to keep people safe.

And thank you for letting me speak.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you.

Now, Tom Hoffman, Daniel Nussbaum, and Robert

Gutierrez.

MR. NUSSBAUM: Thank you. I use the path --

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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MS. NOLAN: Can you state your name, please.

MR. NUSSBAUM: Oh, I'm Dan Nussbaum. I live in
Silver Lake. I'm a walker. I like to walk along the
river, so I think I'll just rattle off some of my hopes
and interests.

Safety is a concern, safety from the point of
view of lighting at night. If there could be more
lighting, that would be good. It would be good if there
was more of a delineation between pedestrian and bike
sides of the path.

I'm also very concerned with greening, as
somebody else mentioned. I think that the pocket parks
in Frogtown are great and it would be good to see the
creation of more of those and if not parks, per se, then
trees. I'd also like to go on record of saying I hope
that the river is restored as much as possible.

And the idea of connectivity between the two
sides of the river I think is of a significant value and
that if there could be even more bridges and more ways
for people to go back and forth, I think that would be
great. So thank you.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you.

Robert Gutierrez.

MR. GUTIERREZ: Hi. My name is Robert Gutierrez.

I'm a resident of Boyle Heights and a cyclist.
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I didn't have much opportunity to go over the
different alternatives, so I don't really have a
preference to advocate for.

I wanted to thank you first and foremost for
kind of -- Metro taking the lead. It sometimes feels as
the cyclists that we're not very prioritized as a
population group in the city, so I guess I wanted to
advocate for whichever proposal has the best
connectivity. I think that I'm looking at it mostly as
an integrated cycle network and I think it goes a long
way into seeing riverbounds travel.

But I think that there's also going to be --
through the eastside neighborhoods, there's a lot of fear
of gentrification within the eastside community and so I
think that I can suggest some ways that we can better
anterior this project into the community.

So first of all, I think that you can outsource
cultural resources along the river. The river has
historically, especially on the eastside, been a path
form for streamlined graffiti. I think if we try to
marginalize this group, I think that's going to go far in
aiding in the community. I think that we need to find a
way to try to integrate that in, and it's a big part of
our culture -- not a big part of the culture, but it's

something big. It's something I hear all the time.
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And also, I think -- I know this also sounds a
little bit contradictory, but I think that you can
include nature into the project as well. I think a lot
of times when outside agencies come in and try to impress
in the community, they have kind of a suburbanizing
mentality of kind of a certain aesthetic that's trying to
be imposed on the community and I think that if we can
avoid those things, I think it would be very positive in
the community. Thank you.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you.

Jennifer Doyle and Tom Hoffman.

MS. DOYLE: Hi. I'm Jennifer Doyle and I like to
cycle and I think one of the biggest things is safety.
So having adequate lighting is going to be really
important. I think it would be really dangerous if you
have something in your path and you can't even see it,
but also with more lighting, it increases utilization
that people can use it at night. So I think more

lighting, adequate lighting, would be beneficial. Thank

you.
MS. NOLAN: All right. Thank you.
MS. CENCIC: No Tom Hoffman? No? Okay.
Last call for speaker cards. No?
Okay. So even if you didn't want to come up and
speak, I'd just -- you know, we still want to hear what
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you have to say. So feel free to e-mail us. Take a
comment card. Drop off a comment card. We really want
to continue to hear from you for this period before
December 6, but really as the project continues through
the next few years.

With that, I hope if you didn't get a chance to
go through all of the boards and really dig into what
these alternatives are and some of the specifics of the
environmental process and some of the ideas that we have,
that you take the time to do that now.

We're going to break from the formal
presentation and go back and talk to the boards. I want
to make sure that everyone gets a chance to get all of
their questions really answered and really understand
where we are in this project. With that, Michael --

MR. CORTEZ: I wanted to thank St. Francis for
allowing us to use their space as a cultural and
historical landmark in the community. So I wanted to

thank you for allowing us to use it.

MS. NOLAN: Yes. Thank you. Thank you again. We're

here until 8:00 and there's a bunch of staff, a bunch of
us with name tags. Find one of us and then we'll be
happy to talk to you more about the project. Thank you.

(Public hearing concluded at 7:13 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before
me at the time and place herein set forth; that any
witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which
was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony
given.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before completion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript was not requested.

I further certify I am neither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any
attorney or party to this action.
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Los Angeles, California, Saturday, November 16, 2019

10:30 a.m.

MR. CORTEZ: Good morning, everyone, we're going to
go ahead and get started so if you want to wrap up your
conversations around the boards and then we'll go ahead
and begin the formal presentation.

So good morning, everyone. Thank you for
attending today's public scoping meeting for the L.A.
River Path project. My name is Michael Cortez. I am the
Community Relations Manager at Metro, so we appreciate
you coming. Hopefully you grabbed some breakfast or some
bread and coffee, and we'll begin. So thank you again
for attending today.

Before we begin actually the presentation, we're
going to show you a video of the project so you can kind
of see really in full scope what we're talking about
today.

(L.A. River Path project wvideo played)

MR. CORTEZ: Awesome. So great.

If you feel free, like you want to see this
video again, it is also located on our website at
www.lametro.net/lariverpath.

So before I begin, I wanted to recognize Stewart

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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Lozano with the Assembly Member Richard Bloom's office.
I know the Assembly member doesn't necessarily represent
this area, but he's also a constituent, so thank you for
attending and being here. We appreciate it.

Hopefully you guys had an opportunity wvisit the
boards and mingle with the team for this project. But if
you didn't, there will be opportunity after the
presentation to continue those type of conversations.

We also do have translation here. Do you want
to see if anyone needs --

(Translations given)

MR. CORTEZ: Great. Thank you. We also have this
presentation translated into Spanish, so if you'd like to
follow the presentation along, it's right here towards my
right and all of the boards are translated in English and
Spanish as well, too.

So the real reason why we're here today is to
hear from you about what Metro should be considering
during the environmental study. The other thing is this
is also a legally required meeting per the California
Environmental Quality Act. So today we're going to be
hearing a presentation from Lauren Cencic, Senior
Director of Countywide Planning. After Lauren makes that
presentation, we'll be opening it up for public comment.

So there'll be two types of ways that you can

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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make a comment today. It's either an oral comment or a
written comment. If you'd like to make an oral comment,
you can grab a speaker card that's at the sign-in table
and if you don't have one, raise your hand and we'll pass
it over to you so that you can fill it out. So when it
is a public comment time, we'll call you up individually
one by one.

If you don't feel like coming up and making
comments orally, you can always write it down in the back
of the room, grab a bread, a coffee, and take your time
to write it down there.

If any of those options don't work for you and
you feel you just want to digest information a little bit
more, that's fine, too. You have until Friday,

December 6th to provide your comments via e-mail or on
the website, we have a public comment card that -- or a
public comment box that you can f£ill out and then it

automatically gets generated and passed over to us, or
you can do it by mail, too. So there's various options
of ways that you can provide comments for this project.

So -- and also, this won't be the only time that
we're going to be engaging the public on this project.

We hope that you sign up, so -- in the front or actually
in the back of the room to continue to get information of

this project. We're going to be engaging people through
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workshops within the next year or so and coming back to
the community.

So at this time, I'd like to invite Lauren, who
will give the presentation today.

MS. CENCIC: Thank you, Michael.

Thank you, everybody, for coming. It means a
lot that you are here on a Saturday morning. We always
love when people come out, but a Saturday morning is an
extra special commitment.

So I just wanted to talk a little bit about the
L.A. River Path project. Today we're going to kind of go
through a little bit about what we mean by the
environmental process. As Michael mentioned, this
meeting is a part of a formal review of the L.A. River
Path project and so we're going to talk just a little bit
about what we can expect during that process. We're
going to talk just for a few minutes about the project.
As Michael mentioned, there's a lot more detail and
information on all the boards and we have a lot of staff
around with name tags like mine who will be very happy to
answer your questions for us.

We also -- well, I've got the wrong clicker
here. Let me use the right one here.

So we're also going to talk just for a minute

about the alternatives that we're going to be studying in
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the environmental review process and then really get to
the heart of what we're doing here today. And as Michael
mentioned, the real reason we're here is we want to hear
from you about this project. So our job today is really
to listen to your comments and understand what you'd like
us to consider as we're studying these projects.

So for the environmental review process, really
the reason we do this -- and it is a part of the
requirements under the California Environmental Quality
Act, but really the reason we're doing it is we're trying
to get the decision -- collect all of the information
that we need so that we can inform decision makers so
they can make a good choice of how we proceed with this
project.

We are going to be analyzing both the benefits
and the potential environmental impacts of this project
through a document that we call an Environmental Impact
Report or an EIR. You may have heard us talk about
tonight is a -- or today is a scoping period and what
scoping is is scoping is really the kickoff or the formal
beginning of this environmental review process. That
makes today's meeting a little bit different than some of
the other meetings you may have attended about this
project, but our job here in scoping is to get input from

you and from other groups about what the objectives of
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this project should be, what the alternatives should look
like, and really what we should study in this
Environmental Impact Report.

So when we talk about this report of this final
product of our environmental study, what you'll see in
there is an analysis of the different options we're
looking at. That will really include project objectives,
it'll include information about the proposed project,
what might happen during construction in looking at
potential impacts during construction and also once the
project is up and running. There will also be a lot of
really heavy technical studies in there where we're
really going to get into looking at the potential
environmental impacts of this project, and we'll talk
about that more in a second.

We are going to be looking at if there are
impacts, how we can avoid them or minimize them and make
sure that we are limiting those impacts, if there are
any, and we're going to look not only at our proposed
project but different options how we can build that
project so we can compare those alternatives.

For this process for the California
Environmental Quality Act, Metro's going to be the lead
agency and be in charge of preparing this document, but

we're not going to be working in isolation. We're going
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to be working with a lot of partners at the federal,
state, and local levels who are going to be agencies that
are going to participate in this process as well. So
they'll be responsible for reviewing documents, providing
input, and participating overall in the environmental
process.

So when we talk about the L.A. River Path
project, a couple of things: We are really talking about
the portion -- of building the portion of the bicycle and
pedestrian path along the L.A. River between Elysian
Valley and Maywood, so the portion through Downtown
that's currently missing. So we're focusing on that
eight-mile stretch and really trying to connect this path
to the larger path along the L.A. River. So when we're
done, we'll have 32 continuous miles of path along the
L.A. River.

This project is locally funded by Metro. 1In
2016, we had the Measure M sales tax measure and that
identified this project and has provided 365 million
dollars to complete this project.

This is a really important section of the bike
and pedestrian path to complete and that's because not
only will it provide this connectivity and this
connection all the way from the San Fernando Valley to

Long Beach, but also in the section there are about a
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million people who live within three miles of this path
and will be able to use it. And also, this path is --
along this area is largely industrial, but there's a lot
of jobs. Not only do a lot of people live there, but
there's a lot of jobs in this area and particularly
around Vernon in the southern part of the path, there's
about 50,000 jobs there that will be near this path.

So in terms of our time line for how we're going
to do this project, the part we're in right now is what
we're calling the environmental review and it's a pretty
lengthy process. So we're going to be finishing up our
environmental review process by about 2022. We'll dig
into it a little bit more in detail in a minute about the
different steps of that, but we need to complete that
before we can finalize the design of the path and get our
required permits. We're going to need permits from the
Army Corps of Engineers to finish this project before we
can construct and build this project. So by 2023 is when
we're going to start construction and have the path
opened by 2027 or sooner.

So one of the things that we really want to hear
from you about today are the project objectives.

Anything you want to tell us, any ideas you have for this
project, certainly please include those in your public

comments, in your public testimony today, but one of our
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questions that we're particularly asking is about the
project objectives and this is a really important part of
the project because it's how we're going to evaluate and
compare different options and different alternatives to
one another.

So we've come up with some draft project
objectives and we'd like to hear if you agree with these,
if you have others you'd like us to add. If you think
something's missing here or don't agree with something,
let us know in your comments.

So really, our objectives: We're looking at
safety, improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.
We're also looking at access, making sure people will be
able to use this path to get to and from neighbors, jobs,
destinations and other amenities in the region.

We want to use this path as a way for people to
be able to get out of their cars, so we would reduce
vehicle miles traveled, or VMT, and make this path a way
that people can walk or bicycle throughout L.A. County
and be able to do so in a way that is completely
separated from cars in a dedicated bike path, bike and
pedestrian path.

We want to look at equity as a part of this
project and making sure that this project is also making

sure that we're providing access to opportunity for
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underinvested communities and considering equity in our
analysis.

And really just overall, we want to focus on the
user experience. We want this path to feel safe and
comfortable and something that people of all ages and
abilities will be able to use. So we want to design the
path in a way that's comfortable for bicycles, it's
comfortable for pedestrians walking, it's comfortable for
seniors, it's comfortable for families with small
children and designed in such a way that works for
everybody, and we want to make sure that this path can do
a couple of things. We want to serve the needs of people
who want to use this path for recreation and for
enjoyment, who want to just go out and walk and bike on a
weekend with their friends, but we also want to make sure
that this path can serve utilitarian trips as well so
that people will be able to use it to get effectively to
work, to school, to other places that they need to go.

So we have three alternatives that we're going
to be studying as a part of this process and these are
one of the other questions that we would like to hear,
what you think about these alternatives.

So they're all pretty similar and we've really
creatively named them Alternative A, B and C so that we

can remember them, but with -- these alternatives all
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start in Elysian Valley and all end in Maywood. So
they're all closing that gap. There's just a few
distinctions about how they're doing that.

Each of these cross back and forth across the
river from the east bank to the west bank and back and
forth because we're trying to provide access points and
connections on both sides of the river as well as get
around some of the obstacles and the infrastructure that
we need to navigate around in order to close this gap.

So Alternative A is 50 percent -- has 50 percent
of the access points on the east bank and 50 percent on
the west bank and it has 10 access points all together
and moves back and forth across the river using a couple
of different path types and a couple of different
structures to really navigate those -- that gap.

Alternative B, very similarly, has 50 percent of
the access points on the west bank, 50 percent on the
east bank. This one has a few extra access points and
there's a lot more detail on the boards and Devon and the
rest of the staff will be very happy to go over the
details with you, but this one just finds a little bit
different options of how to get through some of the
bridges and infrastructure in this area.

And Alternative C has 11 access points, so it's

got an extra one on the west bank but similarly moves
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back and forth across the river and provides connections
on both sides.

So in terms of this environmental review
process, what do we mean when we're talking about this
environmental review process and some of the time lines
and steps? So as I mentioned, this period we're in right
now is scoping and that's a 45-day period where we're
really -- our job is to listen. We're trying to get as
many comments and have as many people tell us their
opinions about this project as possible.

We're going to use all of that to inform what
we're going to study and then we're really going to dig
into developing some of the technical studies and doing
the analysis so that we can prepare this draft EIR.

By 2021, we're going to have a completed draft
EIR and that's when we're going to come back out to the
public and show you what we've found, show you the
results of all of that analysis, and get some more
comments through a public hearing process. Once we get
those comments, we're going to be formally responding to
them in our document and we'll go through and revise that
draft document and turn it into a formal final document
that's going to address those comments before we can
publish that document and then get approval from Metro

Board of Directors. So those are all the steps we need
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to go through in order to get this processed.

We're also going to be at the same time working
with Army Corps of Engineers because, as I mentioned, we
need some permits from them to build this project. So
they'll be requiring specialized studies as well to get
those permits.

So another question we have is really about the
content of the Environmental Impact Report. We know
there are a lot of potential environmental impacts that
may or may not happen from this project, whether once
it's up and running or during construction. So all of
those things are things we want to study and really
understand the impact, the potential impacts, before we
start this project.

So we've identified a number of potential topics
for us to study, everything from air quality to
transportation impacts to cultural resources and impacts
to historic bridges and historic properties, looking at
tribal cultural resources and really consulting with
Native American tribes; but if there's other things that
you would like us to consider and to plan for and to
study, we want to hear about that as well.

So during this environmental review process, as
Michael mentioned, we want you to stay involved. Yes,

we're having our formal scoping meetings and then in 2021
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we're going to have formal public hearings, but in the
meantime, we're also going to have a lot of other ways
for you to stay involved in our project. If you signed
in today and provided your contact information, you'll
get updates about the project and we're going to have
other meetings and opportunities for people to get
involved as well, but we want to make sure that, you
know, you're getting a chance to stay involved and
learning about our progress as we move through this
process.

So today is our last of our four public
meetings. So we've had them in Boyle Heights, in the
Arts District, in Maywood, and then our fourth one is
today here in Cypress Park.

So I'm ready to stop talking pretty soon because
this is the boring part and really why we're here is to
listen to you, but before I do that, I just want to talk
for a second about really what we're going to do with
your comments.

So all of the comments we'll hear, whether you
speak today formally, whether you submit something in
writing, or e-mail to us during this 45-day comment
period, are going to be documented in a formal scoping
report and that's going to really become a part of this

process of developing this environmental study. They are
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going to help inform what goes into that environmental
report as well as influence design decisions. So while
we're doing the environmental studies, we also need to do
some of the engineering design of the project to really
understand what those impacts will be, and so what you
tell us is going to help inform those decisions.

We're going to use it to refine project
objectives, because that will be really how we're
analyzing and comparing these project -- these options to
one another, and really identify really what we should be
evaluating and then what mitigation measures or any
options we should look at to avoid impacts as well.

So as Michael mentioned -- I don't need to go
into too much more detail -- oral comments, if you wanted
to do an oral comment, please fill out a speaker card.
Let me just raise this up here without spilling my
coffee. You need a speaker card?

MS. BRAVO: Well, I want to --

MS. CENCIC: So --

MS. BRAVO: Yes. I want to ask, there's been --
there's been about three projects -- okay. There's been
about three projects that they brought here and I'm
trying to figure out -- were you here when they brought
them --

MS. CENCIC: Actually, you know what? I would love
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to -- yeah. So if you have some questions, let me have
staff come talk to you specifically because I want to get
through the rest of this presentation so we can get to
the formal process here, but I appreciate your
enthusiasm.

So you can fill out your oral comment card,
which is the little comment card like this, and we'll
call you up so you can speak and you'll have two minutes
to speak and the court reporter is going to actually
officially transcribe what you say. You can submit
written comments and you can e-mail us at L.A. River Path
at Metro.net as well. Okay?

So the other really important thing to think
about is because I know even if you make a public comment
today, you may go home and come up with some more ideas
or think of things you'd like to add. Remember
December 6. Friday, December 6 is the deadline for
submitting comments, so you have up until that time to
e-mail us, write us, whatever you would like to do. All
of my contact information is on the screen. Also, the
very handy written comment form you can take home, on the
back, there's my contact information. You can mail this
yourself or send us an e-mail, whatever you'd like.

So with that, I'm going to turn it over to

Lyndsey, who's going to talk a little bit more about sort
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of the rules for how we're going to do the public comment
periods. During this process, we're just going to be
listening and documenting what you say and if you have
specific questions, please go see the staff at the side
of the boards. They can help answer your questions, or
else if you make a formal comment today, your answer is
really going to be in this Environmental Impact Report.
So your answer is going to be this document. So if you
have more clarifying questions, please check in with the
staff on the side of the room. Okay?

MS. NOLAN: All right. Thank you, Lauren.

All right. So if you haven't already and you
want to make an oral comment, please go to the table at
the back and you can get a speaker card and they will
bring the speaker card up to me.

You're going to have two minutes, which you can
see up there, to make your comment. At the close of two
minutes, I'm going to ask you to finish. TIf you want a
translator, we have our translator here and you can have
actually four minutes if you choose that you want a
translator.

Please talk into the microphone. Face the court
reporter so she can see you and hear you. Speak clearly
and when you come up, make sure that you state your name

when you get to the microphone to start your comment.
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And, again, just to repeat what Lauren
mentioned, it might feel awkward if you pose a question
into the microphone as part of your comment. You won't
be getting an answer today. The answer comes through the
Environmental Impact Report. So it might feel a little
awkward, but just remember that we're here to listen and
record everything today.

Okay. So with that, I have Susan Rocha and Tom
Savio. You can come wait.

MS. ROCHA: My name is Susan Rocha and in this area
of Cypress Park and Elysian Valley, we have no
supermarkets. The only ones are three miles that way,
this way, or in a different direction. So -- and we
can't carry like five bags of groceries on our back,
so -- to bicycle and we have one lane in each direction
in varying main streets. So I'm against road diets, I'm
against the congestion, and there's no way to take
bicycles just to get to the market. We have no bank, no
market, no nothing over here.

It's not safe down the river because there's a
lot of homeless people. A lot of them don't -- don't
create any problem, but yet the dirtiness is an issue.
It's more of an issue than anything else, and there's
also bicyclists that are very aggressive and they want to

railroad down other bicyclists and walkers. So that

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

22



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

needs to be -- I don't like patrols. I think that people
should know how to be decent and control themselves and
not do that to other people.

I'm against any new developments along the
river, including any new apartment buildings, condo
units, any new coffee shops, amenities. A lot of natives
that have lived here their whole life like me can't maybe
afford $5 coffee shops and bringing in a lot of newbie
people that create more traffic and more congestion into
the area. That's not acceptable in these little tiny
areas that we have. We don't want these areas destroyed
with too many people coming in, too much traffic coming
in, things that are not affordable in our area.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you. Your time is up.

Okay. Tom Savio?

MR. SAVIO: My name is Tom Savio. That's S-a-v, like

Victor, i-o. I'm an Executive Director of Los Angeles
Union Station Historical Society. We're recognized by
the Federal Railroad Administration.

I think anything that brings more life to the
deadest river that I know of is a good thing overall, but
we have a particular concern because the area east of
Los Angeles Union Station is a well-documented toxic
waste dump from a refinery that used to exist there from

about 1880s to 1950s. It was also a location where
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weapons, chemical weapons of war, were manufactured.
Most of this material has been dumped there and not being
protected, the public is not being protected.

I see that you have three different
alternatives. One alternative is B where you have pylons
and an elevated bike ramp. This will require
construction into toxic waste dump area and I'd like to
know what Metro is doing about cleaning up the toxic
waste dump and how that is going to alter or change the
nature of your bikeway.

The other two alternatives appear to be on the
other side of the bank; that is, the other side of the
river. So far, I have not been able to get a map of how
far the toxic waste zone extends and I've been talking to
the state EPA about getting a map because it may very
well go under the river and out the other side. So I'd
like to know what Metro is going to do about the toxic
waste dump near Union Station and your back way.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you.

Okay. I have Clara Solis, followed by Stewart
Lozano.

MS. SOLIS: Hi. I haven't looked and studied this
closely, but --
MS. NOLAN: Can you please state your name.

MS. SOLIS: Hi. Clara Solis. I haven't looked at
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this closely, but I would like to say if they do whatever
they build, they should have access walkways down to the
bottom of the river from the bike paths.

Also, if you want to provide access to
underserved communities, you need to have an east-side
access point to the Gold Line at First Street. It also
makes sense to have an access point to the Gold Line at
the Ed Reyes Greenway and down at Atlantic Boulevard, it
is crazy and I think there should be an access point
there also. Plus, that will serve underused --
underserved communities.

You have to be careful with noise and pollution
to residents. You should really do great outreach to the
communities, because Metro does terrible outreach to
underserved communities. You need to walk those
neighborhoods where -- that are going to be impacted by
any construction and pass out flyers and talk to people.
Mailing is inefficient and doesn't work for underserved
communities.

Regarding the comments on the supermarkets, I
hear that all over. People get upset at bike riders. I
ride a bike, but people get upset at bike riders because
you're taking out lanes to create road diets for bike
lanes and people don't have access to supermarkets.

That's true in East Los Angeles and you can't take -- I
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can't take my 91-year-old mother to the doctor on a bike.
I can't pick up my groceries on a bike. So you have to
be cognizant of it. You're making an us-versus-them
situation and it creates anger. Thank you.

MS. NOLAN: All right. Thank you.

Stewart Lozano, followed by Carla Bravo.

MR. LOZANO: Good morning. My name is Stewart
Lozano. I just want to thank Metro for hosting these
meetings. Getting public opinion is always I think a
most important first step in a project like this. I'm
from the east side. I'm a longtime resident, grew up
here, baptized right down the street at Divine Savior.

And what I want to say is this project should be
efficient, it should be safe, and it should be
accessible, and I encourage Metro to keep that in mind
throughout the planning of this project. I noticed that
there's a couple plans that have a big path going below
the bank, meaning it is incised and at the river bottom.
To me, that doesn't seem very practical, especially
already if it's at risk at the slightest sight of rain.
So I would encourage if at all possible to keep it
elevated or at the top of bank because it seems to be the
most accessible and useful access, accessible year-round.

So just once again, I want to stress the

efficient, accessible, and safe.
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The other thing is the east side is a special
place. There's a lot of people who came here for many
different reasons, but historically the east side has
been home to the largest Chicano population in the
country and as gentrification has increased, a lot of the
murals that the east side is famous for have been
destroyed. Metro has a golden opportunity here to create
a -- make this bike path a destination, something
practical, something to go from point A to point B
quickly, but also include art. Include the community in
it.

I would cite Destination Crenshaw as an example
of this. I think what's going on there where the
community's been included, there's murals that honor the
community, it's fantastic, and I would strongly encourage
Metro to keep that in mind in the planning project.

Reach out to local artists and really create, I mean,
like I said, a safe, efficient, accessible bike path but
also a destination for murals that would honor the
community and the people that have called this place home
for generations like my family.

So thank you once again for hosting this meeting
and good luck.

MS. NOLAN: All right. Thank you.

We have Carla Bravo, followed by Carrie Sutkin.
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MS. BRAVO: Good morning. My name is Carla Bravo and
actually, I'm mixed up. I come to all these community
meetings and I hear so many things, so many projects, and
what I'm trying to figure out, where -- where are all
these little like -- the last one we had was about a
Metro link station at the River Park. Before that, there
was another one about the G2 project. Before that, there
was another one. That's what I'm trying to figure out.
Where are all these -- are all these the same project or
is all -- are all these different projects? Because like
I say, I come to all the community meetings and every
time, there's a new project.

So that's my only -- you know, those are my
questions, that I come and every time there's something
new. So that's why I'm asking, where is this one coming
from? Thank you.

MS. NOLAN: Thank you.

All right. I have Carrie Sutkin.

MS. SUTKIN: Hi. Thank you for coming out. I've
also lived on the east side for 30 years and I think that
this is like a dream come true, actually. I think a lot
of us don't -- a lot of the public don't realize that
when Metro says they have the money and they're starting
the scoping, they mean that they're actually planning to

construct this within our lifetime, and so I just have
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some specific questions.

You know, your brochure says there's a
seamless -- this project will complete the gap and create
a seamless 32-mile bike path and as far as I know, the
path currently ends -- I live in Elysian Valley and we
can ride just as far as Zoo Drive and we can't ride our
bikes up to the valley currently. So I think that that
needs to be clarified. Maybe there's some other pieces
that are also coming into play, but if you're going, you
know, from Elysian Valley south to Downtown, I don't see
how that completes the San Fernando to the Griffith Park
section. I don't know if I'm clear with that, but there
seemed to be other gaps as well.

And living in Elysian Valley, I've lived on the
river path now for almost ten years and there's a lot of
frustration in that it being considered a shared path
that doesn't really meet the standards of a side-by-side
bike path and pedestrian path and I hope that you'wve
heard that concern from people that live along there.
There have been accidents from the cyclists community and
the residents. It doesn't feel safe. It doesn't feel
right and if it was our first phase that we're
celebrating, don't duplicate it exactly as is. We would
urge you to -- in your new design, I think some of your

new objectives are very important, the safety and
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pedestrian safety and that feeling that, you know, we can
use it for exercise and commuters, but I think it's very
important in your design that you really separate the
pedestrian from the rollers and the cyclists and the
folks on wheelchairs and strollers and there might even
be equestrians because we know that they're coming down
from Griffith Park. So if this is going to be a
long-term project, consider those things in your design,
too.

MS. NOLAN: Okay. Thank you.

Okay. Any other public comment, oral comments?
I don't see any additional hands going up.

Okay. I think we're good. Thank you.

MS. CENCIC: Okay. Well, I just really want to say
thank you. I really appreciated hearing your opinions of
the project. I hope you'll continue to submit comments,
either written or e-mail or our website, up until
December 6th.

This is the end of the formal part of the
presentation today, but staff's going to stick around.
We'll be here at the boards, happy to talk through some
more of the specific information about the alternatives
or this project overall.

And that's all we have, but I really thank you.

We really appreciate you giving up your Saturday morning.
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If you haven't already grabbed a cup of coffee
and snacks, please do because that maybe will make it a
little bit better of a Saturday morning. Thanks so much,
everybody.

So, actually, I'm so sorry. Carrie just
reminded me if anyone didn't want to make their comment
in front of the microphone but you would like to have the
court reporter continue your comment or add to it or do
one, you're welcome to come up and speak directly to the
court reporter as well and we will certainly make sure
that that is included as a part of the formal record.

Thank you.

(Public hearing concluded at 11:12 a.m.)

MS. SUTKIN: My name is Carrie Sutkin.

Specifically, about construction impacts because
I'm concerned about graffiti, trash and the general
neglect that we see that happens with these big public
projects where the contractors don't maintain the site
clean every day and after months and years of
construction, we see homeless camps and horrible trash
and horrible graffiti and homeless camps and other kinds
of, you know, nuisance activity.

And so I would be concerned that there would be
someone that supervises and proactively inspects the site

and reports back and that neighbors have a phone number
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they can call during construction to complain about
nuisances, open gates. We have that happening right now
at the Taylor Yard construction site bridge and there's
no information, no one to call, and it's a constant
problem.

And also, the vacant publicly owned lands that
should be considered as part of the project or else they
become dumping grounds as well, so that the design
consider kind of mitigating future nuisance sites by
incorporating them smartly into the site plans so that
the public spaces have landscaping in the long run and
they have maintenance, and then maintenance during the
construction is super important and maintenance ongoing
is very important so that people feel safe using the
trail.

(Public hearing concluded at 11:52 a.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before
me at the time and place herein set forth; that any
witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which
was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony
given.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before completion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript was not requested.

I further certify I am neither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any
attorney or party to this action.
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Los Angeles, California, Tuesday, November 12, 2019

6:30 p.m.

MR. CORTEZ: All right. Good evening, everyone.
Thank you for attending today's public scoping meeting
for the L.A. River Path project. My name is Michael
Cortez. I am the Community Relations Manager for L.A.
Metro. It looks like many of you had an opportunity to
go visit the boards and talk to some of the team members
who are working on the project. If you haven't, after
today's public meeting and if there's some time, you can
go back and visit boards again and dissect information
that you either heard here in the presentation and mingle
with team members here.

Before we begin, I'd actually invite Diana to
come and offer the translation assistance that we offer
here tonight.

(Interpretation given)

MR. CORTEZ: Thank you, Diana.

We also have the presentation in Spanish
projected right here, in case you want to follow along
that way, and all of the boards that you see around the
room are also translated in English and Spanish.

So the intent of today's meeting is really to

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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hear from you about what Metro should consider about the
L.A. River Path project during the environmental study.
The scoping meeting is legally required by the California
Environmental Quality Act, which is also called CEQA.

We want to ensure we can hear everyone, SO we
ask that everyone, including myself, conduct this meeting
in a respectful manner. So we ask that you silence your
cell phones and allow others to speak when it's their
turn during the public comment period as well.

Today, Lauren Cencic, Senior Director of
Countywide Planning, will provide a presentation today
with the project overview. Once Lauren is completed with
the presentation, we will then open it up for the public
comment period.

If you'd like to provide a public comment here
today orally, we ask that you fill out a speaker card
that Lauren is holding up or Katherine are holding up and
we'll collect them at one point and then Katherine during
that public comment period will call you up one by one.

If you don't want to make an oral comment, you
can also submit the written comments and there's a
comment table in the back where you can write them down,
you know, as well, if you don't want to make an oral
comment .

We are here until 8:00 p.m. here tonight. If

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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oral comments are completed before 8:00, anyone else who
would like to provide some type of oral comment, you can
always go directly to the court reporter who is over
there who can also transcribe your comments today as
well, but we welcome your comments. But just to
reiterate to you that we will not be answering any
questions or comments today. Responses to your comments
will be in the draft environmental document that will be
made available to the public in the future. So in case
it feels kind of awkward when you come up, if you ask any
questions or make any comments and we're really not
responding, it's because really we're recording your
comments and your questions so that they are answered at
a later time during the draft environmental reporting
process. So just to let you know how it will be. We'll
probably say "thank you" and then go to the next person
making a public comment.

So, again, your comments on the scope of the
project here at the meeting during the comments section,
if you feel like you don't want to make a comment here
today, you can always go online or mail in your comment
and we'll go over that process in detail again during the
presentation period.

This will not be the only time that we'll be

coming out to the community. We'll be engaging the
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community throughout the environmental process. So we
hope you signed in so that you can follow this project
along as we will continue to move forward in this EIR
process.

I also want to recognize Martin Reyes from
Supervisor Solis's office who is here. So we appreciate
him being here and also just listening or if you have any
comments for them, feel free to see Martin in the back.

So we thank you for attending today's public
scoping meeting. At this time, I'd like to turn it over
to Lauren, who will go over the presentation.

(Project presentation was given by Ms. Cencic

but not transcribed)

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: So we have five speaker cards,
so what I'm going to do is to ask you to please use the
mike on the left hand -- my left here and I'm going to
call four names. I'd like you to come up and if you
don't mind, sitting in the row of chairs there and keep
in mind that Marcena, our transcriber -- wave your hand,
Marcena -- is capturing every word, so I'm asking
everyone to be respectful of her ability, and her cold,
to hear plainly, please.

Peter Han -- Hagan; Peter Hagan; Javier Giron --
excuse me if I mispronounce your name -- Brenda Martinez;

and Jesse Soriano.
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And what I'd like you to do is just speak in the
order that I called you in, please, if you don't mind.
That was Peter Hagan, number one. Number two is Javier,
please. Number three -- number three is Brenda, and
number four is Jesse.

So what I'd like you to do, if you don't mind,
is please pronounce your name and spell it so that
Marcena can get that for you. Okay?

MR. HAGAN: Hi. Peter Hagan, and that's spelled
P-e-t-e-r H-a-g-a-n, and I'm the chair of the
Transportation and Environment Committee for the
Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Okay. You have two minutes. So
sorry.

MR. HAGAN: Yes. So we're here tonight first to
express that we're very excited about this project. We
think it's going to be a great thing for the community.

We're also here to stress, however, that we
believe that in all of the various alternatives, A, B,
and C, they don't provide enough access points to our
community, so we're really pushing for three access
points to be on the east side of the river in
Boyle Heights. We have four senior living facilities in
our community. We're in one right now as well. We're

home to one of the largest populations of children in the

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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entire country, so we think from an accessibility

standpoint and also a safety standpoint, it really makes

sense to have three access points on the east side of the

river in Boyle Heights.

As well, Boyle Heights is a long area, north to
south, and we only have an access point on the north end
and it's not really going to be accessible to our
residents on the south end. So we think if we had three
access points, one on the north end, one in the middle,
and one in the south are appropriate.

As well, we also wanted to express that, you
know, our community in the past has been overlooked when
it comes to transit decisions in this -- just in the
county in general and we feel this is an opportunity for
that to change and we hope that Metro will hear us and
work with us on this. Thank you.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Javier?
MR. GIRON: Yes.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: You're up.

MR. GIRON: Hi. My name is Javier Giron. I live in

Boyle Heights and the new L.A. River path will be the

future to walk and bicycle, plans in the future to walk
miles, jogging toward the sea past Richard Y., Downtown
L.A., past the District, all the way to Maywood to make

in the construction by 2023 begins. And the plans, the
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landscape, the bike trail down the river and past the

fire trucks building, the railroads yard, and past the
bridge, street, and more places to make our trail walk
elevated feature by opening 2027 or sooner to make the
project, to make plans to help to go to walk and ride,
bike the L.A. River Path. So make plans sooner and --

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

MR. GIRON: And thanks so much.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you, Javier. Thank you.

Okay. So we have Brenda, Jesse, and then Tracy
Stone. And, also, it might be helpful if anyone would
like to speak in Spanish, we do have translation.

MS. MARTINEZ: Hello, everyone. My name is Brenda
Martinez, B-r-e-n-d-a M-a-r-t-i-n-e-z, and I am a
resident of Boyle Heights. I'm also a neighborhood
council board member. We are here supporting what Peter
had just said. We are requesting for the three points to
cover the north, the central, and the southern part of
Boyle Heights.

I'm also -- as a Boyle Heights resident, I think
that we need to mention the wheelchair access, not just
for motorized wheelchairs but also for nonmotorized
wheelchairs.

We also need to mention a little more about the

safety and how it would be covered, who and which
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entities will cover those safety aspects, as well as we
are aware that the L.A. River does have water after the
rain and mosquitoes that will grow and that carries
diseases. So I would like to hear more about how would
that be taken care of.

So -- and I have a few more things to say, but
I'm going to give other people a chance.

Thank you. Have a good night.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

Jesse, Tracy Stone, and Allen Anderson.

MR. SORIANO: Thank you. My name is Jesse Soriano.
I'm the Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council Area 1
representative and I'm here with the TEC committee,
Transformation and Environment Committee, to advocate for
three access points for Boyle Heights, for everything
that's in the letter that Peter drafted. Thank you,
Peter. Thank you, Brenda.

(Spanish translation)

And I just wanted to just mention if there's
going to be a study on the environment, I'm just
wondering how the Exide contamination project crisis
factors into this project. Thank you.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Tracy Stone.
MS. STONE: Hi. Good evening. My name is Tracy

Stone, T-r-a-c-y S-t-o-n-e, and I live in Elysian Valley
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and we have had the joy really of using the river path
through our neighborhood for many years and I just wanted
to say that my biggest concern is that the new path
address -- do a better job at addressing the varying
needs of pedestrians and bicyclists.

We have quite a history now in our neighborhood
of the two of them not interacting so well. It can be
very dangerous for pedestrians when the bicyclists are
going quite fast and it can be very dangerous for the
bicyclists.

My concern is the path types that are so far
being developed, I know you're just looking at basically
their location relative to the river, but I would
encourage you to as quickly as possible also begin to
study how that path responds to the different needs of
the different users, perhaps by separating them, perhaps
by, you know, providing more paths or do they widen out
at various places.

In any case, I didn't see any mention so far in
the study of how the path will respond to the various
users and I just wanted to mention that. I think that's
a really critical thing to get on top of right away. 1In
Elysian Valley, we were promised over and over again that
there was a plan for handling pedestrians and bicyclists

and the plan was actually just to shove them into the
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same path and hope for the best, so I'm hoping you'll do
a better job on this extension.
Thank you.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Allen Anderson and then Mal
Granger.

MR. ANDERSON: Hi. My name is Allen Anderson and I
live in Elysian Valley. We've been there about 15 years,
I guess. And as Tracy says, the bike path has been a
really great thing for a lot of people. A lot of
different groups use it and one group that I'm not sure
you have thought about are the commercial people. We
have a couple restaurants, believe it or not. We have
small stores, and those small businesses rely on that
bike path just as though it was a freeway run/pass. So
when things happen like the bridge that is under
construction just north of the 110 and it blocks the bike
path, it freaks out everybody that's got anything to do
with business on that bike path. So just a
consideration. I would ask that you ask about it,
realizing that in its own way, those kinds of things are
environmental as well.

So I agree with you guys about more access
points and if those access points allow for a closer
relationship between business residents and the use of

the bike path, boy, that's great, and we would in Elysian
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Valley ask for more of that as well.

Good luck.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Are there any more comment

cards, speaker cards? So excuse me.

Mel Granger, you have two minutes.

MR. GRANGER: Hello. I am an employee of the City of

Los Angeles and I worked directly next to the path of the
main proposed for this project, basically south of the
Cesar Chavez bridge and I also have experience as a
volunteer for the United States Corps Service building
trails in public lands over 20 years and 10,000 hours of
experience in the written recreational trail program
grants for recreational trails and I do echo what some of
the other people have said. I believe it would be far
better to have two paths, one for bicycle and one for
walking, if that's even possible.

Another concern I have is about the long-term
use of the river and its potential conversion into a
wildland or soft dirt environment like is being proposed
by many people in the city and why spend so much money on
this path when eventually it'll turn into a dirt path,
which would be far more in keeping with the wildland
spirit of what the L.A. River would like to be. A lot of
people would like to see it.

I'm also extremely concerned about the
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environmental issues regarding the Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant which is a 64-acre site directly
south of the Vignes Street bridge or the Cesar Chavez
bridge.

For over almost a century, the place had been
used as a manufactured gas plant, pumping things like
creosote coal tars into the ground that are still there
and in 1943 it was converted by the Navy as a synthetic
chemical weapons plant and all the contamination is still
there under the Pipertech building and I believe that the
path that goes through there that is designed to have
children and families go through it is really an
unconscionable act for anyone to do against anyone else
because the air is infused with PAH VOCs. So if you'd
like to know more about the manufactured gas plant, I'll
see you outside.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

Okay. Please feel free to write your comments
as well.

We have another speaker card. That's Hannya
Ortiz.

MS. ORTIZ: Hi. I'm Hannya, H-a-n-n-y-a. I just
want to stress really like who is this for and really get
everyone to think about that, especially for the timing

of all this. I think it's a little bit uncanny that this
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is being built like right when the Olympics are
happening. So it's like who 1is this really being built
for? I really hope it is the way they say, you know, to
build equity with these minority communities and
low-income communities.

I also wanted to stress how going back to
commercial use, the way other parts of the river are
being utilized right now, like for really expensive
housing like in Elysian Valley like the Casitas project
and then the environmental impact that comes from having
these parcels open up to being sold and how that -- how
bringing in commercial use impacts the environment.

Yeah. That's basically what I wanted to touch
on.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

Are there any other comments? Any other speaker
cards? I'm going to hand it over to Lauren.

MS. CENCIC: Okay. Thank you so very much. We
really appreciate you taking the time out on a weekday to
come out and really talk to us about this project. It
really means a lot and really we're excited to hear about
your vision for this path.

So a couple of things is if you didn't feel that
you wanted to make an oral comment today or maybe the two

minutes wasn't long enough for you to say everything
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you'd like to say, you have a couple of choices. You can
fill out the comment cards, mail it in, put it in the
box. You're welcome to go over and provide testimony
directly to our court reporter. She'll be here for a
little bit to kind of capture anything else if you didn't
want to say it in a microphone. E-mail us. Fill out a
comment card on our website. As long as we have those
comments by December 6, we really appreciate it.

I just want to say thank you again. I want to
reiterate what Michael said when we started about how
important it is that everybody's here. I do want to
recognize again Martin Reyes from Supervisor Solis's
office. It was really wonderful to have you here.

We're also going to stick around. So we're here
until 8:00. So if you have questions about the project
about, you know, maybe something that was in your public
comment or not about, what we think we're going to do or
some of the things we're trying to figure out, we do have
staff here and more information on the boards. So feel
free to come talk to us. See if we can't answer some of
your questions as well as, you know, really kind of some
of the comments that you made today.

With that, that's the end of the formal
presentation, but we're here to chat with you until 8:00.

So thank you so much for coming.
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(Public hearing concluded at 7:08 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before
me at the time and place herein set forth; that any
witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which
was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony
given.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before completion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript was not requested.

I further certify I am neither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any
attorney or party to this action.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date subscribed
my name.
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Maywood, California, Thursday, November 14, 2019

6:30 p.m.

MR. CORTEZ: We're going to go ahead and get started.
Before we do that, we'd actually like to show the L.A.
River Path video which highlights basically what this
project is all about. So I think you will enjoy seeing
this video that we've produced from Metro and the people
from the community will tell you a little bit about why
this project is important to them.

(L.A. River Path Project wvideo played)

MR. CORTEZ: All right. Well, hopefully everyone
enjoyed that video. We want to thank Pedro Garcia for
actually connecting us with one of the parents who's
actually highlighted on this video with her children from
the Maywood area, so we really appreciate that.

Good evening, everyone. Thank you for attending
today's public scoping meeting for the L.A. River Path
project.

My name is Michael Cortez. I'm the Community
Relations Manager at Metro.

It looks like many of you had an opportunity to
visit the boards and kind of talk to the team. If you

didn't, we'll have an opportunity after the presentation

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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to continue those conversations.

But before we move further, I just wanted to
recognize Councilmember Marquez from Maywood who's here.
We thank you for attending and supporting today's
meeting.

Principal Garcia, thank you for allowing us to
have the meeting here. We really do appreciate all your
efforts and engaging the parents here.

Kim, senior field deputy from Congresswoman
Lucille Roybal-Allard, we thank you for attending.

And then Diana Morales, field representative for
Assembly Member Anthony Rendon. Again, we thank you for
attending today's meeting.

Like I said, we hope you were engaged and were
able to visit the boards. Really, why we're here is to
listen to you and what we should be considering for this
project under the environmental study. This meeting is
also part of the California Environmental Quality Act,
which legally is required during this time.

Lauren Cencic, Senior Director of Planning,
Countywide Planning, will be providing a presentation
today and going over the project in further details.
After she's finished with the presentation, we will then
open it up for public comment.

There will be two types of ways that you can
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provide public comments today. It's either an oral
comment or written. If you'd like to make an oral
comment today, we do ask that you fill out a speaker card
that's right here in the front. Here's an example of a
speaker card (indicating) and Lauren has one of those.
Fill it out and then find one of us and then we'll
collect them and call you up during the public comment
period. If you don't feel like speaking today and you'd
rather write out your comment, we have a table in the
back and staff is showing the public comment cards where
you can make that comment there in the back and enjoy
some coffee and cookies while you're filling out that
comment card.

If you don't want to do any of those ways of
writing down your comments, don't worry. You can dissect
the information here today and then go back home and then
you have until December 6th to provide your comments
either via mail, via e-mail, or also we have a comment
card online where you can also fill out the information
and then submit it all before Friday, December 6th.

So there's many ways to provide your comments
and if you -- please, we ask you to tell your friends and
family that live in the area so that they provide
comments before December 6th.

This will not be the only time that we engage
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the public during the public scoping period. We will be

engaging people through the environmental study process,

so we ask that you please sign up and follow this project
along every step of the way.

So without further ado, I'd like to invite
Lauren to come up and give her presentation and then
afterwards we'll talk about the process of the comment
period.

(Project presentation was given by Ms. Cencic

but not transcribed)
MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Hello, everyone. I'm Katherine
Padilla-Otanez. We have three speakers.

Are there others who would like to speak? Just
fill out a comment card. Lauren mentioned you can also
submit your comments in writing, but we have one more way
to do that tonight even and that's Marcena's sitting
here. She's our legal transcriber. If you don't want to
speak publicly, you can walk right up to her and she'll
take a word-by-word transcription of your message.

Okay. So our first -- we have four speakers.

So I'm going to go ahead and call your names: Heber
Marquez, Mr. Marquez. Jim Meyer, get ready, and Mal
Granger and then Karl Eggers.

MR. MARQUEZ: Hello. My name is Heber Marquez. I

am -- I was introduced earlier as a councilmember here
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for the city of Maywood, but I'm here representing my
students. I'm also a teacher at one of our newer schools
here in the city of Maywood, Maywood Center for Enriched
Studies, a grades 6 through 12 school, and I'm a coach
there. I'm a cross-country and track coach there, so we
use the river there almost on a daily basis starting
August for cross-country all the way down until about May
for track and field and then summer training as well. So
we're running there almost every day throughout the
entire year.

And I have four different things that I really
wanted to bring up. I can see some of these may be
concerns or topics up around on the boards around the
room and I think they all connect, particularly with
safety. So it's homelessness, safety, disability, and
connectivity.

So definitely as for my students and as a coach,
safety is definitely my number one concern when we are
out there training. There's other -- there's three other
high schools that use the river as well to train, so it's
usually always being used by a big number of students
throughout the year. I also forgot Students Run L.A.,
which is training for the L.A. Marathon, which there's
some schools that also use the river for that. So

definitely safety, looking into that.
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As I have been running the last couple of months
this year, there's been an increase of homeless people
setting up their encampments and tents there, so maybe
looking into options for these people that are setting up
there and something we can do in regards to that.
Sometimes my students feel unsafe when they're running
through there, particularly some of my female students.

I also know that -- I can't remember who it is
and maybe someone in here can help me in regards to the
cultural and tribal connectivity and so on. There's a
group working on a Sleepy Lagoon monument.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: EYCY Arts.

MR. MARQUEZ: EYCY Arts. There you go. I just
remembered. EYCY Arts is working on a Sleepy Lagoon
monument somewhere around Southeast L.A. so maybe Metro
and EYCY Arts can work together for that.

Ultimately, accessibility and connectivity, I'm
really excited. I used to work in northeast L.A., so I'm
super excited that NELA and some of the students will
soon be able to connect, and some of my students back
there have met some of my students down here. They've
become really good friends. So that will be a really
good eight-mile workout between here and there. So I'm
excited for that.

Thank you.
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MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: So we have two minutes. I
forgot to say that part for the speakers.

MR. MEYER: Good evening. I'm Jim Meyer. I'm the
executive director of a nonprofit called Trails4All and
for the past four years, I've been one of Assemblyman
Rendon's -- Speaker Rendon's appointees on the Lower
Los Angeles River Revitalization Working Group, now the
implementation group. I'm on that committee and I
represent the other than bicycle trail users. Our
emphasis is the recreational user along the trail.

We currently have a grant -- we, Trails4All,
currently has a grant pending to do a feasibility study
and a trail plan that would connect the seven signature
projects that are identified in the Lower Los Angeles
River Working Group.

The first of them would be the Atlantic Avenue
Vernon Trail, Vernon Park. The next one would be the
Cudahy River Park. The City of South Gate already has an
Urban Orchard project under way and then they have the
confluence project that has just been started, I guess,
in that process and we're hoping to build a trail that
would connect all of these, all seven of the projects,
all the way down to the ocean through that process. That
would bring our dirt trails up to here, to Vernon Avenue.

And we have -- on the lower part of the river,

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

11


https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

there are five major equestrian communities, three in
Long Beach and -- or actually five; two in Paramount and
one in South Gate. And then in the upper part of the
river, Burbank and beyond that, there's a whole bunch of
equestrian use all the way out throughout the wvalley and
if you folks -- if the bicycle people make this
connection, we'd like to go with you. It's our only
opportunity to go up there.

So our thinking is and our hope is that as you
do your planning, when you get to the point that you're
going to acquire rights-of-way, build bridges, build
tunnels and things like that, the major costs in doing
so, and then if we can add four feet or six feet or eight
feet of trail width to go with you, that will get us
there.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

MR. MEYER: Thank vyou.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Okay. Next, I think we had --
number three -- number three would be Mal Granger. Two
minutes, please.

And then Karl Eggers and then Danny Hom and
Cindy Donis. Okay.

MR. GRANGER: Thank you for letting me speak.

THE REPORTER: Could you use the microphone, please.

Thank you.
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MR. GRANGER: Hi. I'm Mal Granger and I have worked
at the location of this project with the City of
Los Angeles directly across from Union Station and also
for the Forest Service building trails for most of my
adult life and I've never met a trail I didn't like and I
love the idea that the objective is to benefit the
welfare and happiness of the people who will use them.
However, I have some very big concerns with regards to
the location of the trail that's incompatible with those
two particular objectives and I would like Metro to
address the specific location between Cesar Chavez Bridge
and the 101 Freeway on the western side of the -- this
little welcome sign I'm holding up.

This is pretty much the project area where the
trails, one of the alternatives -- I know it's not the
alternative -- but a lot of happy people with their
families, and unfortunately that location looked quite
differently in the past almost century of use as a
chemical plant for manufactured gas and by the Navy in
World War II for synthetic weapons. This will give you a
little bit better idea of what the place used to look
like; and much like Juul marketing mango cigarettes to
children, my concern is that this place is being marketed
as a clean and healthy place to be, but I'd like the

project to address what I believe is world heritage toxic
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chemical waste site on that 64-acre plot where I used to
work next to the L.A. River and I hope that everyone
understands what it means to them as far as their health.
So --

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Thank you.

MR. GRANGER: Thank you for your time tonight.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Danny Hom?

MR. HOM: Hi. My name is Danny Hom. This is the
first time I've attended a meeting about this project and
the first time I've ever spoke. So with regard to the
information about it and it seems exciting and cool,
given the opportunity to give public comment, I wanted to
express a thought.

I usually take the bus when leaving Downtown in
order to go home but sometimes do drive and when I drive
out of Downtown to go home, I only take -- I take Bandini
between Downey and Eastern. And having done this many
times over a couple of years always think about the
experience of driving on Bandini and how disgusting it is
and how going through that part of Vernon or whatever is
so -- I know it's Los Angeles that I go, like just
polluted and just really the smell. And my car's
air-conditioning isn't great, but -- so I -- but I always
roll up the windows when I'm driving on Bandini east of

Downey because it smells so bad.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

14


https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

So looking at the map, I see the -- you know,
the nearby course of this proposed path on the river and
I would encourage whatever engineering options make most
sense, whether that's elevating things or whatever, to
make sure that we're using the southern end of that
trail, our smell is as little as possible just because I
don't think it's worth it to build a fun, engaging
outdoor space where we're going to like just not have any
fun, which is really what I think is air quality there.
And I think that would be the best use of that land.

Thank you.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Cindy? It looks 1like Donis?
MS. DONIS: Yeah. That's right.

Hi. My name is Cindy. I'm an organizer with
East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice. I also
grew up here in the city of Maywood. My parents still
live here. I remember using the bike path while I was
growing up.

Another thing that I didn't know, though,
growing up is just the high level of environmental racism
in like communities surrounded by it. So I think that's
something that folks should be considering with Metro is
even in the existing bike path, right, there's a lot of
industry that's next to it and going deep into Vernon,

there's -- there's things that we smell and then there's
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things that we don't smell, other toxins that we don't
smell.

So those are things that are really concerning
to me. So thinking about ways to minimize the contact of
folks, especially since if people are going to be running
and people are going to be biking there, their lungs are
going to be much more exposed to some of these hazardous
contaminants. So if it's working with agencies that
are -- to enforce some of the policies that they're
supposed to be enforcing like AQMD or Cal EPA to really
protect our lungs, because this is something we totally
deserve. We should be able to access through a bike path
to Downtown and to other areas. We should be able to
connect but also in a way that's really safe for our
community members.

I also would want to consider displacement
impacts that this might attract. Because it's a bike
path, people may be like, "Oh, look, Maywood's popular
now," you know, and I would want my community members and
neighbors to stay here. So thinking of ways to support
the Master Plan, the Lower L.A. River Plan, as well and
to look at community stability.

In conversation with the city council, we've
been working with EYCE to get rent control. Maywood

passed it just yesterday. It was a huge win, but that
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should be happening across all the southland cities and
so even that would be great for Metro to support that as
well. Thanks.

MS. PADILLA-OTANEZ: Are there any other speakers?

MS. CENCIC: All right. So that's the end of the
formal part of tonight. We are here if you want to take
a closer look at some of the boards we have, especially
on the alternatives. I know those are a little hard to
see on the screens, so we'd be very happy to talk you
through what we're proposing to study, but really the
only thing I really just want to close with is to thank
you.

I thank you for coming out on a weekday night,
for giving your time to this project and really sharing
your thoughts and opinions and really for just the
general comments. I can tell that they're really

thoughtful, and we really appreciate all the thoughtful

comments that you made and all the time that you've come.

So with that, please enjoy some coffee, some
lemonade, some cookies, and we're happy to meet out with
you over at any of the boards. So thank you, again.

(Public hearing concluded at 7:10 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before
me at the time and place herein set forth; that any
witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which
was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony
given.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before completion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript was not requested.

I further certify I am neither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any
attorney or party to this action.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date subscribed
my name.

Dated: November 26, 2019
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word-by-word
8:19

work 10:16,18

working 10:11,14
11:7,15

workout 10:23
worry 7:15
write 7:9
writing 7:15 8:15

written 7:2

Y

year 9:10,22 10:2
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LOCATION; LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT
We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project
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MAILING ADDRESS
Redacted
PHONE o o

CITY, STATE, ZIP

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
Metro

input. All of the ways you can provide your input
are listed on reverse.




DATE: 11.13.2019 LOCATION: LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

MAILING ADDRESS

o Redacted
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CITY, STATE, ZIP

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your

. input. All of the ways you can provide your input
MetrO are listed on reverse.
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DATE: 11.13.2019 LOCATION: LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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PHONE CITY, STATE, ZIP

@ You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
. input. All of the ways you can provide your input
Metro

L are listed on reverse.
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We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

Redacted

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your

. input. All of the ways you can provide your input
M Et I'O are listed on reverse.
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We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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Redacted

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
input. All of the ways you can provide your input
are listed on reverse.




DATE: 11.13.2019 LOCATION: LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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NAME EMAIL

ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS

CITY, STATE.

PHONE

Redacted

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
input. All of the ways you can provide your input

M et rO are listed on reverse.




DATE: 11.13.2019 LOCATION: LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

ILING ADDRESS

o _Redacted

PHONE

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your

. input. All of the ways you can provide your input
Metro

are listed on reverse.




DATE: 11.13.2019 LOCATION: LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

| welk  often

Elv(éiu»\ Yo l g’("ramﬂh S%FTW{:

,#W\Qk\\“ an—A ‘fl/\“C/\Ad\\‘CV l{i\/‘

walking .
NamE 9
NAME ——
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Redacted

PHONE CITY, STATE, ZIP o

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
input. All of the ways you can provide your input

M etrO are listed on reverse.
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We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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DATE: 11.16.2019 LOCATION: CYPRESS PARK

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

e LI |

Redacted

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
input. All of the ways you can provide your input
are listed on reverse.
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We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
input. All of the ways you can provide your input
are listed on reverse.
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DATE: 11.16.2019 LOCATION: CYPRESS PARK

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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NAME J N EMAIL l
Ci
MAILING ADDRESS
Redacted
PHONE CITY, STATE, ZIP

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
M e t rd input. All of the ways you can provide your input

are listed on reverse.






| You have a voice in our future.

Redacted
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DATE: 11.12.2019 LOCATION: BOYLE HEIGHTS

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project. Yo AM /«;[%
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EMAIL

Redacted

PHONE

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
M etrd input. All of the ways you can provide your input

are listed on reverse.
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DATE: 11.12.2019 LOCATION: BOYLE HEIGHTS

We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.
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ORGANIZATION Redacted

PHONE

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
M e trd input. All of the ways you can provide your input

are listed on reverse.
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We welcome your feedback on the LA River Path Project.

[ pPLEAEES  Mole A ST ST T SpreluAq
bl oo OrTe BOTH  RIVTETUANS & (o CALSTS
(WW0E Porrt, S DONDTE (prIES, S<P. PATAS | ETC )

L. U Q0SS e ARNG TUS SR T
ZUTAAS VpANG~ Cod AR NES Pad U3eS T A
Netpol) Awor — BCFOS TUE PATHA 1WAS  UPLOA0)
¢ TRE peaunr e INSTRUCD | PEPPUS  (BOT LACASTS

s PSS ARS ) Gvip PGS PALW  ERCUR OTHI

B STXree 6 g ¢ ATR ordo TRE BANC, TUE ANy~G

PUAMAS PGS AN D MBALES [T M 0ATNEIWVS

NAME EMAIL

ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS
Redacted

PHONE CITY, STATE, ZIP

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your
. input. All of the ways you can provide your input
M et rO are listed on reverse.






Attachment 4
Agency and Public Participation



Attachment 4a
Agency Meeting Sign-in Sheet



Hello! Nice to meet you. W Ot

DATE: 11.06.19 LOCATION: Metro Headquarters, Gateway Plaza Room, 1 Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012

‘ Organization
|

Redacted

@ ° LA RIVER PATH PROJECT AGENCY SCOPING MEETING
Metro



Hello! Nice to meet you.

DATE: 11.06.19

Metro

Organization

LOCATION: Metro Headquarters, Gateway Plaza Room, 1 Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Redacted

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES,PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

YES, PLEASE | NO THANKS

VES, PLEASE | NO THANK

ENGLISH | ESPAROL

ENGLISH | ESPafioL

ENGLISH | ESPAROL

ENCLISH | ESPAROL

ENGLISH | EsPAROL

ENGLISH | ESPAROL

ENCLISH | ESPAROL

ENGLISH | ESPAROL

ENCLISH | ESPAROL

ENGLISH | ESPAROL

ENCLISH | ESPAROL

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAILI FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOGK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEROOK | FRIEND | OTHER

7

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

EMAIL | FACEBOOK | FRIEND | OTHER

LA RIVER PATH PROJECT AGENCY SCOPING MEETING



Attachment 4b
Public Meeting Sign-in Sheet



Hello! Nice to meet you. AKX IITHIE

DATE: 11.12.19 LOCATION: Boyle Heights Senior Center, 2839 € 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

Redacted

@ Metro

LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING



Hello! Nice to meet you. y Ottt

DATE: 11.12.19 LOCATION: Boyle Heights Senior Center, 2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

Do ypb wapt o receive Lang

updal ps on Metro projects?

Redacted



Hello! Nice to meet you. y' Ot

DATE: 11.12.19 LOCATION: Boyle Heights Senior Center, 2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

Name Organization Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?

Redacted

@ Metro

LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING



Hello! Nice to meet you. Ottt

DATE: 11.13.19 LOCATION: St. Francis Xavier Chapel, 222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Phone Number Mailing Address Do you want to receive Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?
updates on Metro projects? | |

Redacted

@ q LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING
Metro



Hello! Nice to meet you. Ottt

DATE: 11.13.19 LOCATION: St. Francis Xavier Chapel, 222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Email Address Phone Number Mailing Address Do you want to receive Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?

updates on Metro projects?

Redacted

@ Metro LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING



Hello! Nice to meet you. Ottt

DATE: 11.13.19 LOCATION: St. Francis Xavier Chapel, 222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Organization Email Address I Phone Number Mailing Address Do you want to receive Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?
updates on Metro projects?

Redacted

@ Metro

LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING



O

DATE: 11.14.19 LOCATION: Maywood Elementary School, 5200 Cudahy Ave, Maywood, CA 90270

Organization Email Address Phone Number Mailing Address Do you want to receive Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?

updates on Metro projects?

Redacted

LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING

@ Metro



Hello! Nice to meet you.

DATE: 11.14.19 LOCATION: Maywood Elementary School, 5200 Cudahy Ave, Maywood, CA 90270

I T g I
Organization |

1 |
Phone Number Mailing Address Do you want te eceive l Language Praferences | How did you hesr about ys?

updates on Meiro projests?

Redacted



Ouininii

DATE: 11.16.19 LOCATION: Cypress Park Recreation Center, 2630 Pepper Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Organization Email Address Phone Number Mailing Address Da you want 1o receive Language Preferences | How did you hear about us?

updates on Metra projects?

Redacted

. LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING
Metro
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DATE: 11.16.19 LOCATION: Cypress Park Recreation Center, 2630 Pepper Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90065

Redacted

Metro LA RIVER PATH PROJECT SCOPING MEETING



Attachment 5
Scoping Meeting Materials



Attachment 5a
Agendas



LA RIVER PATH

AGENDA

> Open House (First 30 minutes)
> Presentation (20 minutes)

> Oral comments

> Open House (Resumes after oral comments)

OPEN HOUSE STATIONS
STATION #1: REGISTRATION
> Sign in
> Receive project materials and
overview of meeting format
STATION #2: ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS
> Environmental review process
> Public participation
> How to submit your public comments

> Environmental resources to be studied

STATION #3: PROJECT OVERVIEW
> Project map
> Project timeline

> Environmental clearance timeline

STATION #4: PROJECT OBJECTIVES

> Learn about project objectives

Metro

STATION #5! PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

> Learn about the three project alternatives,
path types and access points

STATION #6: COMMENTS TABLE

> All meeting participants will
receive a comment card

MEETING INFORMATION

BOYLE HEIGHTS

Tuesday, November 12, 2019, 6-8pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium
2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

Wednesday, November 13, 2019, 6-8pm

St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium
222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA goo12

MAYWOOD

Thursday, November 14, 2019, 6-8pm
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av, Maywood, CA go270

CYPRESS PARK

Saturday, November 16, 2019, 10am-12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center

2630 Pepper Ay, Los Angeles, CA 90065

LA RIVER PATH



EL CAMINO DEL RiO DE LOS ANGELES

AGENDA

> Exhibicién abierta (primeros 30 minutos)
> Presentacién (20 minutos)

> Comentarios orales

> Exhibicién abierta (después de comentarios)

ESTACIONES DE EXHIBICION ABIERTA
ESTACION # 1: REGISTRO

> Registro

> Recibir materiales del proyecto y recibir

informacién del formato de la junta

ESTACION #2: EL PROCESO DE
REVISION AMBIENTAL

> El proceso de revisién ambiental
> Participatién publica
> Coémo enviar sus comentarios publicos

> Recursos medioambientales a ser estudiados

ESTACION #3: DESCRIPCION DEL PROYECTO
> Mapa del proyecto
> Linea de tiempo del proyecto

> Linea de tiempo de la acreditacién ambiental

ESTACION #4: OBJETIVOS DEL PROYECTO

> Aprenda sobre los objetivos del proyecto

Metro

ESTACION #5: ALTERNATIVAS DEL PROYECTO

> Conozca las tres alternativas del proyecto,
tipos de ruta y puntos de acceso

ESTACION #6: MESA DE COMENTARIOS

> Todos los participantes de la junta
recibirdn tarjeta de comentarios

INFORMACION DE LAS JUNTAS
COMUNITARIAS

BOYLE HEIGHTS

Martes, 12 de noviembre de 2019, 6-8pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center, Auditorium
2839 E 3rd St, Los Angeles, CA 90033

LITTLE TOKYO/ARTS DISTRICT

Miércoles, 13 de noviembre de 2019, 6-8pm

St. Francis Xavier Chapel, Maryknoll Auditorium
222 S Hewitt St, Los Angeles, CA 90012

MAYWOOD

Jueves, 14 de noviembre de 2019, 6-8pm
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av, Maywood, CA 90270

CYPRESS PARK

Sébado, 16 de noviembre de 2019, 10am-12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center

2630 Pepper Av, Los Angeles, CA 90065

LA RIVER PATH



Attachment 5b
Presentation






Welcome

Environmental Review Process
Project Overview

Alternatives

Public Participation






> Provides decision-makers information about a project’s potential
environmental impact

> Analysis of the environmental benefits and impacts are evaluated
through an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

What is the purpose of scoping?
> Formal kick-off of the environmental process
> Determine the objectives, scope, focus and content of an EIR

> Obtain public and agency input



Description of the proposed project, objectives, construction
activities and conceptual drawings

Technical studies of environmental topics

Assessment of potential impacts

Identification of possible avoidance, minimization and
mitigation measures

Consideration of alternatives to the proposed project



The goal is to foster participation and cooperation among governments (federal,
state, regional, county, local and tribal) during the environmental review

process.

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES
All public agencies,
other than the lead
agency, which have
responsibility for
carrying out or
approving a project.

CEQA LEAD AGENCY

The public agency which has the
principal responsibility for
carrying out or approving a
project which may have a
significant effect upon the
environment.

Metro is Lead Agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA)

DOCUMENT TYPE:
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

TRUSTEE AGENCIES

A state agency that has
jurisdiction by law over
natural resources affected
by a project, that are held
in trust for the people of
the State of California.






Eight-mile bicycle and
pedestrian path along the LA
River between Elysian Valley
and Maywood

Locally funded through
Measure M: $365 Million

One million people live within
three miles of the project
corridor

Largely industrial landscape
holds tens of thousands of
jobs, with more than 50,000
people employed in the City of
Vernon alone






Are there other objectives you would like to see?

Improving safety for pedestrians and bicyclists

Increasing access from local neighborhoods to employment centers,
regional destinations, resources, and amenities

Reducing VMT by allowing people to walk and bicycle on a dedicated,
vehicle separated path through and within LA County

Improving access to opportunity for under-invested communities

Creating a path that feels safe, comfortable, and is a world-class
transportation corridor open to people of all ages and abilities

Creating a path that meets the needs of both recreational and utilitarian
users
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What else would you like us to study?

>  Aesthetics

> Air Quality

> Biological Resources

> Cultural Resources

> Energy

> Geology and Soils

> Greenhouse Gas Emissions
>  Growth Inducing

> Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning

Noise

Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation

Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems

Wildfire



How to get involved?
> Provide comments and project relevant information
> Help us understand what we should study

> Keep up to date on the project via our email list and website

Formal public feedback opportunities:

DRAFT EIR COMPLETION
SCOPING PERIOD ®ev0ccoe } AND PUBLICHEARING ©®e®ossss00e } FINAL EIR
PROCESS

Ongoing Participation
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Tuesday, November 12, 6-8pm
Boyle Heights Senior Center

2839 E 3" Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Thursday, November 14, 6-8pm
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av

Maywood, CA 90270

Wednesday, November 13, 6-8pm
St. Francis Xavier Church

Japanese Catholic Center

222 S Hewitt St

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Saturday, November 16, 10am-12pm
Cypress Park Recreation Center Auditorium
2630 Pepper Av

Los Angeles, CA 90065



All comments will be documented in the official scoping report
Scoping comments help inform the Draft EIR

Inform and influence design decisions

Refine project objectives

Identify environmental areas of concern for evaluation

Identify and evaluate potential mitigation measures



We’re here to listen — all written and oral comments will be documented
and considered.

E Oral Comments
> Fill out a speaker card to speak during today’s meeting
> Two minutes per speaker
> Comments will be recorded by a court reporter
> Interpreters are available
Written Comments

> Write your comment on a comment card or email
lariverpath@metro.net

> Please write legibly and clearly



> Comment period started Wednesday, October 23, 2019
> Comments are due by Friday, December 6, 2019

> Send public comments via mail, email or online comment form:

Lauren Cencic, Senior Director
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

lariverpath@metro.net
Important

metro.net/lariverpath Deadline

Written comments due by
December 6, 2019
at 11:59 pm






Bienvenido

El Proceso de Revision Ambiental
Resumen del Proyecto
Alternativas

Participacion Publica






> Proporciona a los responsables que toman decisiones
informacion sobre el impacto ambiental potencial de un
proyecto

> El analisis de los beneficios e impactos de un proyecto se evalua
a través de un Reporte de Impacto Ambiental (EIR)

¢ Cual es el propdsito del alcance?
> Inicio formal del proceso de aprobacion ambiental
> Determina los objetivos, alcance, enfoque y contenido de un EIR

> Obtener aportacion del publico y de las agencias



Descripcion del proyecto propuesto, incluyendo objetivos,
ubicacion, instalaciones propuestas, actividades de construccion
y dibujos conceptuales

Estudios técnicos de temas ambientales

Evaluacion de posible impactos

Identificacion de posible medidas de evitacion, minimizacion y
mitigacion

Consideracion de alternativas al proyecto propuesto



El objetivo es fomentar la participacion y cooperacion entre los
gobiernos (federales, estatales, regionales, del condado, locales y
tribales) durante el proceso de revision ambiental.

AGENCIAS PARTICIPANTES
Todas las agencias
publicas, excepto la
agencia principal, que
tienen la responsabilidad
de llevar a cabo o
aprobar un proyecto.

AGENCIA PRINCIPAL

La agencia publica que tiene la
responsabilidad principal de
llevar a cabo o aprobar un
proyecto que pueda tener un
efecto significativo en el medio
ambiente.

Metro es la Agencia principal

conforme a la Ley de Calidad

Ambiental de California (CEQA)
TIPO DE DOCUMENTO:
Reporte de Impacto Ambiental (EIR)

AGENCIAS FIDUCIARIAS

Una agencia del estado que
tiene jurisdiccion por ley
sobre los recursos naturales
afectados por un proyecto,
que se mantienen en
fideicomiso para la gente
del estado de California.






Camino de 8 millas para ciclistas y
peatones a lo largo del Rio Los
Angeles entre el valle de Elysiany
Maywood

Financiado localmente a través de la
Medida M: $365 millones

1 millén de personas viven a menos
de 3 millas del corredor del proyecto

El paisaje en gran parte industrial
tiene decenas de miles de puestos
de trabajos, con mas de 50,000
personas empleadas solo en la
ciudad de Vernon






éHay otros objetivos que le gustaria ver?

Mejorar la seguridad de los peatones y ciclistas.

Aumentar el acceso de los vecindarios a los centros de empleo, destinos
regionales, recursos y servicios, y amenidades.

Reducir las millas recorridas en vehiculos motorizados al permitir que las
personas caminen y pedaleen en un camino exclusivo y separado a través y
dentro del Condado de Los Angeles, reduciendo asi, la duracion de los viajes y
ampliando las opciones de viaje.

Mejorar el acceso a oportunidades para comunidades que han recibido un bajo
nivel de inversién econdmico.

Crear un camino que se sienta seguro, comodo y que sea un corredor de
transporte de clase mundial abierto a personas de todas las edades y habilidades.

Crear un camino que cumpla con las necesidades recreativas y los que lo usan
como medio de transporte.
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¢Qué mas le gustaria que se considerara el
analisis ambiental?

>  Estética > Hidrologia y calidad del agua
> Calidad del aire > Uso del tierras y planificacion
> Recursos bioldgicos > Ruido

> Recursos culturales > Poblacion y vivienda

> Energia >  Servicios publicos

> Geologiay tierras > Recreacion

> Emisiones de gases de efecto > Transporte

invernadero )
> Recursos culturales tribales

>  Inducir crecimiento - L :
>  Servicios publicos y sistemas de

> Peligros y materiales peligrosos servicios

> Incendios forestales



éComo puede participar usted?
> Proporcione comentarios e informacion relevante al proyecto
> Ayudanos a entender lo que debemos estudiar

> Manténgase actualizado sobre el proyecto a través de nuestra
lista de correo electrénico y sitio web

Oportunidades formales para someter sus comentarios publicos:

FINALIZACION DEL

PERIODO DEALCANCE *eeeeeee )  BORRADORERY ) EIR FINAL
PROCESO DE LA

AUDIENCIA PUBLICA

Participacion Continua
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Martes, 12 de noviembre, 6-8pm
Intérprete en espanol disponible
Boyle Heights Senior Center

2839 E 3" St

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Jueves, 14 de noviembre, 6-8pm
Intérprete en espanol disponible
Maywood Elementary School

5200 Cudahy Av

Maywood, CA 90270

Miércoles, 13 de noviembre, 6—8pm
Intérprete en espanol disponible

St. Francis Xavier Church

Japanese Catholic Center

222 S. Hewitt Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Sabado, 16 de noviembre, 10am-12pm
Intérprete en espanol disponible

Cypress Park Recreation Center Auditorium
2630 Pepper Av

Los Angeles, CA 90065



Cada comentario sera documentado en el informe oficial
del alcance

Los comentarios del alcance ayudan a informar el alcance y
el contenido del borrador EIR

Informar e influir en las decisiones del diseno
Refinar los objetivos del proyecto
Identificar areas ambientales de interés para la evaluacion

Identificar y evaluar posibles medidas de mitigacion



Estamos aqui para escuchar —todos los comentarios escritos y
orales seran documentados y considerados.

E Comentarios Orales

> Complete una tarjeta de orador para proporcionar un
comentario oral durante la reunién de hoy

> Se asignan dos minutos por orador

> Los comentarios seran registrados por un reportero de
la corte

> Hay intérpretes disponibles
Comentarios Escritos
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