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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Purpose and Content of This Report 

This Responses to Comments document, together with the Draft EIR for the Union Station 

Headquarters Joint Development Project, constitutes the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) 

on the Project as proposed by the Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD). 

The Draft EIR was circulated for a 45-clay public review period from July 23 to September 8, 1992. 

The Draft EIR included a description of the proposed Project, an assessment of the potential effects 

associated with the implementation of the Project, a description of proposed mitigation measure to 

avoid or reduce such effects, and Project alternatives. 

This document includes an introduction; a summary of environmental Impacts and mitigation 

measures; a description of the proposed Project; revisions to the text of the Draft EIR; and 

responses to the comments submitted. In addition to the Final EIR, a Mitigation 

Monitoring/Reporting Program will be prepared In accordance with the requirements of Public 

Resources Code Section 21081.6 to facilitate monitoring and reporting on proposed mitigation 

measures. 

This Final EIR has been prepared In accordance with the provisions of the California Environment 

Quality Act (CECA) of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.). and In 

accordance with the State CECA Guidelines, as amended (California Administrative Code, Title 14, 

Section 15000 et sea.). The SCRTD Is the ·Lead Agency" for the Project evaluated In this EIR. 

B. Environmental Process 

Pursuant to CECA requirements, a Draft EIR was prepared for the proposed Project. The Draft EIR 

was forwarded to the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR), State Oearinghouse, on 

July 23, 1992. The official 45-calendar day public review period was concluded on September 8, 

1992 as determined by the OPR. 
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Written responses to and comments upon the Draft EIR were received by the SCRTD during the 

official comment period from the following agencies Oisted In chronological order of the preparaton 

of their correspondence): 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Health Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . July 30 

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . July 30 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Fire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 14 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 19 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engr. . . . . . . . . . . Aug 20 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 25 

Commuter Transportation Services, Inc ............................... Aug 28 

California Department of Transportation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 28 

City of Los Angeles, Cultural Affairs Department ........................ Aug 31 

South Coast Air Quality Management District . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 3 

Comments were received from the following agencies following the closure of the official CEQA 

comment period: 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation (LADOT) ................ Sept 9 

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 1 O 

Los Angeles Unified School District . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 11 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 21 

Both CEQA Article 7, Section 15088.A - stating that a lead agency • .. may respond to late comments" 

and Article 13, Section 15207 - stating that • .. Although the lead agency need not respond to late 

comments, the lead agency may choose to respond to them,· clearly Indicate that SCRTD Is not 

obligated to make late letters of comment or the response to the late comment part of the public 

record. Without prejudice to Its right to not comment or respond, SCRTD Is choosing to provide 

responses to late comments as contained within the above four letters. 

In addition, a Public Workshop was held on August 19, 1992 at Union Station for the purpose of 

acquainting Interested parties with the Project and responding to questions and comments. The 
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agenda for the workshop and a listing of attendees are listed In Appendix B. Comments received 

at the workshop are Included In Section Ill. 

The Final EIR will be presented to the Board of Directors of the SCRTD for consideration. The 

Board will consider approval of the proposed Project and certification of this EIR based upon their 

review of the Information contained herein. 

C. How to Use This Report 

This report is divided Into four sections: Introduction, Management summary, Comments on the 

Draft EIR, and Responses to Comments. In addition, Appendices Include the Public Workshop 

noticing, agenda, and attendance; and revised pages of the Draft EIR. A description of each section 

follows: 

• The Introduction (Section I), notes the purposes and content of the Final EIR, the 

environmental process, and how to use this report. 

• The Management Summary (Section 11), provides a brief discussion of the 

background, location, objectives, and physical characteristics of the Project, 

together with a Summary Table listing all of the potential impacts of the Project and 

the proposed mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate identified impacts. The 

level of significance of each impact, with and without mitigation, Is identified. 

Revisions resulting from new information developed since the publication of the 

Draft EIR are Incorporated into the Summary Table. 

• The Comments on The Draft EIR (Section Ill) Includes a listing of those agencies 

submitting written comments to the SCRTD on the Draft EIR, a reproduction of 

each such letter received, and a list of those persons providing testimony at the 

Public Workshop held on August 19, 1992. 

• Responses to Comments (Section IV) contained within Section Ill are provided 

within this section of the FEIR, including those late comments received after closure 

of the 45-day CEQA public review period. 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Appendix A contains copies of the Notice of Preparation and the Notice of 

Completion of the Draft EIR. 

Appendix B contains the public notice, agenda, and list of attendees for the Public 

Workshop held on August 19, 1992. 

Appendix C contains the revisions to the Draft EIR which resulted from text 

corrections, new Information, and commentors' statements. 

Appendix D contains correspondence from the City of Los Angeles, Department of 

Public Works, pertaining to sewer hydraulic capacity. 

Appendix E contains Input parameters used for the air quality analysis of the Child 

Care Center. 
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11. MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 

A. Statement of the Proposed Action 

1. CEQA Intent 

2. 

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Joint Development of the 

Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) Union Station Headquarters ("Phase I") 

and the adjacent Phase II office tower (collectively, the "Project") has been prepared 

pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended (Public 

Resources Code, Section 2100 ~-), and in accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines, 

as amended (California Administrative Code, Title 14, Section 1500 ~.). The SCRTD 

Is the "Lead Agency" for the Project evaluated In this EIR. 

The purpose of this EIR Is to: 1) Identify the potential significant effects of the proposed 

Project on the environment and to Indicate the manner In which those significant effects can 

be mitigated or avoided; 2) Identify any unavoidable adverse . impacts which cannot be 

mitigated; and 3) Identify alternatives to the Project. 

Project Definition 

The proposed Project would be located In the Central City North Section of Downtown Los 

Angeles on a 4.8-acre site within the 12.3-acre Gateway Center at Union Station (Figure 11-

1). It would consist of two distinct components as follows: 

Phase I: 

Future Phase II: 

SCRTD Headquarters Building (600,000 square feet; 26 

stories; 800 parking spaces) 

Office tower(s) (600,000 square feet; 31 stories; 800 

parking spaces) 

At this time, there is no definitive plan to design and implement the Phase II portion of the 

project. 

It Is understood that CEQA requirements cannot be avoided by dividing a proposed project 

Into pieces to render Its impacts insignificant. Accordingly, for the purpose of Impact 

assessment, SCRTD, as Lead Agency, is attempting to define the Project broadly enough 
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to ensure analysis of Impacts which may result from future exapnslon (I.e., the Phase II 

portion of the Project). Assumptions as to what level of development Phase II may 

materialize, were made where feasible In order to perform an analysis of possible Impacts. 

However, CECA also states that the EIR need not engage In a speculative analysis of 

environmental consequences for future unspecified development. Therefore, SCRTD has 

made an effort to define the Phase II portion of the Project to a level of specificity that could 

reasonably be assumed, but with the understanding that assumptions as to economic 

feasibility, size of the structure, Its associated improvements and tenancy of Phase II are 

speculative at this time. Should a decision to move forward with the implementation of 

Phase II be made, additional and appropriate CEQA analysis will be performed for the 

Phase II portion of the Project. 

In order for the Project to be completed, a Tentative Tract Map finalizing the assemblage 

and subdivision of land beneath Phase I and II and contiguous properties would be 

required. This map, currently in process of preparation as Vesting Tentative Map 

No. 51217, would encompass a 12.3-acre area (surface area, exclusive of subsurface 

property rights beneath streets) Inclusive of various Public Transit Improvement (PTls) being 

developed In support of the Metro Rall MOS-1 Project (See Draft EIR Section I1.B.3). 

The Project would be developed pursuant to a Development Agreement, executed by and 

between the SCRTD and Catellus Development Corporation, under the joint development 

authority granted to the SCRTD In California Public Utilities Code, Sections 30008 et. seq. 

The general design theme of both Project phases would be consistent with design 

guidelines developed jointly by the SCRTD and the Catellus Development Corporation In 

connection with their Development Agreement. Phase I final design is now in process, 

whereas Phase II design is currently in the conceptual stage only. Because of the 

contiguous location of the two Project phases, It Is probable that the construction methods 

and operating characteristics of Phase II would be roughly similar to those planned for 

Phase I. 

Tentative Map No. 51217 rationalizes various land conveyances completed or about to be 

completed as a part of or in association with the Project. This includes lot line adjustments, 

easements, street vacations and other actions related to the Project, the existing Metro Rall 
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3. 

Subway tunnel, approved Metro Rall Public Transit Improvements contiguous to the Project, 

and contiguous privately-owned land. 

Purpose and Need 

Phase 1 

The SCRTD currently maintains Its administrative headquarters In leased facilities at 425 

South Main Street in Downtown Los Angeles. The building consists of a steel frame office 

building containing approximately 457,680 rentable square feet, of which SCRTD currently 

occupies about 330,000 square feet or 72 percent. This facility has been determined to be 

unsatisfactory for reasons related to safety and functionality. Refer to Draft EIR (DEIR) 

Section 11.C for a discussion of conditions within the facility. 

Finding its current headquarters location at 425 South Main Street to be substandard, the 

SCRTD conducted various Headquarters Space Needs Assessments and siting studies from 

September, 1988 to September 1990 to determine future facility needs and consider 

headquarters relocation options available to the District. This process Is more fully 

described In DEIR Sections 11.C and V. 

In considering a relocation of the SCRTD Headquarters, candidate existing buildings and 

other locational alternatives were evaluated against SCRTD Board-adopted objectives, 

policies and criteria (see 11.A.4 below). Three candidate sites comprised of various 

development possibilities were determined to most closely achieve the pre-established 

criteria, which included (1) joint development considerations and (2) consolidation of 

SCRTD operations around the existing Metro Rail developments at Union Station/Gateway 

Center. The Preferred (Project) Site was determined to be the locationally-superior site 

alternative. 

Refer to DEIR Section V, Alternatives, for a discussion of the relative merits of the Preferred 

(Project) Site and the alternative sites, together with a determination of their environmental 

characteristics. DEIR Section V also describes other alternatives to the Project as proposed 

and provides a determination of the environmentally superior alternative. 

Phase II 

The Phase II component of the Project would serve to fulfill the SCRTD policy of engaging 

in joint development with the private sector in order to realize the financial benefits of "value 
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4. 

capture" associated with such an approach. Under terms of the Development Agreement, 

completion of Phase II would enable the SCRTD to secure certain financial benefits which 

would offset Its Phase I operational and capital costs. 

Additionally, Phase II would fulfill the SCRTD Board's goal of encouraging the massing of 

new development at public transit nodes. The Union Station/Gateway Center transit node, 

providing numerous transit options to the public, wUI represent the most notable such 

facUlty In the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and, as such, will be an ideal location for high 

occupancy office structures. 

Project Objectives 

The primary Project objectives as determined by the SCRTD Board of Directors are to: 

1. Meet the consolidated physical and functional space resource needs of the SCRTD 

Administrative Headquarters. 

2. Provide for the functional effectiveness of SCRTD Administrative Headquarters' 

operations by furnishing a safe, attractive and flexible work environment and by 

consolidating SCRTD functions to the extent feasible. 

3. Encourage greater usage of public transit In the Los Angeles region by standing as 

a visible model for new downtown development and by implementing design and 

operations criteria which make the use of public transit by employees and building 

tenants a viable, safe alternative to single-occupancy vehicles. 

4. Maximize the economic return on the public investment through utilization of a joint 

development approach to achieving the first three objectives, offsetting the 

operational and capital costs of the District with financial benefits resulting from the 

prudent investment of public resources in projects which meet the objectives of the 

District. 

5. Finalize the documentation of the assemblage and subdivision of land beneath 

Project Phase I and II and contiguous properties, particularly land area associated 

with the Metro Rail project. 
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5. 

Consistent with these objectives, the Board adopted policies and criteria with respect to the 

new SCRTD Administrative Headquarters which suggest that It: 

• be located within 1,500 linear feet of a Metro RaU Portal (SCRTD, 1989a), consistent 
with criteria used to establish Benefit Assessment Districts In the vicinity of the 
portals, 

• provide for SCRTD headquarters space requirements through the year 2014, 
Including the SCRTD Transit Police and Bus Pass and Customer Service 
operations, 

• result in the creation of revenue sources to offset present costs through use of the 
joint development approach with the private sector, 

• enhance transit usage in the region, 

• promote appropriate and compatible development In the downtown area, In the 
vicinity of and accessible to transit stations, and 

• benefit the local community. 

SCRTD Legislative Authority 

The SCRTD, Project proponent and Lead Agency, Is a public transportation district 

established by State charter in 1964 to administer public transit In the Los Angeles area. 

This charter is codified In the California Public UtUltles Code, Sections 30001 et seq. 

The California legislature found and declared, In Section 30001 of the California Public 

Utilities Code, that ·rhere Is an imperative need for a comprehensive mass rapid transit 

system in the Southern California area, and particularly In Los Angeles County.• The section 

continues with a declaration that It is the •po/icy of the state to foster the development of 

~ and the movement of people in and around the Los Angeles area for the benefit of 

the entire state, and one of the purposes of the Southern California Rapid Transit District 

is to further this policy.· (underlining added). 

In 1983, the legislature amended the Public Utilities Code to enable the SCRTD to engage 

in contracts and property transfers related to the joint development of any of Its facilities 

with the private sector as follows: 

'The district may contract with any person, firm, corporation, association, organization, or 
other entity, public or private, for the acquisition, construction, development, joint 
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development. maintenance, operation, leasing, and disposition of facilities of the district.• 
(Section 30532, underlining added). 

Joint development is defined by the Urban Mass Transit Administration (UMT A) as • ... a 
process through which public transportation Investments are coordinated with private land 
development investments so that they will generate a maximum stimulus to economic 
development and urban revitalization. Joint development occurs when the public and 
private sectors work cooperatively In the planning, financing, and construction of 
development projects adjacent to and Integrated with transportation facilities.• 

Other sections of the Public Utilities Code were amended to Incorporate provisions for joint 

development as follows. 

Section 30600 -

Section 30631 -

Sections 30701 - 30703 -

Sections 30900- 30960 -

Property 

Rapid Transit Facilities 

Indebtedness 

Bonds 

B. Location 

1. 

2. 

Prolect Study Area 

The proposed Project is planned for location in the Central City North section of Downtown 

Los Angeles (Figure 11-1). The proposed Project (Phases I and II) would be located on a 

4.8-acre parcel that forms the northern portion of the larger 12.3-acre rectilinear-shaped 

Gateway Center site at Union Station. The Project would be about 1,200 feet west of the 

Los Angeles River channel and approximately 600 feet east of the historic Union Station 

with the Union Station trainyards situated between the Project and the station Itself. The 

Project would be located in a predominantly industrial area between Alameda Street and 

the Los Angeles River. 

Project Site 

The proposed Project Site area is illustrated in Figure 11-2. The entire 12.3-acre Gateway 

Center site (of which the 4.8-acre Project Site Is a part) Is relatively level and has been 

significantly disturbed by major excavations and a temporary water treatment plant for 

Metro Rail construction dewatering, which has since been removed. The Metro Rail subway 

corridor Is located diagonally across the southern portion of the Project Site. Major work 

on the subway tunnel structure was completed in 1990 and 1991 and the tunnel Is presently 

burled beneath the existing surface of the Site (see Figure 11-2). 
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3. 

The Project site would be developed In two phases as follows (refer to Figure 11-2): 

Phase I - SCRTD Union Station Headquarters: 
Future Phase II - Office Building: 

Adjacent Public Transit Improvements 

Total 

2.0 acres 
2.a acres 
4.8 acres 

Metro Rall Public Transit Improvements (PTls) are located adjacent to the Project Site (and 

· are not a part of the proposed Project) and consist of various required mitigation measures 

In support of the Metro RaU Red Line Station at Gateway Center. These previously­

approved mitigation measures Include: the Integration of existing local and express bus 

routes with the Metro Rall to provide transit riders with Improved access and expedited 

service; station support elements such as bus layover areas, bus tum-out lanes, and bus 

boarding and alighting facilities; Improvement of existing roadways In the vicinity, Including 

the realignment of Vignes Street, Improvements to the Vlgnes Street ramps serving the U.S. 

101 Freeway, reconfiguration of the existing El Monte busway, and creation of exclusive 

busway lanes; and the provision of public parking facilities for transit users (Park-N-Rlde). 

These parking facilities consist of a 2,500-vehicle parking garage located beneath the Metro 

Plaza facility, as shown In Figure 11-2. These measures are approved mitigations to Metro 

Rall construction as Identified In SCRTD Metro Rall NEPA/CEQA documentation (U.S. 

Department of Transportation, 1983b; SCRTD, 1989b) and CEQA documentation (SCRTD 

1991 a and 1991 b) and are projects separate from that being proposed In this EIR. 

Improvements to the Vlgnes Street ramps serving the U.S. 101 Freeway were the subject 

of carrrans Project Study Report 07-LA-101, PM 0.37, approved on September 22, 1992, 

and Incorporated herein by reference. 

C. Project Characteristics 

The proposed Project, although distinctly separate from the balance of the Gateway Center, has 

been designed to be Integral with the total 12.3-acre Gateway Center development (Including the 

PTls) and Is planned to function and harmonize with the historic Union Station 600 feet to the west. 

It Is planned as a two-phase Project, each phase comprised of approximately 600,000 gross square 

feet of office and support area and 800 parking spaces. 

By the year 2014, Phase I would be occupied entirely by the SCRTD. It Is intended that tenants 

within Phase II be government agencies, consistent with the City of Los Angeles City Center North 

Community Plan, which designates the area as a ·Government Support Area.• The entitlement 

process for Phase 11, therefore, would be similar to that for Phase I, In that It Is or possibly would 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
Converse Environmental West II - 9 



be exempt from local land use controls. However, In order to fully assess the environmental 

Impacts which would occur If an exempt public agency did not occupy Phase 11, It has been 

assumed that Phase II tenants would be private sector firms, thereby subjecting the building to the 

full private development entitlement process. The decision to proceed with Phase II would be based 

upon securing a satisfactory tenant base. The requirements to prepare the appropriate CEQA 

documentation would be met at that time. Phase II would directly contribute to meeting Project 

Objectives 3 and 4 outlined previously. 

Tentative Tract Map 51217 ls proposed for approval and recordatlon In order to document various 

land assemblage and subdivision actions taken In connection with the realignment of Vlgnes Street 

(which resulted In the creation of additional land area for development) and the construction of the 

Metro Rail tunnel, the Metro Rall Public Transit Improvements, and the Project Phases I and II. 

Design and Utilization 

The proposed Project, while designed Independently of the PTls, would be Integral with the PTls' 

component Metro Plaza, a transportation hub and parking facility serving as the focal point of the 

Gateway Center project. The Plaza would serve as a major "front door" to the proposed Project 

buildings, knitting the various building, public transit and parking elements together, and serving as 

the Interconnection between buses and rail transit systems Including Metro Rall, Light Rall, 

Commuter Rall, and Amtrak. The Metro Plaza will contain a variety of retail services to meet the 

needs of those transiting through the facility, Including outlets for convenience goods, food, and 

other service activities (including bus and transit pass sales). 

The East Portal to the Union Station Metro Rail Station Is located immediately to the south and west 

of the Project Site (Figure 11-2). The portal Is adjacent to an existing passenger tunnel being 

reconstructed to provide a pedestrian link between Metro Rall, Commuter Rall, Light Rall and Amtrak 

and the Union Station Passenger Terminal on the west. 

Phase 1 

The Phase I portion of the Project would consist of a 26-story office tower over four levels of 

parking, which would consist of a combination of below- and at-grade levels. Phase I would provide 

a total of 800 parking spaces, which would be adjacent and connected to the planned 2,500-space 

Metro Rall parking garage now being constructed as part of the approved Metro Rall PTls. 
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The proposed Phase I SCRTD Headquarters Building Is designed to be an architecturally Important 

Downtown Los Angeles office tower that utilizes the site's special strengths to enhance the SCRTD 

mission as the regional provider of mass rapid transit for the Los Angeles Metropolitan area. These 

special strengths relate to the site's pivotal location for Union Station/Metro Plaza multi-modal 

transportation hub users and the nationally-recognized historic architecture of Union Station. 

Of the total of approximately 600,000 gross square feet of building area, approximately 23,000 

square feet would be designated for retail uses and the Child Care Center at the main Plaza Level 

(Level 1). The retail uses would exist for the primary benefit of Project tenants and others transiting 

the Metro Plaza and would be oriented to providing goods and services for their convenience (e.g., 

dry cleaners, barber shop, convenience .store, news-stand, transit/bus pass sales, cafe or coffee 

shop, etc.). 

The Child Care Center (capacity of 80 children) Is designated for the exclusive use of Phase I 

tenants. Indoor area and space for outdoor play would be provided In accordance with the 

requirements of the applicable codes as administered by the California Department of Social 

Services (State of California, Health and Welfare Agency, various dates). 

The principal entrance to Phase I would be at the Plaza Level (Level 1), where SCRTD Customer 

Service, Employment, a portion of the Transit Police function and others requiring public access 

would be located. 

A park-like pedestrian link between the proposed Phase I building and the Intersection of Macy and 

Vignes Streets would tie the SCRTD administrative headquarters to Its Central Maintenance Facility 

(CMF) located across the street. 

Certain SCRTD functions would be located within the four-level parking structure, designed to 

accommodate approximately 800 vehicles, Including 220 SCRTD fleet automobiles and Transit 

Police. Parking Level P1 (directly beneath the Plaza Level) would house the Transit Police and 

SCRTD storage, while Parking Level P2 would contain the Print Shop and the building's Receiving 

and loading dock. The lower Levels P3 and P4 would be utilized only for vehicle parking. 

Levels 5 though 26 of the tower would each be comprised of approximately 18,000 gross square 

feet and would be dedicated primarily to office uses. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
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Phase 11 

When approved, the Phase II tower(s), totalling up to 600,000 gross square feet, are expected to 

be constructed on either or both sides of the public access easement (to the PTls) at Vlgnes and 

Ramirez Streets (Figure 11-2). Like the Phase I tower, Phase II would front on the Metro Plaza and 

would avaU Itself of the PTls at Gateway Center. Approximately 800 parking spaces would be made 

avaUable to Phase II tenants as part of the Project. Comprehensive design guidelines, developed 

jointly by the SCRTD and Catellus Development Corporation for the PTls and for Phase I, would be 

applied to Phase II as well. 

D. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Refer to Table 11-1 for a summary of impacts and the mitigation measures proposed to reduce those 

Impacts to a level of non-slgnifaance. Shaded text within the table Indicates additions made since 

distribution of the DEIR. 

E. Alternatives to the Proposed Action 

Four scenarios were Identified as representative of a range of reasonable and feasible alternatives 

to the Project as proposed. These alternatives, determined to be consistent with CEQA Statutes, 

Guidelines and case law, are described In DEIR Section V and summarized below: 

1. No-Project Alternative 

Description: Retain SCRTD Headquarters functions In leased facilities at 425 South Main 

Street. 

Functional Considerations: 

• Existing facUltles substandard with respect to safety, security, and functional 
efficiency; would require major Investment In Improvements. 

• Existing facilities of insufficient size to accommodate current and long-term needs. 

• Continued geographical separation of SCRTD Headquarters functions from SCRTD 
Central Maintenance Facility (CMF) located at the northeast corner of Macy and 
Vlgnes Streets. 

• Single mode transit availability (bus). 

• No Vehlde Miles Travelled (VMT) reduction achieved. 

Board Objectives: 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
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Environmental Considerations: 

• Continues Inter-facility vehicle travel (Headquarters:CMF). 

• No opportunity to reduce VMT and associated regional and microscale air quality 
effects. 

• Continued worker exposure to safety hazards (asbestos, seismic) at existing facility. 

2. Alternative Site No. 1: Sunset/Beaudry 

Description: Develop SCRTD Headquarters on 3.3 acres (total of all parcels) at Sunset 

Boulevard and Beaudry Avenue; total development of approximately 

455,000 gross square feet. 

Functional and Operational Considerations: 

• Would meet most of SCRTO long-term space requirements In new building of 
functionally-efficient design. 

• Continues geographical separation of SCRTO functions (Headquarters:CMF). 

• No VMT reduction achieved. 

• Single mode transit availability (bus). 

• Not located within pedestrian environment. 

Board Objectives: 

• No or minimal joint development; minimal value capture, if any, resulting from a 
joint development. 

• Not In proximity to Metro Rall; no massing of new development at a transit node. 

Environmental Considerations: 

• Continues Inter-facility vehicle travel (Headquarters:CMF). 

• No opportunity to significantly reduce VMT and associated regional and mlcroscale 
air quality effects. 

• Inconsistent with land use designation for the neighborhood., 

• Beaudry Avenue widening may Interfere with Project development. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
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3. AHernatlve Site No. 2: Grand/Eighth 

Description: Develop SCRTD Headquarters on 2.0-acre parcel at southeast comer of 

Grand Avenue and Eighth Street; total development of approximately 

600,000 gross square feet. 

Functional and Operational Considerations: 

• Would meet SCRTD long-term space requirements In new building of functionally­
efficient design. 

• Continues geographical separation of SCRTD functions (Headquarters:CMF). 

• Dual-mode transit availability; two blocks (1,300 feet) to Metro Rall portal; bus 
available at the site. 

• Some VMT reduction available due to proximity to transit modes. 

Board Objectives: 

• No or minimal joint development; minimal value capture, If any, resulting from a 
joint development. 

Environmental Considerations: 

• Continues Inter-facility travel (Headquarters:CMF), some of which may be via Metro 
RaU and some may continue to be vehicular; through use of Metro Rall, opportunity 
would exist to reduce VMT and associated regional and mlcroscale air quality 
effects, although not equivalent to proposed Project. 

• Would contribute to Downtown core traffic congestion, adversely affecting 
mlcroscale and regional air quality. 

• Inconsistent with residential land use designations for southern portion of the site. 

• Would require business relocation(s). 

4. Reduced Density AHernatlve 

Description: Develop SCRTD Headquarters as proposed (Phase I); reduce magnitude 

of proposed Project to exclude Phase II; total new development of 

600,000 square feet. 

Functional and Operational Characteristics: 

• Would meet SCRTD long-term space requirements In new building of functionally­
efficient design. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
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• Consolidates major SCRTD functions (Headquarters/CMF) at Macy fVlgnes 
location. 

• Multi-modal transit avallablllty. 

• Achieves maximum VMT reduction. 

• Within master planned pedestrian environment. 

Board Objectives: 

• Value capture through joint development achieved only In relation to Phase I; 
benefits of value capture only one-half of those realized for the proposed Project. 

• Achieves massing of development at major transit node; 1,050 feet to Metro Rall 
portal. 

Environmental Considerations: 

• Traffic Impact on local street system less than for proposed Project, thereby 
reducing related noise and air quality impacts. 

• VMT and associated regional and microscale air quality impact less than for 
proposed Project. 

• Utilities usage less than proposed Project. 

• Visual Impact (adverse and beneficial) upon viewshed less than for proposed 
Project. 

Although potentially significant impacts associated with the proposed Project would be 

mitigated to a level of non-significance with implementation of the measures noted In 

Table 1-1, the Reduced Density Alternative was determined to result in fewer such impacts 

and was therefore designated the Environmentally Superior Alternative. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

A. Land Use 

Phases I and II of the proposed Project would be 
consistent with the types of uses specified In the 
1988 Central City North Community Plan 
Objectives, and Policies. Phases I and II would 
be consistent with the SCRTD Metro Rail Project 
Milestone No. 6 Report: Land Use and 
Development Policies (January, 1983). 

Phase I: 
Consistent with existing Land Use/Zoning 
designation of [Q]M3-1, (Ordinance No. 164855, 
May 15, 1989). 

Phase I would exceed current density 
designation of FAR 1.5:1. Phase I development 
would be exempt from local zoning and land use 
regulations, given the proponent's status as a 
State agency. 

Phase II: 
Consistent with existing Land Use/Zoning 
designation of [Q]M3-1 given Its intended 
Governmental use. (Less-than-Significant 
Impact). In the event, however, that Phase· II is 
occupied by non-governmental tenant(s), a Zone 
Change would be required to bring·land use Into 
conformance with the City of Los Angeles local 
General Plan and Zoning; a Height District 
change would be required to allow a FAR 3.0:1; 
and a transfer of FAR would be required. 

91-41-382-01 

I i Ir Jf i~~!~ll1~i I .. > --

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 
(If non-governmental 

occupancy) 

None necessary 

None necessary 

None proposed, given SCRTD exempt status 

(1) Secure Height District Change for Tract 
Map area to FAR 3.0:1 in accordance with 
Central City North Community Plan. 

(2) Implement FAR transfer of density from 
Tract Map Parcel 4 to Phase II parcel to 
achieve consistency of density. 

(3) Implement Zone Change for Phase II 
parcel to achieve consistency of use. 

ijll ~ §~n-1; 
, w.im ~1t1gat19r1 n 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

B. Earth Resources 

Geologynopography/Soils (Phases I and II): 
Site excavation to a depth of 35 - 40 feet below 
grade and surface grading would result In 
changes to geologic structure and surface relief 
features; potential for sloughing and erosion of 
undocumented fill soils; potential for encounter 
with abandoned oil wells, methane gas, and oil 
seeps. 

91-41-382-01 

~ 
~ :..... 
b . 
~ ; 
;.,c: 

: > ,~,h~-~~lf,~I 
Potentially Significant 

Impact 
(1) Complete site-specific geotechnical 

engineering and environmental 
Investigation, Including potential for 
collapsible soils, ground subsidence, 
groundwater conditions, and Including 
recommendations as to seismic design, 
shoring, foundations, earthwork, 
construction dewatering, grading, 
corrosion, subterranean walls, water 
proofing, protection barriers for hazardous 
contaminants, and protection of existing 
structures. 

(2) Incorporate results of geotechnlcal 
engineering · and environmental 
investigations Into Project design and 
construction. 

(3) Prepare precise Project grading plans, 
including Erosion, Siltation and Dust 
Control Plan per Air Resources mitigation 
measure • (1 ). 

(4) Design and provide special shoring as 
necessary for excavation adjacent to 
streets (both phases), track areas (Phase I 
only), and existing Metro Rall tunnel and 
slurry cut-off wall (Phase II only). 

!) ~111111~; I 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Contaminated Materials (Phases I and II): 
Localized soil contamination may exist as a 
result of hazardous materials from undetermined 
sources. 

Faulting and Seismicity (Phases I and II): 
Project Site Is situated In a seismically active 
region; ground-shaking associated with nearby 
and distant faults will occur. 

•••••• >.W1t~out··~1t1gatlqn <••••••••••••· 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

Significant Impact 

(5) If oil wells, methane gas, or oil seeps are 
encountered during site preparation, 
perform approved remedial operations and 
contact California Division of 011 and Gas, 
Los Angeles Fire Department, and 
California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, Los Angeles , Region, as necessary. 

(6) Perform grading and other sitework in 
conformance with state-of-the-practice 
design and construction as provided for iri 
the City of Los Angeles Building Code. 

(7) Remove, treat and dispose of 
contaminated soils in accordance with 
regulatory requirements. 

(8) Design structures to withstand significant 
levels of groundshaking associated with 
seismic activity; secondary seismic 
hazards shall be addressed In seismic 
design studies. 

(9) Adhere to seismic design requirements as 
specified in City of Los Angeles Building 
Code. 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and 11) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

C. Water Resources 

Surface Water (Phase I and II) : 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
indicates Project Site to be situated in area of 
minimal flooding. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
draft study suggests Project Site may be in 100-
year flood plain, resulting in potentially significant 
impact of exposing people and property to flood 
waters. 

91-41-382-01 

1

••••••·•·•••••~n,HtR1t1~i[~••••••••••••••••· 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

(1) Complete site-specific geotechnical 
engineering and environmental 
investigation (refer to Earth Resources, 
Mitigation Measures Nos. 1 and 2). 

(2) Conduct civil engineering studies and 
design to minimize potential impacts to 
people and property: 

• Design and construct flood protection 
devices and improvement to state-of-the­
practice methods. 

• Provide at least one route of Site ingress 
and egress at all times under all 
conditions. 

(3) Prepare precise grading and shoring plans 
to ensure that construction activities would 
not result in erosion or siltation discharge 
to existing drainage facilities (refer to Earth 
Resources, Mitigation Measures Nos. 3 
and 4). 

I ~lll!i~illl 
No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Groundwater Contamination (Phases I and II): 
Project Site over1ies contaminated groundwater 
resulting from contaminant migration from off-site 
sources. 

Development would require excavation to levels 
near historic groundwater levels, potentially 
requiring dewatering to meet Project 
specifications. 

91-41-382-01 

:••••••••••••••ml~~IB~lli~~~••••••••••••••••·· 
Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

(4) Treat and dispose of contaminated 
groundwater in accordance with regulatory 
requirements imposed by the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los 
Angeles Region; Los Angeles County 
Departments of Public Works and Health 
Services; and the City of Los Angeles Fire 
Department and Bureau of Sanitation. 

(5) implement dewatering plan in accordance 
with studies completed and with regulatory 
requirements. 

1

••••••••••••~111••t!~III~ 
No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I AND 11) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

·••••••••••••fiYl••·l ••§itjtj~ij¢1••••••••••• • fflft9~ Mittgatl6ri • 
D. Noise 

Phase I: I No Significant Impact I (1) Comply with City of Los Angeles noise 
ordinances relating to construction. Potential noise Impacts from Project Phase I would 

be masked by ambient conditions In the Project 
area resulting largely from roadway, rail and 
helicopter traffic. 

Potential noise Impacts upon the Project 
occupants resulting from off-site ambient noise 
would be avoided through standard closed-window 
high-rise design practices, which would Insulate 
building occupants. 

111~,1~• 1•• ••pjj9lffllj:jl l:J.tl 
Phase II: 
Preliminary analysis of traffic Information limited the 
noise analysis of phase II; however, given that 
Phase II would be of equal size to Phase I, of an 
equivalent design, and utilize similar construction 
practices, no significant noise Impacts are 
anticipated. 

No Significant Impact 

1~r111m9.iffl 
Potentially No 

Significant Impact 

None Necessary 

llt:::•:::rr••a 111r111••r::m1:::P1 
None Necessary 

Note: Shaded text indicates additions made to the table since the Preparation of the Draft EIR. 

91-41-382-01 
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No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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Potentially No 
Significant Impact 



TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and 11) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

E. Air Resources 

Construction Impacts (Phases I and II): 
Dust emissions of 50 - 100 pounds per day 
would not exceed AOMD significance threshold 
of 150 pounds per day of particulate matter. 

Vehicular emissions from construction equipment 
may intermittently exceed AQMD threshold of 
significance; such emissions would be spread 
over space and time and would be of a 
temporary nature. 

Regional Vehicular Emissions Impacts: 

Phase I: 
Vehicular emissions from new tenants would not 
exceed significance threshold for ROG, CO, or 
NOx- Phase I meets SCAG Conformance criteria. 
This conclusion based on no or limited re-use of 
the existing Headquarters building at 425 South 
Main Street. 

,•••••··•··•·••~t,h~l!~m,~~, •••·•••••···••••• 

No Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

(1) Control fugitive dust through mandated 
AQMD measures, including site watering, 
operating street sweepers, covering trucks 
and wetting down loads. 

(2) Perform low-NOx emissions tune-ups on 
construction equipment. 

(3) Implement trip reduction and congestion 
relief program by providing ridesharing 
incentives, providing off-street parking, 
limiting lane closures to off-peak hours, 
scheduling deliveries for off-peak hours. 

Location of proposed Project at Union 
Station/Gateway Center transportation hub and 
provision of Child Care Center within Phase I is 
intended to increase transit usage and AVA. 

(4) Continue emphasis on Transportation 
Demand Management Program and 
reduction of VMT. 

i•• ••• ••····~111••11~,~-~~ ·············· 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Phase II : 
Vehicular emissions would exceed current AQMD 
significance criteria for ROG, CO, NOx. 

Microscale Air Quality 

Phase I: 
Project-related microscale air quality impacts on 
CO levels at 26 selected intersections would not 
exceed significance threshold. 

Phase II: 
Project-related trip-generation for Phase II not 
currently available. 

Stationary Source Emissions: 

Phase I: 
Relocation of SCRTD from current Headquarters 
would result in a net reduction in stationary 
source emissions based upon no or limited re­
use of existing Headquarter building. Re-use of 
existing building may result in significant impacts 
and may require additional mitigation measures. 

Phase II: 
When combined with mobile source emissions, 
air emissions may exceed significance threshold. 

91-41-382-01 

···••••••••••••••~irh~u ~•~~11t~~•·•••••••••••••••· 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

No Significant Impact 

(5) Implement Transportation Demand 
Management Program for Phase II tenants 
to maximize trip reduction. 

See Mitigation Measures No. 4 and No. 5 for 
Regional Vehicular Emissions Impacts. 

Potentially No Significant I Undetermined 
Impact 

No Significant 
Impact 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

(6) Utilize energy conservation measures that 
exceed Title 24 requirements by 1 O 
percent. 

(7) Evaluate feasibility of fuel cell or other low­
pollution sources to meet Project energy 
demand. 

i ~111,~~tlli 11 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

•••••••••••·••~irll~!~m,i~~,·•••·••••••••·•·· 
(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

Implement resource recycling program. 

Obtain Authorities-to-Construct (ATC) and 
Permits-to-Operate (PTO) from SCAQMD 
for on-site emissions sources (e.g., 
emergency generator and fire water pump, 
hot water heater, and boilers) which 
exceed SCAQMD size thresholds. 

Apply Best Available Control Technology 
(BACT) to all stationary pollution sources 
and provide necessary emissions offsets 
as required by AQMD Reg. 1304. 

, g~~i ti,t sJ~~ff.,~~~~ 
<••••••••••••••t•.Wij~MmgatiAn t , 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

F. Cuhural Resources 

Phase I: 
Phase I Project site was the subject of 
historical/archaeological site testing which 
determined that the cultural materials lack the 
age, associations, and Importance necessary for 
CEQA Appendix K consideration as a significant 
site. 

Phases I and II: 
During the course of development, some ground 
disturbance could impact previously unrecorded 
archaeological resources. 

1 nI@yi 1~!1drjffl~tj~ nr 
< .. ·VJ~ijotJtM1t1gat19rf•••t<. 

No Significant Impact 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

None necessary 

(1) Phase I grading, utility relocation or other 
subsurface activities conducted in 
previously unsurveyed areas or depths 
should be conducted with an 
archaeological monitor present to recover 
and assess additional features, deposits, or 
artifacts which may qualify as significant 
cultural materials under CEQA, 
Appendix K, requirements. 

(2) Phase II development related to minor 
surface disturbances, geological borings, 
or comparable surface disturbances should 
be conducted with an archaeological 
monitor present to recover and assess 
additional features, deposits, or artifacts 
which may qualify as significant cultural 
materials under CEQA, Appendix K. 
requirements. 

1 ltfwf~tlli111

li: 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

.•••••••••••••• ,:!n~~~~!¥i,~i··············· r : ,::::::::::::::::: • M1t1aa1t1on Mea1sutt!S: l lll!f I! 

G. Vehicular Transportation and Circulation 

Phase I: 
Phase I would add 2,945 daily vehicle trips 
(based upon existing SCRTD mode split and 
vehicle trips) to the local street system in the 
Project vicinity, potentially affecting congestion 
and vehicular movement adjacent to the Project 
Site. 

According to LADOT significance criteria, Phase I 
traffic would potentially Impact two intersections 
in Project vicinity, where Increases In the 
Vehicle/Capacity ratios due to Project traffic 
would exceed 0.02. 

Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

(3) · When Phase II construction Is anticipated 
In the future, the affected Site area(s) 
would require archaeological testing as 
part of the CEQA documentation process. 

Location of Phase I SCRTD Headquarters at 
Union Station/Gateway Center transportation hub 
intended to increase transit usage and AVR by 
existing and new employees within Phase I 
through: 

(1) Implementation of more aggressive goals 
for the existing SCRTD Trip Reduction Plan 
and Transportation Demand Management 
(TOM) Program to Increase mode split. 

(2) Continued provision of transit passes to 
SCRTD employees. 

Physical Improvements to enhance auto traffic 
flow may not be appropriate mitigation measures 
due to the potential for those measures to create 
an adverse Impact on transit facility operations. 

(3) Vlgnes Street and Macy Street: Widen and 
restrlpe the northbound approach to 
provide a separate right tum lane. 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

1 •••·······-,h~~!~lii~1·················· ~ltigiauo,i') ,v,Q<'"riS;Jtgtr/ ···········••1 11••1111,1•················ 

Phase II: 
Phase II would add an estimated 2,715 daily 
vehicle trips (based upon application of ITE 
factors) to the local street system In the Project 
vicinity, potentially affecting congestion and 
vehicular movement adjacent to Project Site. 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

(4) Vignes Street/EB 101 On­
Ramp/Commercial Street: Restrlpe the 
westbound approach to provide a shared 
left-through lane and a separate right turn 
lane; restrlpe the northbound approach to 
provide a shared left-through lane and a 
shared through-right turn lane; restrlpe the 
eastbound approach to provide a separate 
left turn lane and a shared through-right 
turn lane. 

It should be noted that these roadway and traffic 
control improvements will be required prior to 
and even without the proposed Project. 

Location of Phase II office tower at Union 
Station/Gateway Center transportation hub 
intended to increase transit usage by relocated 
and new employees within Phase II through: 

(5) Implementation of aggressive goals for the 
Trip Reduction Plans and TDM Programs 
for building tenants to achieve SCAQMD­
required AVR goals. 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and 11) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

H. Pedestrian Circulation 

Phase I: 
Phase I pedestrian facilities are expected to 
operate at a Level-of-Service (LOS) C or better 
during all times of the day, except for low and 
high-rise elevators during peak 15-mlnute 
conditions (morning and evening), which would 
operate a LOS E during this period. As a result, 
pedestrian circulation Impacts would not be 
significant. 

Phase II: 
Insufficient design information on Phase II 
pedestrian facilities did not permit an analysis of 
pedestrian circulation. 

91-41-382-01 
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No Significant Impact I None necessary 

Potentially No Significant I Undetermined 
Impact 

, m~••~ s1od~tl¢~ L 
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No Significant Impact 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) . 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

I. Utilities/Energy 

The Project would Incorporate state-of-the-art 
energy-efficient building systems, Including 
compliance with Title 24 of the California Code of 
Regulations. 

Phase I: 
Phase I water, natural gas and electricity needs 
can be met by the utility services without 
significant Impact upon supplies or the service 
infrastructure. 

The sewer system Is of sufficient hydraulic 
capacity to meet flow demands of Phase I 
without Impact to the system. 

Limited treatment capacity at the Hyperion 
Wastewater Treatment plant may Impact Phase I. 
Treatment facilities may not be of sufficient 
capacity to process Phase I demand on the 
system. 

91-41-382-01 
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No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

Significant Impact 

None necessary 

None necessary 

(1) Payment of Sewage Facilities Charge to 
offset capital costs associated with 
treatment plant capacity expansion. 

••••••••••••.ii~Ji•••iif••.§1g~j;••••••••••·••••• »1~lj Mitlgij!IQij > 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Phase 11: 
No estimate available for Phase II demands upon 
the utilities infrastructure, although they are 
anticipated to be roughly equivalent to Phase I, 
with similar impacts. 

• Water, natural gas, electricity, and sewer 
system 

• Wastewater treatment 

91-41-382-01 

, •••.•••••••••• 1 ,h,~~~tlii t•••············· 

Potentially No Significant I None necessary 
Impact 

Potentially Significant 
Impact 

(2) Payment of Sewage Facilities Charge to 
offset capital costs associated with 
treatment pfant capacity expansion. 

i 11111,~111 •: 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I and II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

J. Aesthetics/View and Light/Glare 

AestheticsNiew (Phases I and II): 
Project would be situated on a pocket of under­
utilized land adjacent to the SCRTD Central 
Maintenance Facility, the C. Erwin Piper 
Technical Center, the Los Angeles Central 
Jail/Arraignment Court and Twin Tower 
Correctional Facility 0ail), and the historic Union 
Station Passenger Terminal. The Project would 
be nestled within these multi-story structures and 
would be visible from these locations. Based 
upon analysis of views from sensitive viewing 
positions through the use of computer-generated 
photo simulations, the Project would not destroy 
any scenic vista or view open to the public. 

Light and Glare (Phases I and II): 
Light and glare would not impact surrounding 
uses. Given the approximate 1,000-foot distance 
to the nearest sensitive viewing position (north 
and south patios of Union Station), Phases I and 
II would create shade and shadow, but these are 
not seen as significant effects given the transitory 
nature of outdoor public use in the Metro Plaza 
immediately adjacent to the proposed Project 
and elsewhere in the vicinity. 

91-41-382-01 

•••••••••••1Jthr11~1181••••••••••••••••• 

No Significant Impact None necessary 

No Significant Impact None necessary 

············~1t1·••i ••§~l~1;••···········•·' r{~Jl M~~,1Qrj > > 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I AND II} 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

i············~-~~s!~-~~i·······•••• 

_.. llmlili!!!iMfflP.iffl 
J.miM 

(UI!I[Itflm~Il§i\!I~miitiilil!IIIII 
~99!: ~trt!!l!!ml:!:t«.~t!Jfi ... ... .. .......... . 
1m1~.:::~ :::m1::t11mmeyj::1t:]11:::1,1 
1.no.~::1;mymir:~,r:-................. ... . 
111-1m,11m•11r 
~f:Biffi!!iffliilii!!tffll\mil:!Jfi!!:YI 
~ffltj::mrw:::1.r1.r.1:J1-.M1mm 

Note: Shaded text indicates additions made to the table since the preparation of the Draft EIR. 
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111. COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

Comments on the Draft EIR were received at the Public Workshop (August 19, 1992) and in correspondence 

from 13 agencies and departments In the form of 14 letters. Those agencies and departments were as 

follows Oisted in chronological order of preparation of their correspondence: 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Health Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . July 30 

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . July 30 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Fire . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 14 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 19 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engr. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 20 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 25 

Commuter Transportation Services, Inc ..................................... Aug 28 

California Department of Transportation .................................... Aug 28 

City of Los Angeles, Cultural Affairs Department . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug 31 

South Coast Air Quality Management District . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 3 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation (LADOT) ...................... Sept 9 

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 1 o 
Los Angeles Unified School District . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 11 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sept 21 

Each comment within each letter has been numbered and responses prepared accordingly (refer to Section 

IV). A categorization of the comments by subject and/or technical discipline is included as Table 111-1. The 

letters are reproduced in Section IV and accompanied by the respective responses. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
Converse Environmental West Ill - 1 



City of LA., Fire Department 

County of LA., Public Works 

City of LA., Public Works , 
Department 

City of LA., Planning 
Department 

Commuter Transportation 
Services, Inc. 

California Department of 
Transportation 

SCAQMD 

City of LA., Department of 
Transportation 

SCAG 

LA. Unified Schools 

City of LA., Planning 
Department 

91-41-382-01 

5 

13 14, 15 

' ~ 

7 

17 

TABLE 111-1 

COMMENT SUBJECTS 
(by Comment No.) 

9 

16 18 

21 
-

22-24 

25. 26. 30 I I 27-30 

31-34, 
36-43, 
45,48 

51 I I 49, 50 

54-56 

......• ,,,~····••1•••••·•1~1/1,111~••••••1 
1, 2 

4 3,4 6 

10 8, 11 

19 20 12 

24 

35, 44 

51 

52, 53 
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IV. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

Responses to all comments offered at the Public Workshop (August 19, 1992) and In the written 

correspondence submitted to the SCRTD are Included herein. Individual comments are identified by number 

within the comment letter; each letter is followed by the response to that comment. 

Final EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
Converse Environmental West IV - 1 



SCRTD PUBLIC WORKSHOP: Conducted August 19, 1992 

Comments were received from three Individuals at the Public Workshop held at Union Station on the evening 
of August 19, 1992. Refer to Appendix B for the public notice, agenda, and list of attendees for the 
Workshop. 

Comment No. A: Project Support (Sharon Ferguson) 

Ms. Ferguson offered comments In support of the Project. Comments noted. 

Comment No. B: Alameda District Plan (Shella Spencer) 

Ms. Spencer Inquired as to the interfaces between the proposed Project and the Alameda District 
Plan. Response: The Alameda District Plan Is currently in the conceptual state and, In fact, does 
not constitute a plan, not having yet been submitted for review to the City of Los Angeles. The 
proposed Project is separate from any such conceptual plan in that there is no basis for ·interface• 
or comparison at this time. 

Comment No. C: Financing and Workshop Attendees (Arthur Reynolds) 

Mr. Reynolds Inquired as to the source of financing for the Project and requested Identification of 
the attendees at the workshop. Responses: Financing of the Project Is not a subject of the EIR 
and, as such, Is not discussed therein. Various financing avenues are being explored by the 
Gateway Center, Inc. team, the joint development entity proposing the Project. A copy of the sign­
In sheet Identifying all those In attendance at the workshop is included herein. 

, I 
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couNTY OF LOS ANGELES • DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES 
PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS AND SERVICES ~· . . . ENVIRONMENTAL HEAL TH/HEAL TH FACILITIES .,,,,,..., . 2525 Corporate Place 1150, Monterey Park. CA 91754-7631 • (213)881-4011 

July 30, 1992 

Dana A. Woodbury, 
Director of Planning 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 So. Main Street, Dept. 4200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Dana A. Woodbury: 

Dana A. Woodbury 
Direct or ~- f ? 11riniri g ____ :~ 

\' ·' 1 ~ 1992 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACT REPORT 
SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS- SCH NO, 92031008 

This is in response to your Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Report for the above-referenced project. 

This Bureau has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report, and we find the 
material adequately addresses our concerns. We have no comments regarding the 
project. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please let me know. 

I. Very truly yours, 

,I F~~ 
Jack Petralia, Director 
Bureau of Environmental Protection 

JP:kaj\e1R·s,sCR10 HDORTRs.920a1ooe 



/1-La,IU(/ fJ ~ . ft,, 
COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS 

OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
1955 Workmon Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-4998 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998 

Telephone: 1310) 699-7411, FAX: 13101 695-6139 

Ms. Dana A Woodbury 
Southern ~Hfornia Rapid Transit District 
425 South Main Street, Department 4200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Ms. Woodbury: 

July 30, 1992 

File No: 

CHARLES W. CARRY 
Chief Engineer and General Manager 

31-900.13.lOJ Dana A: Vfocdti:.iry 
Director rif ;:: ·, ;, :'. :"'! 

SCRID Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 

The County Sanitation Districts received a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project 
on July 24, 1992. The Sanitation Districts have no objection to the project as proposed. We offer the 
following comment regarding sewerage service: 

The Sanitation Districts do not maintain any facilities within the project area(s). 

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

MLP:mc 

N:IENVAS.Sl!S\ENVASS2'SCRTI>.L11l 

,~ - . ·' •• ·II;.~::,. , 

Very truly yours, 

Charles w_ Carry 

y)~wicv~defr 
. ,_) 

arie L. Pagenkopp 
engineering Technician 
Fmancial Planning & 
Property Management Section 

' l 
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BOARD OF 
FIRE COMMISSIONERS 

485-6032 

CITY oF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA lHV •i\'VDEPARTMENT OF FIRE 

., .'~ 200 NORTH MAIN STREET 

~ I I I.OS ANGELES. CA 90012 
l/ 

JAMES E. BLANCARTE 
PRESIDENT 

DONALD 0. MANNING 
CHIEF ENGINEER 

ANO CARL R. TERZIAN 
I/ICE-PRESIDENT GENERAL MANAGER 

AILEEN ADAMS 

NICHOLAS H. STONNINGTON 

KENNETH S. WASHINGTON 
TOM BRADLEY 

MAYOR 

EVA WHITELOCK 
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 

August 14, 1992 

Dana A. Woodbury, Director of Planning 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 South Main Street, Department 4200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear ~r. Woodbury: 

Draft Environmental Impact Report 
SCRTD Union Station Headquarters 

Joint Development Project 

The proposed project is located on 4.8 acres and consists of two 
distinct components as follows: 

Phase I 

Phase II 

SCRTD Headquarters Building (26 stories; 
600,000 square feet) 

Office Towers (31 stories; 600,00J square 
feet) 

The following comments are furnished in response to your request 
for this Department to review the proposed development: 

A. 

The adequacy of fire protection for a given area is based 
on required fire-flow, response distance from existing fire 
stations, and this Department's judgment for needs in the 
area. 

FIRE-FLOW 

The quantity of water necessary for fire protection varies 
with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy, and 
the degree of fire hazard. 

The required fire-flow for this project has been set at 
12,000 gallons per minute (G.P.M.) available at any block. 

The proposed project plans to vacate various streets within 
the site. These street vacations would probably result in 
the abandonment of existing water mains and relocation of 
fire hydrants. This action could result in the need to 
improve the water system in the area in order to provide 
adequate gallons per minute (G.P.M.) fire-flow. 

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

1 



Mr. Dana A. Woodbur i 
August 14, 1992 
Page 2 

Arrangements for the co~ ~ of water main improvements and 
fire hydrant relocations ~~1 11 be made with the Water 
Services Section of the Dep~ ~tment of Water and Power at 
(213) 580-8411. 

B. RESPONSE DISTANCE 

Based on a required fire-flow of 12,000 G.P.M., the 
first-due Engine Company should be within .75 miles, the 
first-due Truck Company within 1.0 mile. 

The Fire Department has existing fir ~ stations at the 
following locations for initial respo.lse into the area of 
the proposed development: 

Fire Station No. 4 
Task Force - Truck and Engine Company 
Hazardous Materials Squad 
800 North Main Street 
Staffing - 14 
Miles - .57 

Fire Station No. 2 
Task Force Station - Truck and Engine Company 
Paramedic Ambulance 
1962 East Brooklyn Avenue 
Staffing - 12 
Miles - 1.0 

Fire Station No. 3 
Task Force Station - Truck and Engine Company 
Paramedic Ambulance - Division One Headquarters 
108 North Fremont Avenue 
Staffing - 14 
Miles - 1.5 

The above distances were computed to the intersection of 
Vignes and Ramirez Streets. 

Based on this criteria (response distance from existing 
fire stations), fire protection would be considered 
adequate. 

C. FIRE HYDRANT SPACING 

All portions of any commercial or industrial building must 
be within 300 feet of an approved fire hydrant. 

Adequate off-site public and on-site private fire hydrants 
may be required. Their number and location to be 
determined after the Fire Department's review of the plot 
plan. 

1 
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Mr. Dana A. Woodbury 
August 14, 1992 
Page 3 

D. FIREFIGHTING APPARATUS ACCESS 

Figure III. G-3, Page 3G-40 

There shall be a minimum 20 feet of clear width on both 
ingress and egress into the project site. 

Fire lanes, where required, and dead-ending streets shall 
terminate in a cul-de-sac or other approved turning area. 
No dead-ending street or fire lane shall be greater than 
700 feet in length or secondary access shall be required. 

All access roads, including fire lanes, shall be maintained 
in an unobstructed manner; removal of obstructions shall be 
at the owner's expense. The entrance to all required fire 
lanes or required private driveways shall be posted with a 
sign no less than 17 inches by 22 inches in size in 
accordance with Section 57.09.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code. 

Fire lane width shall not be less than 20 feet. When a 
fire lane must accommodate the operation of Fire Department 
aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are 
installed, those portions shall not be less than 28 feet in 
width. 

Access for Fire Department apparatus and personn~l to and 
into all structures shall be required. 

All street intersections with a level of service of "E" or 
"F" decreases the level of fire protection and emergency 
medical services provided by this Department. 

Where fire apparatus will be driven onto the road level 
surface of the subterranean parking structure, that 
structure shall be engineered to withstand a bearing 
pressure of 10,000 pounds per square foot. 

The Metro Rail Station was built to local codes and 
ordinances, as well as ~ational Fire Protection Association 
Standard 130-Fixed Guideway Transit Systems. At no Time 
during construction shall ventilation and exiting patterns 
for the Metro Rail East Portal be affected. 

All required Metro Rail Station facilities shall be 
maintained operational throughout construction of the 
project to the satisfaction of the Rail Construction 
Corporations Fire and Life Safety Committee. 

1 



~r. Dana A. Woodbury 
August 14, 1992 
Page 4 

CONCLUSION 

The proposed project would have a cumulative impact on fire 
protection services. 

The proposed project shall comply with all applicable State and 
local codes and ordinances, and the guidelines found in the 
Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, as well as the Safety 
Plan, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the City 
of Los Angeles (C.P.C. 19708). 

Definitive plans and specifications shall be submitted to this 
Department and requirements for necessary permits satisfied 
prior to commencement of any portion of this project. 

For any additional information, please contact our Hydrant Unit, 
at (213) 485-5964. 

Very truly yours, 

DONALD 0. MANNING 
Chief Engineer and General Manager 

IW/~ 
Dal L. Howard, Assistant Fire Marshal 
Bureau of Fire Prevention and Public Safety 

DLH:ASM:cr:3140E 

cc: Richard Alatorre, Fourteenth Council District 
Battalion Chief Robert L. Aaron 
Environmental Affairs Commission 
Fire Department Planning Section 

2 



CllY OF LOS ANGELES. DEPARTMENT OF EIRE - August 14. 1992 

Comment No. 1: Fire flow/water systems/emergency response. 

Comment Noted. As a part of the Project design, SCRTD wUI Improve the system as neccessary 
to meet Project and the Department's requirements. 

Comment No. 2: Cumulative effect on fire protection services 

Comment Noted. Cumulative Impacts section of EIR has been revised to reflect comment. 



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

THOMAS A. TIDEMANSON. Dlneter 

9()0 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE 
ALHAMBRA. CALIFOllNIA 91803-1331 

Telephone: (Ill> 451-5100 ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO: 
P.O.BOX 1460 

ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91802-1460 

August 19, 1992 

Ms. Dana A. Woodbury 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 South Main Street, Dept. 4200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Mr. Woodbury: 

RESPONSE TO A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

IN REPLY PLEASE 
REFER TO FILE 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

P-4 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report ( DEm) for the SCRTD Union Station 
Headquarters Joint Development Project. We have reviewed the DEIR 
and offer the following comments: 

1. current estimates indicate that a shortfall in 
permitted daily land disposal capacity in 
Los Angeles County will occur within the next five 
years. Any new development resulting from the 
construction of the proposed project and the 
demolition of existing structures will increase 
the generation of solid waste and will negatively 
impact the existing solid waste management 
facilities in the County. As such, mitigation 
measures must be employed to address this concern. 

These measures may include, but are not 
limited to, implementation of waste reduction, 
recycling and composting programs. Also, the DEIR 
should identify development standards to provide 
adequate "waste storage areas" within each type of 
development group for collecting recyclable 
materials. 

2. The existing hazardous waste management facilities 
(HWM) in this county are inadequate to handle the 
hazardous waste currently being generated. The 
proposed development may generate hazardous waste 
which could adversely impact existing HWM 
facilities. This issue should be addressed and 
mitigation measures provided. 

3 
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Ms. Dana A. Woodbury 
August 19, 1992 
Page 2 

3 . The DEIR does not fully assess the quality of 5 
storm flow as the result of the project. The 
discussion on page 3C-7 should be expanded to more 
fully discuss mitigation measures rather than just 
indicate that standard methods will be used. The 
document should reference the NPDES Permit 
No. 0061654 issued by the Regional water Quality 
Control Board to the County and local agencies and 
indicate that the project will comply with 
stormwater quality management requirements of the 
City upon adoption of such regulation by the City. 

4. Any mitigation measure monitoring program 6 
performed by the Los Angeles County Department of 
Public Works, Waste Management Division, will 
require a funding account to be established by the 
project proponent to pay for the required 
services. The amount of necessary funds will be 
determined at the time monitoring will be 
performed. The Department of Public Works, Waste 
Management Division, must be contacted to 
establish the funding account. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please 
contact Ms. Julie Tabata of our waste Management Division at 
(818) 458-3556. Questions regarding the environmental reviewing 
process of this Department can be directed to Ms. Clarice Nash at 
the above mailing address or at (818) 458-4334. 

Very truly yours, 

T. A. TIDEMANSON 
Director of Public Works 

--:·1~Wi/rl~ 

0 
CARL L. BLUM 
Assistant Deputy Director 
Planning Division 

MA:aa 
WP:151 



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS-August 19. 1992 

Comment No. 3: Landfill capacity /Recycling program 

Comment Noted. A substantial amount of the waste generated by SCRTD Headquarters functions 
Is comprised of paper products. The District has Implemented a successful program of separating 
and recycling waste paper at Its present location. This program wUI carry over to the new 
Headquarters location and wUI be augmented with storage areas within the new building designed 
to hold recyclable paper. 

Comment No. 4: Hazardous waste Impacts 

Small amounts of hazardous materials, such as rags, solvents, and printing supplies, are expected 
to be utilized within the headquarters building for cleaning and maintenance purposes. Such 
materials wUI be received, stored, handled and disposed of In accordance with the regulations of 
the Los Angeles County Health Services Department, the requirements of Chapter 6.95 of the 
California Health and Safety Code, and the requirements of the Los Angeles City Fire Department. 
An appropriate mitigation measure has been Incorporated Into this Final EIR. 

Comment No. 5: Storm Flow 

Refer to Response to Comment No. 15. 

Comment No. 6: Mitigation Monitoring Program 

Comment noted. If services are determined to be needed, SCRTD will contact the Department to 
discuss cost and Implementation. 



BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS 
MEMBERS 

FELICIA MARCUS 
PRESIDENT 

DENNIS N. NISHIKAWA 
VICE-PRESIDENT 

PERCY DURAN. Ill 

M. E. .. RED"" MARTINEZ 

JOHN MURRAY. JR. 

CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

TOM BRADLEY 
MAYOR 

~rv 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
PUBLIC WORKS 

BUREAU OF 

ENGINEERING 
ROBERT S. HORII 

CITY ENGINEER 

ROOM 800. CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES. CA 90012 

JAMES A. GIBSON 
SECRETARY Date: AUG 2 0 1992 

Dana A. Woodbury 
Director of Planning and 

Environmental Coordinating Officer 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 s. Main Street 
Loe Angeles, California 90013 

Dear Mr. Woodbury: 

COMMEN'TS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE SCRTD UNION STATION 
HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above referenced 
project. Following are the comments of the Bureau of Engineering: 

AIR 

On page 3E-S you wrote that" the City of Los Angeles has established an Office 7 
of Air Quality and has been actively involved in growth management through its 
Sewer Permit Allocation Ordinance (SPAO). Your information is dated. In place 
of the proposed Office of Air Quality, the Department of Environmental Affairs 
was created with an air quality section. The Department of Environmental Affairs 
has not been involved in the SPAO. The SPAO was designed by the Department of 
Public Works to relieve pressure on the Hyperion Treatment Plant until expansion 
could be completed, not as a means to regulate growth. The city's Planning 
Department is presently involved in plans to configure future growth in the city 
to a more efficient form. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

This section (3F) fails to mention that the El Pueblo plaza and Olvera Street are 8 
also city historic-cultural monument #64. 

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION 

O,, ; .. ye: ::G-~ .tu ... i,a·;_,, i:ic:.:>rca.:;-:..:y :i:t::Z,:,1:~.::.:l ::o ·,;:gr.as ~ere.ct. aa a. Lo~al .:..;ceet and 9 
North Main Street as a Major Highway. According to the Central City North 
Community Plan (1988 version) Vignes Street is classified as a Major Highway and 
North Main Street is a Secondary Highway. 

SANITARY SEWERS 

Your statement in Table I-1 (I) that " Payment of Sewage Facilities Charge to 1 Q 
offset capital costs ••. " is not considered mitigation. Such facilities charges 
are required for the proposed project to meet sewer connection permit 
requirements. 

On page 3I-3 you indicate that there is sufficient hydraulic capacity for Phase 
1. The reference for this is LADWP, 1992b. This reference is unknown to the 
Bureau of Engineering and may not be correct since the Department of Public 
Works, not the Department of Wa~er and Power, has authority over the sanitary 
sewers. Therefore, the Bureau of Engineering's Central Engineering District 
(sewer connections) needs to be consulted before a finding of no adverse impact 
can be justified. 

ADDRESS ALL COMM U NICATIONS TO THE CITY ENGINEER 

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 



The Final Environmental Impact Report should include the following: ( 1) A 1 Q 
comprehensive analysis of potential wastewater generation for project build-out 
taking into account quantity and quality of anticipated wastewater flows; (2) 
Estimated sewer connection date; and, (3) Wye (sewer) map, with number, showing 
the location of the proposed project. 

AESTHETICS 

It does not appear that the views from Union Station to the west (civic center)11 
are as important as the view of Union Station from the west. The civic center 
buildings are not in the background of Union Station and therefore can not figure 
prominently in the scene/character of view. Presently, the main view of the 
Union Station building ( from the El Pueblo plaza) is unobstructed by any 
structure. As you have stated on page 3J-15, " the new buildings would be 
obvious in views oriented toward Union Station. Views from this location are 
considered of critical importance as these views represent the first impression 
of the historic fabric of the immediate area. Also, Union Station and Terminal 
Annex form a buffer of historic buildings that preserve a low profile of 
structural development along the monument• s east boundary." Your proposed 
project would change the buffer and historic fabric of these historic buildings. 
If you have not already done so, the State Historic Preservation Officer and the 
city's Cultural Heritage Commission (Cultural Affairs Department) need to be 
consulted regarding the potential impacts on historic structures. 

If you have questions, please contact Dorothy Meyer at (213) 485-6556. 

RSH/AS/DLM:s 

Sincerely, 

ROBERTS. HORII 
City Engineer 

By// 1 /.__/-- ,.. 

a~..#.,;U4- - · 
ANDRES SANTAMARIA 
Division Engineer 
Project Management Division 

cc: Kelvin Lew, Wastewater Program Management Division 



CITY OF LOS ANGELES. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS • August 20. 1992 

Comment No. 7: Air Quality 

Comment noted. The Air Quality section of the EIR has been revised accordingly. 

Comment No. 8: Cultural Resources 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 9: Traffic and Circulation 

The Traffic and Transportation Study (Technical Appendix C) has been revised with the correction. 

Comment No. 10: Sanitary Sewers 

Regarding payment of facilities charge as mitigation, comment Is noted. 

Reference citation In the DEIR Is Incorrect; citation should be LADPW, 1992b. The reference (copy 
Included In Appendix D) Indicates that hydraulic capacity is sufficient. The validity of the statements 
contained In the letter Is for a period of 180 days; an extension to this validity period Is currently 
being prepared by the Department of Public Works. 

The Project status, at the time of this environmental analysis, consists of schematic and conceptual 
designs; construction documents have not been completed. Based upon this conceptual design, 
wastewater generation anticipated for Phase I Is 550 gallons per minute peak flow. 

Phase II Is speculative at this time. Assumptions have been made with respect to the size of the 
buUding and the tenant base. The estimated wastewater generation Is 725 gallons per minute peak 
flow. 

Wastewater quality would be equivalent to that normally found to occur at a high rise office 
development In downtown Los Angeles. Sanitary wastewater flowing from Phases I and II would 
contain no hazardous substances or other contaminants. 

Comment No. 11: Aesthetics 

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the City of Los Angeles, Cultural Affairs 
Department (CAD) were sent copies of the subject DEIR. The City of Los Angeles CAD responded 
as follows: "Even though the project will be visible from Union Station, the separation Is adequate 
to preserve the historic Integrity of the Union Station historic-Cultural Monument No. 101. • A copy 
of this letter Is included within this document. 

The subject DEIR, Section 111, J. 1 c. provides a discussion of the Project Area Visual Character 
including that of Union Station. This discussion serves to describe the visual setting within which 
visually sensitive locations are situated. This provides a context or framework from which to base 
the subsequent project analyses. This Is the purpose for providing a series of panoramic 
photographs as depicted In Figures Ill. J-4 and -5. 



Section Ill, J. 2 b. Identifies sensitive viewing positions from eight separate locations In the vicinity 
of the proposed Project. These locations Include views from the Los Angeles Plaza Bus Drop-off 
Zones that Include views of Union Station. As stated In the DEIR, "From the bus drop-off zone 
along the northwest side of the plaza, the proposed buildings would not be seen. However, from 
the drop-off zone on the opposite side of the plaza, the new buildings would be obvious In views 
oriented towards Union Station (see Figure Ill. J.-3 (a)). Views from this location are considered of 
critical Importance as these views represent the first Impression of the historic fabric of the 
Immediate area. Also, union Station and Terminal Annex form a buffer of historic buildings that 
preserve a low profile structural development along the Monument's east boundary." 

The view as Illustrated In Figure Ill. J-3 (a) Is very similar to the views of Union Station as seen from 
Father Serra Park. Given the greater perceived visual resource sensitivity placed on a park view as 
opposed to a bus drop-off zone, computer-generated photo-simulations of Phase I and Phases I and 
II of the proposed Project taken from Father Serra Park are presented as Figure Ill J-9. While the 
proposed Project will be seen from this view, Its presence does not detract from a focus of attention 
placed on Union Station Itself. 

As stated In the text (p. 3J-22), "The color of the Phase I building Is planned to be a light, warm 
grey. The brighter, white stucco walls of Union Station and Its proximity to the viewer suggest that 
the historic structure will command the affected view. Also, the viewing distance for the Project 
would be near1y one-third of a mile, and details of the proposed buildings would be muted. Union 
Station, though, would be less than a third of that distance away and would dominate the scene.• 

As a result, It Is not believed that the historic fabric and buffer surrounding Union Station would be 
adversely Impacted as a result of the proposed Project. 
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DATE: 

MEMO TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

August 25, 1992 

Frank Eberhard/Jack Sedwick 

Ruby Ann Justis \..._,;( / {J 
Via Merryl Edelstein ht'_,~/ 

Comments on DEIR for SCRTD Union Sta. Headquarters 
Joint Development Project (SCH No. 92031008) 

Section 1: Six issues determined significant by the initial study 1 2 
have not been analyzed in the DEIR for reasons setforth on page 1-
6. Justification provided for issues (Plant and Animal Life, 
Recreation) not being significant is reasonable: however, 
explanation for dispensing with analyses has not been substantiated 
and FEIR should analyze Natural Resources, Risk of Upset/Health & 
Safety (site is in a historic industrial area: soil contamination 
on site: abandoned gas/oil facilities although capped present 
potential and a breach of capped facilities resulting from earth 
movement could expose occupants of new structures) PUl>lic Services 
(size of this project would increase demand on public services: LOS 
at intersections would reduce emergency response time) Population 
& Housing (construction of this 2-phase project would create 3,000 
jobs (and not 2,250 as stated) in an area that is housing poor]. 

Section III -A (Land Use): Contrary to statements on pp. JA-5 thru1 3 
3A-8, SCRTD's sovereign status would not change the fact that the 
proposed Phase I ( FAR 6. 9: 1) would not be consistent with the 
Central City North Community Plan. 

Section III-B (Earth): No analysis for phase II. Adverse Impact14 
does not accurately state project impact pursuant to significance 
criteria on p. 3B-11, last para., "Expose people or structures to 
major geologic hazards." The DEIR should be corrected to state, 
"Upon occupancy, the project would expose people and structures to 
major geologic hazards. This is an unavoidable significant impact 
given the nature of the seismic characteristics inherent to the 
Southern California basin." 

Section III-c (Water Resources}: No analysis for phase II. 1 S 
Mitigation measures (phase I) are inadequate because identification 
of potential impacts and mitigation measures are deferred until 
detailed investigations or reports are prepared and disclosure of 
proposed mitigation has not been reviewed by the public as mandated 
by CEQA. The proposed project would increase contribution to 
stormwater system. A description of existing infrastructure should 
~e included in the discussion. Discussion and graphics describing 
p~oposed on-site and, if applicable, off-site improvements 
net:.1ed to mitigate project impacts should be included in the 
discussion. 

1 



The DEIR does not disclose effects of dewatering subterranean 1 5 
portions of project areas which could draw contaminated 
groundwater. 

Section III-D (Noise): Analyses is deficient as it does not 1 6 
identify or disclose impacts on sensitive receptors (child care 
facility) in the project. The Adverse Impact and Mitigation 
Measure statements are also deficient due to the aforementioned 
omission. 

The project implementation would bring additional human beings into 
an existing adverse ambient noise environment due to the proximity 
of the transit facility and u. s. 101 Freeway. The DEIR should be 
corrected to show if or how child care facility outdoor area would 
be developed and identify ambient noise levels within this area 
after project implementation. 

Section III-E (Air Resources): Analyses is deficient as it does not17 
identify or disclose impacts on sensitive receptors, child care 
facility a component of the project. 

Calculations were based on trip generation experiences at existing 
SCRTD Headquarters and not ITE Generation Rates, 4th Edition, the 
usual standard used for City environmental impact report 
preparation. 

Discussion on finding of no significant impact on air emissions, p. 
JE-13, is unsubstantiated. The DEIR should be corrected to include 
quantitative data substantiating SCRTD's successes in the areas of 
ridematching services; marketing and promoting alternative 
transportation services; preferential and reduced-rate parking for 
carpools and vanpools; subsidized or free staff transit passes; 
bicycle useage; quantify emission reductions. Net emissions after 
implementation may still be regionally significant. 

Analyses of co concentrations does not include disclosure of "hot 
spots" and potential impacts on sensitive receptors, child care 
facility a component of the project. 

The DEIR should be corrected to (1) indicate the project is not 
consistent with the Central City North Community Plan and therefore 
not consistent with the AQMP; (2) state that the project emission 
contribution exceeds SCAQMD threshold and result in significant 
adverse impact. Project emissions individually and cumulatively 
would exacerbate non-attainment conditions in the Southern 
California Air Basin. 

Section III-G Vehicular Transportation & Circulation: The DEIR18 
should be corrected to include discussion and graphics of existing 
traffic, project and cumulative distribution traffic distribution 
on adjacent streets. 

2 



The DEIR should be corrected to include discussion of access to18 
SCRTD headquarters. Graphic illustrations should include existing 
street dimensions, existing lanes, proposed driveway locations and 
widths. Discussion should include access for bicyclists. Project 
impacts are significant at Vignes/Macy intersection and the freeway 
ramps (Vignes) (Table III G-9). Mitigation measures should be 
cleared by LADOT. 

Section III-H Pedestrian Circulation: The DEIR illustrates 1 9 
internal pedestrian circulation. The DEIR should be corrected to 
include discussion and graphics for the total site (and not just 
the footprint of the first level of the structure) and relationship 
to nearby transit facilities, parking area, van pool area, bicycle 
racks. 

Section III-I Utilities/Energy: The DEIR should be corrected to2Q 
include quantitative sewage analyses. The mitigation statements 
contained in subsection 4 are not mitigation measures. Public 
Utilities mitigation measures should identify any infrastructure 
improvements needed (e.g. water main upgrade or new installation; 
sewer hookups, etc.). 

RTDEIR.2 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES. CITY PLANNING -August 25. 1992 

Comment No. 12: I nltlal Study 

Natural Resources: The proposed Project would not slgnlflcantly Increase demand for or use of 
any natural resources. During construction, fuel would be consumed by construction equipment 
and worker vehicles; construction materials would be manufactured from natural resources; 
electricity and water would also be used. During operation of the Project, It Is expected that there 
would be Increased water, electrical, and gas resources used, In addition to fuel consumed by 
employee vehicles and transit vehicles. All of these resources (water, electricity, gas) can be 
provided by the respective utility system without adverse Impact, (refer to DEIR Section Ill.I). 
Several features of the proposed Project are designed to reduce the Impact. Those features include 
the use of energy-efficient building systems and the siting of the Project In proximity to SCRTD's 
Central Maintenance Facility In order to reduce Inter-facility trips. 

The reduction In Vehicle MIies Travelled (VMT) and Increased transit usage associated with the 
Phase I Project (refer to Draft EIR pages 3E-14 to -15 and 3G-28 to -36) would reduce fuel 
consumption below that currently experienced by Phase I tenants In their present location. 

Risk of UpsetjHeahh and Safety: Issues Identified by the commentor have been addressed in the 
Draft EIR, Sections 111.B and 111.C, and In the Technical Appendix A to the Draft EIR. 

Public Services: Refer to Comment No. 1 wherein fire protection services, response capabilities, 
and impacts are discussed. The Los Angeles City Fire Department has indicated that fire protection 
Is considered adequate and the Project would contribute to a cumulative impact upon fire protection 
services. 

Population and Housing: Significant adverse Impacts upon population and/or housing are not 
anticipated as a result of project development. Refer to the Responses to Comments Nos. 49 and 
53. 

Comment No. 13: Consistency with Community Plan 

The SCRTD Is an entity of the State of California, a transit district with self-governance, limited only 
by the regulations of the Public Utilities Commission. The authority of the City of Los Angeles to 
regulate local affairs is limited by the California Constitution and may not conflict with general laws 
In statewide matters. Local agencies are not authorized to apply local zoning or General Plan 
restrictions to state agencies. The California Legislative has removed transit districts from the 
definition of ·1oca1 agency,• thereby exempting the SCRTD from local zoning and building 
restrictions. 

While the SCRTD, as an entity of the state, Is exempt from zoning and plan restrictions, the 
proposed location of the Project is consistent with, and meets the Objectives and Policies of the 
Central City North Community Plan. The use of the site by the proposed Project Is also consistent 
with the zoning designation for the site, [Q)M3-1, which calls for governmental and transportation 
related functions. 

In addition, the location of the administrative headquarters building and the future possibility for a 
Phase II development Is also consistent with the ·service Systems· and ·commerce Policies· 
contained In the City of Los Angeles General Plan. These policies state that public facilities are to 
be located In clustered groupings (SCRTD CMF, Central jail Complex and the City of Los Angeles 
Parker Center, for example, are all located in the immediate area) and that high intensity commercial 
areas should be located in centers near rapid transit stations. The proposed Project meets these 
criteria. 



The lack of consistency with FAR as noted by the commenter has been acknowledged In the DEIR, 
both In the Summary of Impacts and Land Use sections. Given the SCRTD exempt status from 
local land use restrictions and that Project use and function are consistent with the General and 
Community Plans, the FAR Inconsistency was seen as a significant, although not an adverse, 
Impact. 

Comment No. 14: Earth Resources 

Phase II: It Is Intended that Phase II of the Project will be constructed over the then-existing garage 
portion of the Metro Rall Public Transit Improvements (PTls); refer to DEIR pages 2-9 and 2-10 for 
a discussion of those Improvements. In the event that the PTls do not exist at the time of Phase 
II construction, then the Project would be subject to a subsequent Investigation to meet CEQA 
requirements. 

Hazards: Comment noted. The Project Is located approximately 4.4 miles from the nearest surface 
trace of an active fault (refer to DEIR Section Ill.BO). Nor Is the Project site situated within an 
Alqulst-Priolo Special Studies Zone. The Project will Incorporate standard design and construction 
features to withstand earth shaking. Therefore, there Is no evidence that the CEQA Standard of 
Impact Significance will be met or exceeded. 

Comment No. 15: Water Resources 

Phase II: Refer to Response to Comment No. 14 for a discussion of the Phase II project. 

Stormwater: Stormwater runoff from the Project site Is presently collected by an existing storm 
drain Infrastructure system. The existing system consists of a network of area drains, street catch 
basins, and buried storm drain pipes which collect and convey stormwater runoff eastward Into the 
Los Angeles River Channel. 

The north and west portions of the Project site are serviced by a number of area drains which 
collect surface runoff into a 36-lnch diameter burled concrete pipe storm drain. The concrete drain 
pipe conveys collected runoff northward Into an existing 120-lnch reinforced concrete arch drain 
located beneath Macy Street. Street catch basins located along Macy Street and at the intersection 
of Macy and Vignes Streets also drain Into the 120-lnch arch drain which, In tum, flows eastward 
Into the Los Angeles River Channel. 

The south and east portions of the Project site are serviced by a separate storm drain system which 
conveys stormwater runoff south beneath the U.S. 101 Freeway, then Into a network of storm drains 
located beneath Commercial and Ducommon Streets which, In tum, flows eastward Into the Los 
Angeles River Channel. 

The Project development will utilize the existing storm drain Infrastructure systems for stormwater 
control. Storm drain connections to the existing Infrastructure system are planned along the 
northwest, north, east, and south sides of the Project development. Project development would 
result In an Incremental small decrease In on-site percolation and corresponding Incremental 
Increase In surface runoff and contribution to the stormwater system. The Incremental Increase In 
surface runoff Is not anticipated to significantly Impact the flow capacity of the existing storm drain 
Infrastructure system. All stormwater discharge wUI require compliance with NPDES stormwater 
quality management requirements, Including NPDES Permit No. 0061654 Issued by the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board to the County and local agencies. The Project will comply with the 
stormwater quality management requirements of the City of Los Angeles. 



Dewaterlng: Temporary dewaterlng may be required during construction In order to lower the 
groundwater levels below proposed bottom of the subterranean parking levels. This requirement 
has been planned for by the development of a dewaterlng plan for the Project. The proposed 
dewaterlng system and treatment plant may require modification depending on dewatering 
conditions and effluent treatment requirements experienced during actual construction. Any 
treatment or disposal of groundwater for the Project where effluent Is discharged in a public storm 
drain will require a NPDES permit and written concurrence by local state and Federal agencies. 
NPDES permit conditions require that groundwater discharge be constantly monitored and tested 
for contaminants. Water contaminated with substances In concentrations toxic to human, animal, 
plant, or fish IHe would require treatment to meet all applicable standards, conditions and 
requirements imposed by the NPDES permit conditions. 

Comment No. 16: Noise 

Child Care Facility: The location of the Project's on-site child care facility had not been 
Identified at DEIR preparation. A location has now been selected within the first and second floors 
of the adjacent two-story building (which Is a portion of the Phase I Headquaters building) which 
allows the noise impacts at the facility to be calculated. The on-site child care facility will contain 
a sensitive receptor population which requires enhanced protection from excessive noise. While 
the bulk of noise-sensitive activities such as napping are expected to occur indoors, the exterior 
play area will be subject to ambient exterior noise levels. Because of diverse existing noise sources 
surrounding the Project, noise exposure exceeds levels at which conversation can be conducted 
In a normal tone. Noise protection in the form of a play area solid perimeter wall was therefore 
included as part of the project design. 

Noise exposure at the play area was calculated by assuming that the rooftop had a partial line-of­
sight to both Macy and Vlgnes Streets with supplemental noise screening of 8 dB created by the 
perimeter wall/balustrade on the rooftop play area. On-site noise monitoring in close proximity to 
the proposed roof-top play area had shown an existing short-term noise level of 71.5 dB. With a 
roof-top perimeter wall achieving a 8 dB noise attenuation, this would translate into a baseline 
condition of 63.5 dB. The noise contribution from Macy Street traffic at a distance of 225 feet is 
53.8 dB, taking into account the limits to the field-of-view imposed by the Phase I high rise office 
tower, together with the play-yard perimeter wall screening. Vlgnes Street traffic noise contributes 
an additional 57.4 dB to the recreational area noise exposure. The combined noise level from each 
of the three sources, is as follows: 

Background only 
With Macy and Vignes Street Traffic 

= 63.5 dB 
64.8 dB 

With a solid perimeter wall beneath any screened open air enclosure sufficient to achieve an 8 dB 
reduction of freeway, train, local roadway and other sources, the design ensures that a 65 dB level 
compatible with normal conversation and other exterior enjoyment can be met. For typical source­
receiver alignments, the barrier must be 2 feet taller than the listener's ear to achieve the reduction 
target. For pre-schoolers that are perhaps 3.5 feet tall as a typical height, the parameter wall, 
therefore, must be a minimum of 5.5 feet tall. A requirement to provide a play area perimeter wall 
of 5.5 feet has been added to the list of Impact mitigations. 

Comment No. 17 Air Resources 

Child Care Facility: The locational selection for the child care facility was designed to take 
advantage of the concentration of transit modes and accessibility In the area, thereby contributing 
to a reduction In VMT. Refer also to Response to Comment No. 13. 



Play area exposure was calculated using the CALINE4 roadway dispersion model. Pollution 
concentrations were calculated for maximum traffic volumes and theoretical minimum dispersion 
conditions In order to create a worst-case Impact estimate. Carbon monoxide (CO) was used as 
the Indicator pollutant to determine whether any air quality concern exists. A summary of the Input 
parameters (meteorology, roadway emissions from the freeway, bus plaza, Macy and Vlgnes Streets 
and their Intersection, and the receptor location of the roof-top play area), as well as the model 
output, Is Included In Appendix E to this FEIR. The hourly CO exposure due to adjacent traffic Is 
minimal (1 .1 ppm above background). The freeway Is far enough away such that Its pollution 
contribution Is minimal during limited dispersion periods. The roof-top location also provides for 
additional mixing volume before street-level emissions reach the roof. There Is no evidence of ·hot 
spor potential at that level. Localized Impacts place no substantial constraints on use of the roof­
top as a recreational area for pre-schoolers. Outdoor activity should be limited during periods of 
poor regional air quality. 

Trip Generation: ITE Trip Generation Rates are averages derived for general building types. The 
SCRTD Headquarters building Is not a type specifically categorized by ITE. The availability of actual 
trip data for the existing SCRTD Headquarters provides a more accurate and reliable estimate of trip 
generation. Use of such data where available In lieu of general ITE data Is an accepted practice in 
traffic Impact studies. For non-SCRTD Headquarters uses on the site, data from the ITE Trip 
Generation Rates, 5th Edition, were used. This more recent publication is sanctioned by LADOT 
for use in traffic studies. 

Quantitative data substantiating SCRTD's success in rldesharing and promoting alternative 
transportation services Is fully documented in Its Trip Reduction Plan for the current headquarters 
facility submitted to SCAQMD in compliance with Regulation XV. This document states that the 
existing SCRTD headquarters building at Fourth and Main Streets currently achieves an AVR of 2.29 
per vehicle. It also documents that 52 percent of all employee person trips are by mass transit. 
Both numbers are significantly higher than the areawide average for downtown Los Angeles (which 
is in tum significantly higher than the rest of the region), demonstrating the current success of the 
SCRTD program. The document Is Incorporated by reference In this EIR. 

No Significant Air Impacts: The finding of no-significant individual air quality Impacts for Phase 
I Is based on the fact that •new" mobile source emissions associated with Project implementation 
are considerably less than the SCAOMD significance thresholds established in the draft SCAQMD 
·cEOA Handbook.• Current travel behavior of SCRTD employees has been evaluated and 
substantiated In detail. Emissions reduction from mode-shift strategies are expected to be equally 
effective if not more so at the new facility. It Is not possible to disaggregate effectiveness Into a 
large number of individual transportation control measures (TCMs) because they are part of a total 
integrated transportation demand management (TDM) program. The effectiveness of the SCRTD's 
program is seen in the AVR of 2.29 achieved by SCRTD staff (refer to Regulation XV Trip Reduction 
Plan Incorporated herein by reference), compared to the 1. 75 targetfor the ·central City.• Although 
the proposed new facility Is geographically outside the maximum AVR target area, it is fully expected 
that the AVR will remain at 2.3 or higher upon Project completion. While free transit passes for 
SCRTD staff are the largest contributor to overall TDM program success, no TCM that contributes 
to the overall high AVR is or should be Ignored. 

Consistency: As noted in the DEIR (pages 3A-8), Phase I of the Project would be consistent with 
the objectives, policies and land uses specified In the City of Los Angeles General Plan and the 
Central City North Community Plan. Phase I would not be consistent with the community plan as 
to allowable FAR. This lack of consistency as to density has been so-noted on both DEIR page 3A-
8 and In Summary Table 1-1 , where it is designated a ·significant Impact.· As discussed in 
Response to Comment No. 13, the SCRTD Is not subject to local zoning or General Plan restrictions 
due to its exempt status. 



Project Inconsistency with the Central City North Community Plan Is not of Itself a "fatal flaw" In 
terms of the AQMP. The air quality plan Is based on emissions rather than land use designations. 
Project Implementation does not create a significant Increase In overall vehicular emissions, and 
does not expose receptors to unhealthful levels of air quality that are not slmllar1y exposed for the 
•no-project" scenario. Finally, the Project achieves the VMT reduction target assigned to •projects 
of regional significance• as part of the AQMP conformity test. The conformity discussion Is 
presented In detail on pages 3E-14 and -15 of the DEIR substantiating the conclusion that Phase 
I of the Project Is In conformance with AQMP. 

Exceedance of Significance Thresholds: Project Phase I emissions (when mitigated as shown 
on DEIR pages 3E-10 to -22 and In Summary Table 1-1) have been shown not to exceed SCAQMD 
significance thresholds. 

Cumulative emissions: Pages 4-4 to 4-8 of the DEIR correctly note that cumulative emissions 
represented by the 58 Downtown projects would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds. 

Comment No. 18: Vehicular Transportation and Circulation 

The requested Information was Included In the traffic study, Is summarized In the DEIR, and 
provided In full In Technical Appendix C to the DEIR. Existing traffic Is discussed In the DEIR on 
pages 3G-4 through 3G-8, with graphics In Appendix C (Figures 6-8). As noted In the DEIR, Project­
only traffic distribution Is Ulustrated In Figure 13 of Appendix C; Figures 14-15 In Appendix C show 
Project-only traffic volumes In the study area. The cumulative traffic distribution (without project) 
Is shown In Figures 11-12 and the cumulative traffic (with-project) is shown In Figures 16-17 of 
Appendix C. 

Primary user access to the SCRTD Headquarters building Is designed to be by transit and by other 
non-auto modes of transportation. In fact, the Headquarters building Is sited at this location in order 
to take advantage of the Union Station Multi-Modal Transportation Hub. 

Primary auto access to the Project will be provided via three right-tum-only driveways. One Is 
located on Macy Street, and the other two are located on both the east and west side of Vlgnes 
Street just south of Macy Street. Secondary auto access will be provided via the full-movement 
main entrance to the Metro Rall Park-and-Ride parking garage on Vignes Street at Ramirez Street. 

Street access to the project Is shown In Figure 111.G-3 of the DEIR. Bicycles will be able to access 
the Project directly from the street and the sidewalk, as well as via the garage access points. 

Comment No. 19: Pedestrian Circulation 

The analysis of pedestrian circulation was directed at those points of potential pedestrian conflict 
or congestion, which generally occur at the perimeter entrances and exits of a project. All of these 
areas of study, together with the methodology of Investigation, are fully described In Technical 
Appendix D to the DEIR. Pedestrian conflicts at areas other than those discussed In the Technical 
Appendix were determined to be either (1) non-existent or (2) under the authority and responsibility 
of the Metro Rall Public Transit Improvements (PTls) (refer to DEIR pages 2-9 and 2-12 for a 
description of the PTls and their Implementation). 

Comment No. 20: 

Sewage Analysis: Refer to Response to Comment No. 1 O for quantitative sewage analysis. 
Infrastructure Improvements planned as part of the proposed Project are discussed on DEIR pages 
31-2 to -4. 

Mitigation Statements: Comment noted. 
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~ Commuter TranspolUtion Services. In~ 

Dana Woodbury 
Director of Planning 
Southern California Rapid Transit 
425 South main street, Dept. 4200 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

August 28, 1992 

Ms Woodbury: 

District 

Dana A; Woodbury 
Director of Plannin" 

AUG 3 1 1992 
_, 

The following comments and suggestions are in response to the 
EIR for the SCRTD Union Station Headquarters Joint Development 
Project. These comments refer to the Phase I development of 
600,000 square feet of office space (including 23,000 square 
feet for retail use and childcare center), and 800 parking 
spaces. Similar comments will also apply to Phase II • 

I - , 
. _.--

A development of this magnitude will undoubtedly bring large 21 
numbers of vehicles into the area. The EIR plans, in detail, 
the proposed physical traffic mitigation methods that will be 
incorporated into the development. While roadway, ingress and 
egress enhancements are effective in mitigating potential 
congestion, we feel that 110re detail should be included 
regarding the Transportation Demand Management (TOM) program. 
The EIR includes examples of TDM elements which could be 
included in the development, but, it does not specify which 
TOM elements nil be included. We suggest the following TOM 
elements and services be provided, either by the developer, 
owner or tenant to all employees: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The 800 space parking structure should include 
preferential parking for car and vanpools. 

A fee should be charged for employee parking with 
discounted or possibly free rates for multiple 
occupancy vehicles. 

The nearby 
monitored to 
there. 

free park and ride lot should be 
ensure that employees do not park 

15 percent of all parking spaces should be set aside 
for carpool and vanpool parking. 

The parking structure ceilings 
be at least 8 ft., 2 in. 
accommodate vanpools; and 14 
buses. 

and entrances should 
tall, in order to 
ft, to accommodate 

3550 Wilshire Boulevard 
Su,te300 
Los Angeles. CA 9001 0 

1213) 38Cr7750 
FAX 121 .;I 383-8034 



• Bicycle parking should be provided in the ratio of 21 
at least two bicycle space for every 100 vehicle 
spaces. 

• HOV lanes for preferential ingress and egress to the 
parking structure would provide an incentive to 
rideshare. 

• Showers and lockers should be provided and located 
as close as possible to the building entrances and 
bicycle racks; one shower and locker should be 
provided for every 25,000 square feet of 
development. 

• Bus stops should be as close to entrances as 
possible. Shelter, lighting and landscaping should 
also be used to make the bus stop areas as 
attractive as possible. 

• The inclusion of retail stores and a childcare 
center can help to reduce employee trips and vehicle 
miles traveled as employees are able to take care 
of errands and childcare obligations at the site. 
Perhaps, the children of employees who rideshare 
should be given priority for places at the childcare 
center. 

• A Guaranteed Ride Home service should be provided 
to encourage transit usage and carpooling by 
alleviating fears that employees might not be able 
to get home in the event of an emergency or 
unforseen overtime. 

• Tenants should be encouraged/required to provide a 
company car and/or company transit passes which can 
be used by employees who do not drive alone to 
attend meetings during the workday. 

• An on-site transportation information center should 
be provided by the building owner and staffed by a 
full time ETC. The center should provide, to all 
employees, such services as: Rideshare matching 
assistance, information boards, transit information, 
seminars, workshops and videos on commute on 
alternative commute options. 

We hope that these recommendations are of some use and can be 
used to supplement the TDM component of the EIR. 

Sincerely, 

~t 
J'akki Stewart 
Transportation Planner 



COMMUTER TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC. - August 28, 1992 

Comment No. 21: Transportation Demand Management 

SCRTD has a highly effective TOM program In place consisting of its approved Regulation XV Plan, 
herein Incorporated by reference. This plan wlll continue at the new facility with possibly even a 
higher degree of effectiveness. 

The TOM elements suggested In this comment are generic In that they promote a variety of TCMs 
to allow employees a full range of mode-shift options. At. the SCRTD, however, transit-focused 
choices are obviously more effective because of employee convenience, cost and pride In the 
organization. An optimum SCRTD program thus may not correspond to the list of generic TOM 
element suggestions In this comment. The TOM elements listed wlll help a new project to achieve 
mandated AVR goals If effectively implemented. The existing SCRTD TOM program, however, 
already exceeds those goals by a wide margin such that the generalized suggestions In this 
comment have already been optimized to the actual travel behavior of SCRTD staff. 

Specific responses follow: 

The parking structure ceilings will be 8'2" high and wlll accommodate vans. Buses will be 
accommodated In the Metro Bus Plaza, which will be located at surface level above the garage and 
adjacent to the entries to the Project (refer to Figure 11-2 In the DEIR). This significant bus facility 
will preclude any need for buses to serve a subterranean garage. 

Bicycle parking wlll be provided at the Project. The health and fitness center within the building and 
design of the Phase I Headquarters building wlll Incorporate lockers and showers which may be 
used by employees who use the bicycle as their means of commute. 

HOV lanes wlll not be provided Into the parking structure, but direct access for bus/HOV Is planned 
between the Metro Bus Plaza and the El Monte Busway. 

Bus stops are an Integral part of the building and site design for the Phase I Headquarters building. 
In addition to significant and convenient bus stop facilities on the Metro Bus Plaza to the south of 
the building, bus stops will also be located on Macy Street close to the Phase I building. 

The retail facilities and Child Care Center are being provided solely to support the SCRTD 
Headquarters building, with the specific intent of reducing employee- and other building-based trips. 
No external users of these facilities are planned or anticipated. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
i ( ;- J .,,-/ 

..) {. - PETE WILSON, Governor 

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
1400 TENTH STREET 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 e . . 

Dena A. Woodbu 
Director of Planning Sep 08, 1992 

DANA WOODBURY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 
425 SOUTH MAIN STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 

Subject: UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS PROJECT 
SCH# 92031008 

Dear DANA WOODBURY: 

SEP 1 1 1992 

I ~-:fl111t y ~-
.1 -11 -1 ,,. 
i' 1 I ' ._.,.--

Pr__-

The state Clearinghouse has submitted the above named draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to selected state agencies for review. 
The review period is now closed and the comments from the responding 
agency(ies) is(are) enclosed. on the enclosed Notice of Completion form 
you will note that the Clearinghouse has checked the agencies that have 
commented. Please review the Notice of Completion to ensure that your 
comment package is complete. If the comment package is not in order, 
please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Remember to refer to 
the project's eight-digit State Clearinghouse number so that we may 
respond promptly~ 

Please note that Section 21104 of the California Public Resources 
Code required that: 

"a responsible agency or other public agency shall only make 
substantive comments regarding those activities involved in a 
project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or 
which are required to be carried out or approved by the agency." 

Commenting agencies are also required by this section to support 
their comments with specific documentation. These comments are forwarded 
for your use in preparing your final EIR. Should you need more 
information or clarification, we recommend that you contact the 
commenting agency(ies). 

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State 
Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental documents, 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact 
Tom Loftus at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions 
regarding the environmental review process. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Kinne 
Acting Deputy Director, Permit Assistance 

Enclosures 

cc: Resources Agency 
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Stat• of California lusln ... , Tranapartatien and Hovein1 A .. ncy 

Memorandum 

To Mr. Tom Loftus 
state Clearinghouse 
1400 Tenth street, Room 121 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Robert Goodell - District 7 

-r=. 
Dot, ,August 28, 1992 

FIie No,1 IGR/CEQA 
DEIR City of LOS 
Angeles 
US-101/Vignes St. 
SCRTO HQ Joint Project 
ie. LA-101-0.39 

From : DEPARTM!NT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Subject 1 ?roject Review Comments 

~ No,92031008 

Caltrans has reviewed the above-reterenced document. Based on the 
:nrormation received we, have the following comments: 

:t appears that this development will impact the us-101 (Santa Ana22 
:reeway). The traffic analysis in the Draft EIR is not complete. 
All proposed projects and all phases of development within the 
Union station site will need to be included in the analysis. A 
volume to capacity analysis and lavel-ot-service calculations ror 
us-101 (Santa Ana) Freeway at Mission Road, at Vignes Street, at 
Commercial Street, and at Alameda Street ramps will need to be 
included in the Environmental Impact Report. AM and PM peak hour 
and ADT volumes should be included for existing, project, 
cumulative, cumulative plus project, and tuture year (2010) 
~rarfic. Also project impact to the mainline us-101 Freeway will 
need to be included in the analysis. 

Developer's percent share ror the cost ror mitigation should 
include deficiencies caused by project traffic arfacting the 
mainline freeway. 

Any projects within State right-ct-way will ~equir• a Caltrans 23 
Encroachment Permit. Projects which cost over $300,000 will 
require a Project Study Report (PSR). Separate PSRs will be 
required for modifications to the Vignes street ramps and for the 
northerly extension of the El Monte Busway. We recommend early 
consultation with our Permits Section and Project Studies Branch 
~o avoid project delays. 

Any mitigation proposed should be fully discussed. These 24 
discussions should include, but not be limited to, ~he following: 

* implementation responsibilities 
* scheduling considerations 
* financing 
* monitoring plan 

~· 



Mr. Tom Loftus 
August 20, 1992 
Page TWO 

.. - , , , ....... ' 

If you have any questions regarding this response, please call 
Wilford Melton at (213) 897-1338. 

ROBERT GOODELL 
Advance Planning Branch 

cc: Mr. Dana A. Woodbury, SCRTD Director of Planning 

!?R.T.D. LIBRARY 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - August 28. 1992 

Comment No. 22: Impacts on U.S. 101 Freeway 

The SCRTD Headquarters building would increase traffic on the eastbound US-101 Freeway east 
of Alameda by under 2 percent in the AM peak hour, and by 1 percent westbound in the PM peak 
hour. Traffic increases eastbound at Mission Road and westbound at both locations would be well 
under 1 percent for both the AM peak and PM peak hours. Such small increases In overall traffic 
due to the Project would not significantly impact traffic level of service on the freeway, even 
immediately adjacent to the Project. As no significant Impacts will occur from Project traffic on the 
freeway, no mitigation measures will be necessary. 

A Project Study Report (PSR) was recently prepared by SCRTD for the realignment of the Vignes 
Street ramps with the Hollywood Freeway (US-101), in conjunction with the Metro Rail project. The 
PSR (designated as 07-LA-101, PM 0.37, 07234 128301<, Vignes Street Ramps) was approved and 
signed by Caltrans District 7 In September, 1992 and is incorporated herein by reference. The PSR 
analyzed and documented the future traffic volumes and level of service on the Vignes Street ramps 
and the freeway segments in the area, Including the traffic generated by the SCRTD Headquarters 
building. 

Comment No. 23: Encroachment Permit 

The SCRTD Headquarters building (Phase I) will not require any modification to State Highways or 
rights-of-way. Certain modifications are being planned as a part of the Metro Rail Project, including 
the metro Bus Plaza. In this respect, a PSR has recently been completed for Improvements to the 
Vignes Street ramps, which was signed by Caltrans on September 22, 1992 (Project Study Report 
07-LA-101, PM 0.37, Vignes Street Ramps, September 1992, incorporated herein by reference). 

A PSR for a connection between the Metro Bus Plaza and the El Monte Busway is currently in 
preparation. 

Comment No. 24: Mitigation Measures 

Comment noted. All mitigation measures adopted as a result of the approval of the proposed 
Project and certification of the EIR will be Itemized within a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan 
(MMRP) to be adopted by the SCRTD Board of Directors. The MMRP will meet the requirements 
of Public Resources Code 21081.6 (AB3180), including those Items listed by the commentor. 
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August 31, 1992 

SCRTD Planning Department 
425 South Main street, Dept. 4200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013-1393 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) for SCRTD Union Station 
Headquarters Joint Development Project 

Dear Mr. Yates: 

CULTURAL A"'AIRS 
DEPARTMENT 

,33 S. SPRING ST. 10TH F\.OOR 
LOS ANGELES. CA 90013 

(21 31 '8!5-2'33 
12131 '85-683!5 FAX 

AIX>IJO V. NODAL 
GIINll,.AL MANAGC,. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR described 
above. 

While Union Station, Historic-Cultural Monument #101, is adjacent 
to the project and the mass of the proposed buildings is 
substantial, the new towers are sufficiently removed from the 
historic pad. 

Even through the project will be visible from Union Station, the 
separation is adequate to preserve the historic integrity of the 
Monument. 

The Commission looks forward to reviewing the E.I.R. 

Very truly yours, 
CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION 

/70-~ 
Jay Oren 
Staff Architect 
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A:\Jay .UNlbdll 
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South Coast 
AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182 (714) 396-2000 

September 3, 1992 

Mr. Dana A Woodbury 
Southern California R,~~d 
Transit District (SCR ) 
425 South Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Mr. Woodbury: 

Subject: Draft EIR for the Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) 
Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 

SCAQMD NO. LAC920722-09 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has reviewed the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the SCRTD Union Station 
Headquarters Joint Development Project and finds that the EIR has addressed the 
project specific adverse air quality impacts. Cumulative impacts, however, have not 
been adequately addressed. The SCAQMD staff commends the SCRTD for the 
comprehensive transportation demand management (TD M) programs, that are 
intended to further increase the current high 2.3 average vehicle ridership at the 
project site. The attached staff assessment presents a detailed discussion of the 
SCAQMD's analysis, findings and recommendations regarding cumulative impacts. 
These comments are intended to assist the SCRTD in mitigating th\! project impacts 
to the greatest extent feasible. 

The SCAQMD appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed project, 
and requests a response prior to the adoption of the Final EIR. If you have any 
questions regarding these comments, please contact Connie Day, Program 
Supervisor, at (714) 396-3055. 

CSG:CAD:PF 
Attachments 

Sincerely, 

Cindy S. Greenwal 
Manager, Planning and 
Technology Advancement 

/ 



ATIACHMENT 1 
SCAQMD'S ASSESSMENT 

OF TIIE SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS 
JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT: 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) 

Project Description 

The Southern California Rapid Transit (SCRID) proposes the construction of a 31-
story Union Station headquarters building located in the Central City North section 
of downtown Los Angeles. The building will provide 1.2 million square feet of 
office, retail and light industrial land uses on a 4.8 acre site. The employment 
potential is 3,700 jobs at project buildout. Construction will be in two phases, 
beginning in 1993 and ending in 1998. 

Air Quality Setting 

The Draft EIR characterizes the air quality setting relative to the proposed project 2 5 
using the 1989-90 air quality monitoring data from the SCAQMD's Los Angeles air 
momtoring station. The 1991 air quality data is currently available and should be 
used in the Final EIR. A copy of the 1991 data is enclosed as Attachment 3. 

Air Quality Impacts from Operation 

The Draft EIR states that the project impacts are "individually non-significant but a 2 6 
cumulatively significant air quality impact may occur in the project area". The 
estimated increase in 20,000 average daily trips from 57 recently adopted projects 
will be the primary cause of the significant cumulative impacts. The adJacent streets 
presently carry an average of 30,000 average daily vehicle trips, and the adjacent 
freeway traffic volume exceeds 230,000 average daily trips. While the increase in 
CO from the project trips is estimated at 1,128 pounds per day, the cumulative CO 
emissions in the area are estimated at 36,673 pounds per day. Cumulative impact 
mitigation, therefore, is essential. 

Traffic linpacts 

The congestion along some streets and at intersections in the project area pose 
significant CO increases. Of the 26 street intersections studied for level of service 
(LOS) efficiencies approximately 50 percent will operate at LOS E. Seven 
intersections will see increases in congestion levels and traffic delays at project 
buildout. 

The strategy for congestion management at the seven intersections should be fully 2 7 
analyzed in the Final EIR. It may be possible to increase the transit services along 
some of the streets that are likely to face increased congestion. Diversion of peak 
hour traffic to less congested streets should also be considered. A mitigation 
monitoring plan to study the seven intersections should be implemented to assure 
that congestion is detected as it occurs. 

The Draft EIR anticipates Union Station to be the transit hub of downtown Los 2 8 
Angeles. The transit hub operation, if successful, will link light (Metro) rail, heavy 
commuter rail through Los Angeles, and the downtown RID services, and provide a 
substantial VMT reduction potential in the region. The Final EIR should fully 

I 

' i 
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analyze the transit hub concept and show its travel demand management potential 2 8 
for cumulative impact mitigation. 

Trip reductions may also occur if the SCRTD's current home-to-work rideshare 2 9 
matching list program could link the area's tr16ortation management associations 
(TMAs) in achieving A VR targets. The SCR should be able to coordinate the 
TMA network with the existing resources at its command. The potential for the 
TMAs to increase rideshare potential, especially among the 57 new area businesses, 
should be fully analyzed in the Final EIR. Cumulative impact mitigation will be 
strengthened by a successful TMA operation. 

Conclusion 

The Draft EIR correctly forecasts the project's beneficial air quality impacts due to 3 0 
the aggressive trip reduction measures embodied in Union Station Headquarters 
proposal. Significant adverse cumulative impacts, however, will result in congestion 
and traffic delays in the project area. The proposed streamlined transit hub at the 
Union Station and other mitigation measures should be analyzed in the Final EIR 
to assure that traffic impacts are reduced to the greatest extent feasible. 



ATTACHMENT 2 

MITIGATION MEASURES FOR THE 
UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS 
JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

1. Minimize Construction Activity Emissions: 

o Employ construction activity management techniques, reduce the number 
of pieces of equipment used simultaneously; reduce or change the 
hours of construction; schedule activity during off-peak traffic hours; 
and require a phased-schedule for construction activities to even out 
emission peaks. 

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

project. Avoid the use of internal combustion engines. 

2. Reduce Construction-Related Traffic Congestion: 

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

o Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interferences. 
o Schedule operations affecting traffic during off-peak hours where 

feasible. 

3. Limit Emissions From Vehicle Trips: 

o Provide local shuttle and regional transit systems, transit shelters, bicycle 
lanes, storage areas and amenities, and ensure efficient parking 
management. 

o Work with citizen groups and businesses in the region to implement 
TOM goals. 

o Develop a streamlined transit hub to provide a link to the Metro Rail, 
heavy rail and the Downtown bus services. 

4. Limit Emissions From Architectural Coatings and Asphalt Usage: 

o Use low-emission coating systems where possible. 
o Substitute reactive solvents with nonreactive solvents. 
o Use high-solid or water-based coatings 
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SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
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Suspended Part I cul ates PHI01 I Part i culates TSPgl 

No . (XI s....,1es 
h ceeding Amual 

Source/ Standard Averages hi 
Receptor location of 

Area Air Mon i tor ing HaJl . federal 2lliL Max. Max. 
Mo. Slat ion Nunber Cone . AAH AGH Nunber Cone. AGH Ho . 

of in ug/.,l > 150 ug/.,l >50 ug/.,l Cone. Cone . of In ug/.,l Cone. Cone. 
Sa"l'les 24 -Hour 24 · Hour 24 -Hour ug/m3 ug/.,3 Sa"l'IOS 24 · Hr . ug/.,3 ug/.,3 

1 Los Angel u 57 151 1(1.8) 31(54 . 4) 57.1 51 . 4 60 183 93.2 0.21 
2 U. Los Angelos NH NH NH NH NH NH 59 106 59.0 NH 

l Hawthor ne 60 79 0 14(23 . 3) 38 .6 35 . 4 59 153 65.9 0 . 08 
4 Long Beach 46• 92• o• 11(23.9)• ,o.o• n . o• 60 197 65 . 1 0.08 
5 11h i ti i er NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 
6 Rueda NH NH NH NH NM NH NH NH NH NM 
7 Burbank 60 13] 0 30(50 .0) 54.9 49 . 1 56 184 118.2 0 . 10 
8 Pasadena NH NH NH NH NH NH 56 141 71.2 NH 
9 Azusa 57 137 0 39(68 . 4) 66 . l 59.7 59 211 94 . l NM 

9 Cl endora NH NM NM NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 

10 Pomona NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 
11 Pico Al vera NM NH NH NH NH NH 54 211 89 . 8 0.19 
12 Lynwood NH NH NH NH NH NH 59 200 97 . 1 0.17 
13 Santa Clar i t a 59 a1 0 25(42 . 4) 46 . 5 42 . 6 NH NM NH NH 
14 lAncaster 57 7110 3(5 . 3) 11( 19 . 3) 56 . a 38 . 1 NH NM NH NH 
16 La Habra NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 
17 Anaheim 59 146 0 14(23 . 7) 45 . 2 40.0 59 1a1 77.2 0 . 08 
17 Los Alam i tos NH NH NH NH NH NH 60 176 79 . 6 NH 

111 Costa Mesa NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 
19 EI Toro 59 94 0 9<15 . 31 ]6 . 6 33 . 6 NH NH NH NH 

22 Norco NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH NH 

23 Rubidoux 60 179 2(] . ]) 41(68 . ]) 76 . 0 65 . 4 60 271 111.2 0 . 06 
23 Ri verside NH NH NH NH NH NH 60 191 90 . 6 0.08 
24 Perris 60 113 0 26(43 . l) ,a .a 41 . 0 NH NH NH NH 

25 Lake Elsinore NM NH NH NH NH NH NM NH NH NH 

26 TN11ecula 44• 66• o• 9<20 . S>• 311 . 4* 36. 1• NH NH NH NH 

2a HNllel NH NH NM NM NM NH NH NH NH NM 
29 Banning 57 a, 0 17(29. 8) 37 .8 31. l NM NH NH NH 

30 Palo, Springs 56 197 1( 1.11) 14(25 . 0) 42 . 9 36 . 6 NM NM NM NH 

30 lndlo 59 340 3(5 . 1) 37(62 . 7) 69 . 0 59 . a NM NM NH NH 

31 Blythe ]O• 112• o• 9t30 . 0l* 44 . 4* 40 .8· NM NH NH NH 

32 Upland NH NM NH NM NM NH 60 1112 79 . 7 o.oa 
l] Ontario 58 158 1( 1. 7) 39(67 . 2) 68 . 4 60.l NM NM NH NM 

34 Fontana 54 127 0 35164 . 8> 63 . 1 57 . 7 59 537 109. l NH 

34 San Bernardino 60 163 1( 1. 7) 41(68.l) 60.6 52 . 0 59 215 96.0 0.06 
35 Red I ands NH NM NH NM NM NH NH NH NM NM 

37 Crest I ine 48* 10s• o• 6112.Sl* 39 . l· 34 . 8* NH NH NM NM 

ug/m3 

AAH 
Micrograms pe-r cubic meter of air . 
Annual Arithmetic Hean . ACH · Annual Geometr i c Hean. 

I) 

g) 

h) 

i) 

Less than 12 lull inonths of data . Hay not be represental ive . 
PM10 suspended particulate s....,lu were collected every 6 days using the size · selective inlet high volune s....,1., wit h quaru filler media 
(PM10 refers to fine particles, with aerodynaalc di-tor of 10 micrometers or less). 
Total suspended part i culates, lead, and sulfate were determined Iron, ,....,1es collected every 6 days by the high volune S9""ler method, on 
glass fiber f i lter media . federal ISP standard superceded by PM10 standard, July 1, 1987. 
federal PH10 standard is AAH > SO ug/.,l; stale standard is AGH > 30 ug/.,3 . 
As part of a special monitoring program, the District initialed monitoring of lead concentrations in January 1991 at five situ llllnl!diately 
downwind of ma jor secondary lead smelters. lhe quarterly federal standard was exceeded al one local ion, Comnerce • Sheila (3rd quarter), and 
the 1110nthly stole standard was exceeded 11 two locations, Conmc,rce · Sheila (four ucee<lancu), and ,....,slry • 7th St. (one uceedance). 
Ma•inm concentrations were 3 . 66 ug/-1 , monthly average, and 2 . 31 ug/,,,1, quarterly average at Comncrce · She i la . 
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NH NH NH NM NH 
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APPENDIX E 

AIR QUALITY MODEL INPUT 

(Child Care Center) 



SEP 16 '92 12:01 GIROUX & ASSOCIATES P.4 
··ii;... ..., .. 

A. 
B. 
c. 

REPORT FOR FILE rtdchild 
1. Site Variables 

U== 0.5 MIS zo ... 
BRG:::: 9c). 0 DEGREES VD:::: 

CLASS== G STABILITY VS== 
MlXH= 300.0 M AMB= 

SIGTH= 10.0 DEGREES TEMP• 

2. Link Description 

LIW::'. * LINK COOF:DINATES <M> 
DESCRIPTION * Xl Yl X2 Y2 

100.0 CM 
o.o CM/S 
0.0 CM/S 
0.0 PPl"I 

10.0 DEGREE (C) 

* EF H 
* TYPE VPH CG/MI> CM> 

w 
<M> 

---------------*-----------------------------*------------------------------
FF<EEWAY 0 ,:, 1000 0 AG 20000 3.6 1.0 50.0 
MACY 0 350 10(>0 350 AG 3950 8.1 1.0 30.0 
VIGNES 5(ll) 0 500 700 AG 2460 8. 1 1.0 20.0 

* MIXW 
* L R STF'L DCL T ACCT SPD EFI IDTl IDT2 

LINK ·"" CM> (M) (M) !SEC) <SEC) (MPH> ~JCYC NDLA 1./PHO CG/MIN) <SEC> CSEC> 

-------*---------------------------------------------------------------------
A. (1 0 0 0.0 C>.O O O c) 0 f.>.0 0.0 0.0 
B. 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 0 <).0 0.0 0.0 
c. 0 0 0 o.o 0.0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

3. Receptor Coordinates 

F:ECEF'TOR 1 
X 

460 
y 

280 
z 

10.0 

MODEL RESULTS FOR FILE RTDCHILD 

* PRED HJIND * 
-11- CONC * BRG * 

- ~RECEPTOR * (PPM> *(DEG>* 
COCN/Lil'JI< 

<PPM> 
A B C 

------------11--------*-----*------------------
RECPT 1 * l.i • 13 * 0.0 0.4 0.7 



SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT - September 3. 1992 

Comment No. 25: Air Quality Setting 

Table 111.E-2 In the DEIR Indicates ambient air quality data for the period of 1984-1991. Data for 
1991 shown as •preliminary" In the table Is consistent with the actual data provided by the 
commenter. 

Comment No. 26: Cumulative Traffic and Air Quality Impacts 

The 57 projects comprising the cumulative scenario are not •recently adopted· as stated by the 
commenter. Rather, these projects are conceptual only and, in fact, some of them have been 
eliminated from consideration by their proponent or by the City of Los Angeles since the preparation 
of the cumulative impact analysis. Therefore, the traffic analysis upon which cumulative air quality 
impacts were based represented a very conservative scenario. SCRTD believes that there will be 
a cumulative Impact, however, that Impact Is not expected to exceed that Identified and analyzed 
in the document. 

Cumulative Impact mitigation involves participation · of all new development (as well as existing 
development) in regional VT /VMT reduction programs. SCRTD Is an instrument in the 
Implementation of such programs. It offers the buses, scheduled as conveniently as possible and 
at a cost that is far less than driving a car, for anyone that avails themselves of this opportunity. 
As a public agency, Its options to subsidize measures to reduce cumulative impacts, other than 
through the provision of mass transit service, are also limited. It is not clear from this comment 
what cumulative Impact mitigation the AQMD considers feasible given the current success of 
SCRTD's own TOM program and SCRTD's mission to carry as much volume as possible of VT /VMT­
dlverted travel. The location of the Project was chosen in part due to the proximity of transit 
service. SCRTD believes that locating development in conjunction with transit infrastructure 
contributes to reducing the overall cumulative Impact of Its Project. 

Comment No 27: Congestion Management 

Comment noted. Potential mitigation measures are discussed in the DEIR and Its Appendix C. In 
addition, significant Increases In both bus and rail transit will occur in the vicinity of Union Station, 
which will move more people through transit and help reduce general traffic congestion in the area. 

Comment No. 28: Union Station Transit Hub 

The proposed Phase I SCRTD Headquarters building and Phase II office building is the Project 
under study in the EIR, ..!1Q! the transit hub at Union Station. The EIR is not required to analyze the 
transit hub at Union Station which has been, and continues to be, analyzed by numerous agencies 
and operators. The SCRTD Headquarters Project is located at Union Station to take maximum 
advantage of future transit development at that location. 

Comment No. 29: Transportation Management Associations (TMAs) 

The SCRTD Is the chartered regional transit provider and, as such, will be providing mass 
transportation opportunities for all of the other 57 cumulative projects In the Downtown area. The 
SCRTD, through Its Corporate Transit Partnership, will make available the provision of customized 
transit/bus schedules, ride matching services, and ticketing services along with an expanded 
Customer Service Center to be located at the Headquarters building. The SCRTD also will lend Its 
expertise to the establishment of TMAs by other Downtown landlords, agencies, or firms. 

Comment No. 30: Union Station Transit Hub 

Refer to Response to Comment No. 28. 



S.E. <ED> ROWE 
~ENERAL MANAGER 

September 9, 1992 

Dana Woodbury 
Director of Planning 

CITY oF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

TOM BRADLEY 
MAYOR 

Southern California Rapid Transit District 
Department 4200 
425 S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
ROOM 1 200. CITY HALL 

LOS ANGELES. CA 9001 2 

(21 3) 485·2265 
FAX (213) 237 ·0960 

Macy St. & 
Vignes St. 
(SW comer) 

Dana A. WoodbUrt 
Director of Planning 

SEP 1 4 \992 

DRAFf ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE SOtTTHERN CALIFORNIA 
RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

The Department of Transportation (DOT) has reviewed the Vehicular Transportation and 
Circulation section and the Pedestrian Circulation section of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (DEIR) for the Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) Union Station 
Headquarters Joint Development project (phases I and II). The Vehicular Transportation and 3 1 
Circulation section is incomplete as it does not sufficiently evaluate the anticipated impacts 
attributable to the full proposed development (phases I and IO. Analysis has not been provided 
to ensure the ultimate transportation system will be adequate to meet the demands of the total 
development. Also, the references to the project phases should be consistent, i.e. either I and 3 2 
II or I and 2. 

MITIGATIONS 

Vehicular Transportation and Circulation Section - The DEIR concludes that four intersections 3 3 
would be impacted during the AM peak hour and seven intersections would be impacted during 
the PM peak hour. A discussion of the realistic mitigation measures which are under the control 
of the developer/owner should be included in the DEIR. Obtaining the approval for the 
proposed mitigations from the appropriate agency (DOT and/or Caltrans) is the responsibility 
of the developer/traffic consultant. DOT's mitigation plan submittal guidelines are attached. 

Elements of the project's design (such as driveway operation and locations) and required street 3 4 
dedication should not be included as mitigation measures. A conclusion of no significant traffic 
related impacts due to phase II construction depends upon a more thorough analysis of this 
phase. 

Pedestrian Circulation Section (DEIR page 13) - The DEIR concludes that no impacts on 3 5 
pedestrians would occur due to phase I or phase II construction. The report states "insufficient 
design information on phase II pedestrian facilities did not permit an analysis of pedestrian 
circulation." Therefore, a conclusion of potentially not significant impact is not substantiated 
for phase II. 



Dana Woodbury -2- September 9, 1992 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project consists of a two phase development. Phase I construction includes a 26 
story, 600,000 sf building to be occupied with 540,000 sf SCRTD Headquarters office, 35,000 
sf general office, 15,000 sf ancillary retail, 5,000 sf day care, and parking for 800 vehicles, all 
to be completed in 1995. Phase II includes construction of a 31 story, 600,000 sf general office 
building with parking for 800 vehicles. Completion of phase II is planned for 1998. 

Parking for both phases I and II will be adjacent and connected to the 2500 space Metro Rail 
parking garage. Access to the phase I garage will be via three right tum in/out only driveways: 
one on the south side of Macy Street west of Vignes Street and one on each side (east and west) 
of Vignes Street south of Macy Street. A fourth access will be via the Metro Rail garage 
entrance on the west leg of the intersection of Ramirez Street and Vignes Street. Access to 
phase II parking will be provided from one right turn in/out only driveway on Vignes Street and 
the Metro Rail parking garage driveway on Vignes Street at Ramirez Street. 

COMMENTS 

Existing Streets and Highways (Technical Appendix C) - Vignes Street, North Spring Street, and 3 6 
Grand A venue are designated major highways. North Main Street and College Street are 
designated secondary highways. Grand A venue provides two lanes of traffic in each direction 
north of Temple Street. 

Level of Service (Technical Appendix C) - Appendix A and page 18 contain errors in the 3 7 
definition of levels of service (LOS). 

Significant Traffic Impact - The definition of significant impact for use in this project is defined 3 8 
in DOT's March 19, 1992 letter to SCRTD in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP). 
The traffic study should be revised accordingly, including changes due to comments in this 
letter. Additional intersections may be significantly impacted due to the traffic study revisions. 

Completion year (DEIR page 3G-12) - The statement that DOT established the completion year 3 9 
is erroneous and should be deleted. The developer/owner normally determines the completion 
year based on development and construction schedules. 

Related PrQjects (DEIR Figure 111.G-2 & Table III.G-3) - The related projects listing should 4 O 
include all related projects scheduled to be completed by 1998. Project listings #1, 25, 49, and 
52 have been either cancelled or completed and should be removed from the related projects list. 
Project listing #15 is on the southeast corner of First Street and Alameda Street. Project listing 
#16 is located at Alameda Street and Second Street. Project listing #30 consists of a 3,500 seat 
theater. Project listing #39 is misplaced. 
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Trip Generation - The survey used to determine the trip rate of the existing SCRTO facility is 4 1 
valid only for a proportionate increase in SCRTO facilities (using the same office area per 
employee). The trip generation rate for any additional office square footage (phases I or II) 
should be calculated at 90 percent of Institute of Transportation Engineer's (ITE) Trip 
Generation, 5th Edition rates. Non-SCRTO employees would not be eligible for SCRTO's TOM 
incentives offered and therefore would not likely achieve equivalent ridership levels. 

Trip generation assumptions for retail and day care uses should be modified to account for 10 
percent TOM and utilize peak period directional movement data provided in ITE IIill 
Generation, 5th Edition based on employees. 

Peripheral parkin~ - Should SCRTO choose to participate in the Community Redevelopment 4 2 
Agency's (CRA) peripheral parking program by serving as a peripheral parking site, the traffic 
study should include the proportion of traffic from the participating project to be located at the 
SCRTO site. 

Additional Information - Additional supporting information should be included in Technical 4 3 
Appendix C in order to accurately evaluate the findings and conclusions of the Traffic and 
Circulation Section of the DEIR. This requested information includes all Critical Movement 
Analysis (CMA) worksheets and supporting graphics and data for •future base year (1998) with 
cumulative projects only" and •future base year (1998) with cumulative pMjects plus phases I 
and II" scenarios. All CMA calculations should utilize existing traffic lane configurations only. 

Pedestrian Circulation (Technical Appendix D, page 11) - Mode split for phase I leasable office 4 4 
use, retail use, and visitors would not be expected to be equivalent to that of SCRTO employees. 

Traffic Control Plans - In order to minimize traffic impacts on adjacent roadways during 4 5 
construction while providing safe work zones, DOT recommends that phased work site traffic 
control (striping and signal) plans be prepared for Vignes Street, Macy Street, Lyon Street, 
Ramirez Street, and the Santa Ana Freeway northbound on/off ramps. Interim measures during 
construction, such as the widening of Macy Street, should be provided in order to maintain 
roadway capacity. The cumulative effect of construction for this project and the Metro Rail 
project could be detrimental to the roadway operational capacity in this area. The use of Traffic 
Control Officers may be helpful to assist traffic flow during peak traffic hours, the costs of 
which should be borne by the developer. 

Fi~ure 111.G-3 - Striping at the intersection of Macy Street and Vignes Street does not reflect 4 6 
the mitigations to be implemented in conjunction with the Metro Rail garage project. The 
proposed phase I driveway on the south side of Macy Street west of Vignes Street does not 
indicate right tum in/out only operation, as stated in the DEIR, on Figure III.G-3. As of the 
date of this letter, the realignment of Vignes Street has not been approved by DOT. 
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A TSAC Video Equipment - As a condition of approval, the developer is required to furnish and 4 7 
install video surveillance equipment for the Department's ATSAC System Control Center. The 
A TSAC Division of this Department should be contacted for installation requirements, equipment 
lists, and specifications for the following: 

• Provide and install multiple cameras on the roof of the designated buildings. The number 
necessary and location(s) will be determined by the Department of Transportation. 

• Provide and install conduit and cable from the roof to the traffic signal interconnect 
system on the street. 

• Provide power on the roof. 

• Provide and install telephone circuits on the roof for voice communication and camera 
control. 

• Provide security for the camera(s) and permit reasonable access to the City's personnel 
or its designee for maintenance of the carnera(s) and appurtenant equipment. 

• Pay monthly power and telephone service costs. 

• Provide all transmission electronics, cable, and control hardware needed for the 
installation at the ATSAC Control Center. 

Access and Circulation - The driveway on the west side of Vignes Street at Ramirez Street 4 8 
serves as the only access to the 2500 space Metro Rail parking garage. Shared use of this 
driveway by SCRTD phase I and II traffic will degrade the operation of the driveway as the 
subterranean garage entrance is designed to provide only 2 lanes inbound and 1 lane outbound. 
A site plan showing the site access, operation and circulation between the Metro Rail garage 
(2500 spaces), phase I SCRTD Headquarters project garage (800 spaces), and phase II garage 
(800 spaces) should be included in the DEIR. 

This review of the DEIR does not constitute approval of the driveway access and circulation 
scheme. These require separate review and approval. Our Citywide Planning Coordination 
Section (Room 460, Counter "0") should be contacted to conduct this review as soon as possible 
to avoid delays in the Building Permit approval process. 
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Should you have any questions, contact Diane Yuen at (213) 485-2295. 

HAROLD VELLINS 
Senior Transportation Engineer 

Attachments 

DY 
scrtd/dy 

cc: Council District No. 1 
Council District No. 9 
Council District No. 14 
Central District, DOT 
James Okazaki, DOT 
Joe Kennedy, DOT 
John Fisher, DOT 
Jack Massopust, DOT 
Jim Williams, DOT 
Caltrans 
Korve Engineering 

September 9, 1992 



FOMI GE..'t. 1IO Cl'ff. MO) CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE · 

Iate: JUl.y 9, 1990 
I . 

To: C. Kin;, H. Vir, H. Jaotert, V. Pezesbldan 

\\~ vtJQ~ - -_ 
Fran: Han>ld Vellins, Seniar Transpart:atim ~ 

Iand tevel.q:meut Mi.tigatiai Divisim 

SUbject: 

In order to provide a speedy cx:mprebensive analysis of sLL&::t hprcvanent 
mitigatial measures subnittsd to this department far revi.al, the -
foll.CW'm] criteria an:1 starmrds shculd be used by private civil/trattic 

. ergineers: 

I. Sketches of sb.&::t lliprcvements mJSt shcM existim and P44 csed 
cllinensicns for: 

A. Roadway widths 
B. Right of way widths 
C. Sidew.lkwidt:hs 
D. 0n:b radii 
E. I.ccaticn of traffic islands 
F. Inlivi dJ:el lane widths 
G. stripin] "tapers" and cat-t:z:acks 

II. Items to be shewn en plans: 

A. Parkin;J rest:z:icticns (ex::i.stin; and px:q.osed), bls stqs 
(ex:istin; am relocated), tl. es, driveways, signals, sb.eet 
lights, an:l signs. · 

B. Use of adjac::ent pz:upaties. 

III. Ia:ne width standards to be used far str:ipil'g plans: 

A. Interior lane - 11' 
B. 'l\ilo way left tmn lane - 10' to 12' 
c. Olm lane (no park:i.rq anytime) = 12' 
D. Right tlim lane = 12' 
E. Iane adjacent to on:bed median -= 12 • 
F. Left tmn lane - 101 (12' for blses er t:ruclcs) 
G. 0n:b lane with paz:kin; - 18 1 (la.ir s;eed) to 20' (high speed) 

IV. AM an:l RI peak hcur volumes, by lDCY'E!IDE!nt, are requ:ira:l. sep:rate 
data is required to shew existim cxnlitims and mp osed volume 
in::reases. Data shalld reflect ether traffic gam.atars in the ama 
that are under cx:aistru:::tic er anticipated far near-future 
CXl1Structiai. 



, 
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... . . .. -. . .. . . 

.. ,·. 

July 9, 1990 

V. Sketdles llllSt be drawn to a starmm ~ scale (1 • - 40 •) , . 
in:ln:Je a n:nth point, and J1Yit join exist.mJ rcadways and strlpinJ. 

_ . . .. _.:· : ~--- -~--. _.;.. .~ ,~ .;:~~ ..... ·.· .. .' . {-;, :. . 
VI. S11bnittals not c:mply.bq with the abcMI raquiranent:s sbca,Jd be -

returned to tbe private en;ineer' far c;x:aua-+:ias. -

HV':ib 
MPSS/002 

cc: A. D. Rifkin 
J. Fisher 
J. Sbe1uen 



I CITY OF LOS ANGELES. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - September 9. 1992 

Comment No. 31: Total Development 

SCRTD notes the comment. SCRTD, however, takes exception to the commenter's position on this 
issue. 

The Project under review within this EIR is a 600,000 square foot SCRTD Administrative 
Headquarters building. The commenter's statement of study incompleteness notwithstanding, the 
traffic and transportation analysis correctly studied the Administrative Headquarters building for Its 
impacts and has suggested mitigation measures where necessary. 

With regard to the issue of the iun proposed development,• SCRTD has made a clarification on the 
issues of Project definition, proposed development and the intent of this EIR document with respect 
to Phase II. 

The EIR discusses the implementation of a tract map. The purpose of the tract map is to make 
separate and distinct the parcels to be utilized for public transit improvements from the parcels to 
be utilized for the Headquarters structure and possibly a future Phase II tower. The EIR document 
correctly states that the tract map will ultimately lead to an intensification of land use, particularly 
as it relates to the development of Phase II. This occurrence, however, Is mitigated by the condition 
of additional CECA analysis for Phase II as noted In the DEIR - Section II, Part F., page 2-12, and 
the series of discretionary actions for Phase II implementation identified In the DEIR - Section 111.A.2, 
Part j.1-7, page 3A-10. 

The remnant lots associated with the tract map will be subject to CECA analysis as part of the future 
Alameda District Plan, which is not a part of this Project. As such, these lots and the traffic Impacts 
that could be possibly be associated with them and the future development thereof, are not a part 
of this Project and its EIR, nor are they contemplated to be included In any subsequent documents 
that support Phase II. 

Phase II was discussed to the level of specificity which could reasonably be assumed or which was 
actually known at the time the DEIR was prepared. LAOOT Is also referred to the clarification 
statement inserted In Section I, Summary, Part A.2 for additional information on this Issue (refer to 
Technical Appendix C of this EIR). 

The Traffic and Transportation Analysis performed for the Project has taken full advantage of the 
Project location at the Union Station Multi-Modal Transportation Hub. The incorporation of 
locational access, design features and the mitigation measures proposed are more than adequate 
for ameliorating the impacts identified for Phase I. Mitigation for potential projects associated with 
future development under the Alameda District Plan are to be explored during the required traffic 
and transportation analysis performed for the Alameda District Plan project EIR. 

Comment No. 32: References to Project 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 33: Intersection Mitigations 

LAOOT guidelines were used in the determination of significant Impacts in the preparation of the 
report. (A transportation Impact is considered to be significant if the project-related traffic increases 
the V /C ratio by 0.02 or greater for intersections with a V /C of 0.90 or greater.) Under this criteria, 
no intersections were Impacted In the morning peak hour, and only 2 intersections were Impacted 
in the evening peak hour. 



During the course of the study, LADOT embarked on a process of updating and modifying the 
guidelines. Although the revised criteria were not officially adopted at the time of completing the 
DEIR, the traffic study also Included an analysis of potential Impacts under the revised guidelines 
under consideration. It was the latter analysis that concluded that four Intersections In the AM peak 
and seven Intersections In the PM peak could potentially be Impacted If the revised guidelines were 
adopted. 

A full discussion of realistic mitigation measures Is Included In both the DEIR (pages 3G-38 to 3G-
49), and the traffic study In Technical Appendix C of the DEIR. The focus of the mitigation measures 
relates to Increased transit use and Transportation Demand Management measures. Additional 
right-of-way and roadway wldenlngs to accommodate automobUes Is considered by SCRTD to be 
outside of Its domain of control and also Inconsistent with the dedication of transit agency dollars 
to the provision of mass transit service. 

Comment No. 34: Mitigation Measures 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 35: Pedestrian Circulation 

The two Project phases would be of equal size. In addition, as stated on DEIR pages 2-19 and 3H-
3, the Phase II design characteristics will be similar to those for Phase I. It was on these bases that 
the conclusion for Phase II Impacts was assessed to be equivalent to that anticipated for Phase I. 

Comment No. 36: Existing Streets and Highways 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 37: Level of Service (LOS) Definition 

Comment noted. The definitions do not affect the results of the analyses. A revised LOS definition 
table Is Included on the following page. 

Comment No. 38: Significant Impact 

The then-current LADOT guidelines were determined by the SCRTD as Lead Agency and used at 
the commencement of the traffic study. Refer to Response to Comment No. 33 for a definition of 
the applicable traffic Impact significance criteria. LADOT is In the process of updating its significant 
traffic Impact criteria, though these criteria were not officially adopted at the time of completion of 
the DEIR. The revised significant impact criteria were also addressed In the traffic study (Technical 
Appendix C) and the analysis presented on pages 3G-44 to 3G-49 In the DEIR. As the traffic study 
already contains this analysis, It does not need to be revised. 

I 



A 0.00 - 0.60 

B 0.61 - 0.70 

C 0.71 - 0.80 

D 0.81 - 0.90 

E 0.91 - 1.00 

F N/A 

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE DEFINITIONS 

Insignificant Delays: No approach phase Is fully utilized and no vehicle 
waits longer than one red Indication. 

Minimal Delays: An occasional approach phase Is fully utilized. Drivers 
begin to feel restricted. 

Acceptable Delays: Major approach phase may become fully utilized. 
Most drivers feel somewhat restricted. 

Tolerable Delays: Drivers may wait through more than one red 
indication. Queues may develop but dissipate rapidly, without excessive 
delays. 

Significant Delays: Volumes approaching capacity. Vehicles may wait 
through several signal cycles and long queues of vehicles form upstream. 

Excessive Delays: Represents conditions at capacity, with extremely long 
delays. Queues may block upstream Intersections, and there may be 
formation of queues that do not dissipate. 

Sources: Interim Materials on Highway Capacity, Transportation Research Board Circular 212, 
Washington, D.C., 1980; Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board 
Special Report No. 209, Washington, D.C., 1985; Korve Engineering, Inc. 

Comment 39: Completion Year 

Comment noted. 

Comment 40: Related Projects 

The related projects listing was accurate and confirmed with City of Los Angeles Departments of 
Planning and Transportation at the time of the technical analysis. The recent changes In status of 
a small number of projects on the list Is noted. As these changes relate to either project 
cancellations or completions, the use of the project list in the DEIR provides a conservative, worst­
case estimate of future cumulative conditions. 

Comment 41: Trip Generation 

The trip generation rate for the existing SCRTD facility was applied _on!y to the SCRTD employee 
component of the new Headquarters building. Trip generation for non-SCRTD office space was 
derived from ITE Trip Generation, 5th Edition, modified for 20% transit usage. This transit rate Is 
much lower than the SCRTD employee rate, Is equivalent to the current transit use percentage for 
downtown Los Angeles in general, and Is considered appropriate for the Union Station area due to 
the high levels of transit planned and beginning operation in 1992/93. The retail and child care 
facilities are for the use of on-site tenants and transient commuters only, and are not expected to 
generate external trips from off-site users. Trip generation from employees of these support facilities 
assumes the lower 20% transit share as identified above and .!lQ1 the higher existing SCRTD trip rate. 



Comment No. 42: Peripheral Parking 

Comment noted. SCRTD and the CAA have agreed to discuss the use of this site and alternate 
sites for use as peripheral parking. There have been other sites Identified as possibly being more 
appropriate for this type of parking. 

Comment No. 43: Additional Information 

This Information will be supplied directly to LADOT under separate cover. 

Comment No. 44: Pedestrian Circulation 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 45: Traffic Control Plans 

Comment noted. 

Comment No. 46: Striping 

Comment noted. The driveway on the south side of Macy Street west of Vignes Street will be a 
right-turn-In/out-only operation. 

Comment No. 47: ATSAC 

Comment noted. SCRTD will construct the building to accommodate the Installation of LADOT 
ATSAC equipment, to Include conduit and a power source. SCRTD will permit LADOT to furnish 
and Install cameras on the roof of the building. 

SCRTD would like to point out that ATSAC at the Macy jVlgnes Intersection, along with other 
proposed roadway measures at that intersection, were either proposed or required for an adjacent 
project currently under construction. SCRTD will coordinate the Implementation of mitigation 
measures for other projects with what has been proposed either as project design or mitigation for 

• 

Its own Project. 1 I 

Comment No. 48: Access and Circulation 

There are four access points to the Metro Rail parking garage: a right In/out driveway on the south 
side of Macy Street, a right in/out driveway on the east side of Vignes Street, a right In/out driveway 
on the west side of Vignes Street, and the driveway on Vignes Street opposite Ramirez Street. The 
garage will have a total of 6 lanes In, and 5 lanes out. 

A site plan showing the garage access is included in Figure 18 of the traffic study in Technical 
Appendix C of the DEIR. Internal circulation within the garage Is currently under design, with the 
Intent that all four access points will serve the Metro Rail parking garage and the SCRTD parking 
garage. The operation of the Vignes/Ramirez Intersection was also analyzed in the DEIR, and was 
shown to operate at LOS A in both the morning and evening peak hours. 
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September 10, 1992 

Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) 
Department of Planning 
42S S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

ATTN: 

RE: 

Mr. Dana Woodbury 
Director 

Draft Environmental Impact Report 
SCRTD Union Station Headquarters 
Joint Development Project 
SCAG #: LA-S5932-EDR 

Dear Mr. Woodbury: 

Den• A: WoO<lburj 
Director of Planning 

SEP 1 4 1992 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Review (DEIR) . for the SCRTD Union Station 
Headquarters, Joint Development Project. As Areawide Clearinghouse for 
regionally significant projects, SCAG ~ists cities, counties, and other 
agencies to review projects and plans for consistency with the following 
Regional Plans: the Regional Mobility Plan (RMP), the Growth Management 
Plan (GMP), and the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), all of which 
are included in the State Implementation Plan (SIP). 

SCAG recognizes the value and importance or this project to the community 
and the region. The ability to provide quality transit services are essential to 
the mobility of the greater Los Angeles community. Concurrently, along 
with the benefits of such projects are substantial concerns that SCRTD needs 
to address regarding the project's impacts on the surrounding community. 
Among these issues are increased vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled. 

lmpcnal County o Sam Sharp, Su~nuor • Los Angeles County o Ed Edelman, SMp~rvisor and Kennd.b HalUI., S~rvisor • Orange County o Gllddl Vaquez, Su~rvisor , River­
"de County o Melba Dunlap, Su~msor • San Bernardino County o Larry Wallr.er, Sup~rvisor • Ve.ntur2 County o Vicky Howard, Su~rvisor • Cities of Imperial County o Victor 
Sanc:bn, Jr •• Mavor Pro T~m. Westmorland • Cities of Los Angeles County o Abbe Land, CouncilmemMr. West Hollywood • Cities of Orange County o Rulbelyn Plummer, Council­
memMr. :-;ewpon Beach • Cities of Riverside County o c\'acanO • Cities of San Bernardino County o Elmer 1>1,-,.Mayor Pro T~m. Loma Linda • Cities of Ventura County o Judy 
\fikels. Counci/memher, Simi Valley • City of Los Angeles o Richard Alatorn, Counci/m~mbrr o Rita Walters. CounciimemMr o Michael Woo, Council=mMr , Long Beach 2nd po­
S1!1on o Dou11las Drummond. Councilm,mber • Al Large o George Nakano. Councilm~mber, Torrance o Candace Hag1ard, Councilm,mber, San Clemente o Judy Wright, 
Cuunc,lmrmber. Claremont • Ex-Officio o Judith Johnston-Weston, Los Aneeles; Chair, Regional Ad,·1son· Council 
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It is SCAG's hope that SCRTD is cognizant of its responsibility for the 
mitigation of potential negative impacts the project may generate. 

If the Draft EIR of the SCRTD Union Station Headquarters Joint 
Development Project is approved, it is requested that SCAG be notified of the 
SCRTD Board of Directors' action. In the meantime, if we can be of any 
further assistance, please contact Charles Keynejad at (213) 236-1915. 

Sincerely, 

Arnold I. Sherwood, Ph.D. 
Director 
Forecasting, Analysis and Monitoring 

818 W. Seventh Street .12th Floor • Los Angeles. CA 90017-3435 - : ::· 1 1 ~ ~6-1800 • FAX f213) 236-1825 



Description 

SCAG Comments on the of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
for the SCRTD Union Station Headquarters 

Joint Development Project 

The proposed project will relocate the SCRTD headquarters to integrate its administrative, 
maintenance and operations facilities. The SCRTD has analyzed four sites/scenarios: No­
Project, Site No. 1 - Sunset/Beaudry, Site No. 2 -Grand/Eighth, and the Project Site. The 
proposed project site is identified as the most feasible one. 

The proposed project will be developed on a 4.8-acre of land within the Gateway Center 
at Union Station. This project consists of two distinct components, Phase I - SCRTD 
Headquarters Building (600,000 square feet; 26 stories; 800 parking spaces) and Phase II -
office tower (600,000 square feet; 31 stories; 800 parking spaces). 

GROWm MANAGEMENT PLAN <GMP} 

According to SCA G's designation of subregions, the SCRTD Union Station Headquarters, 
the Joint Development Project is located in the Central Los Angeles Subregion. The 2010 
housing forecast for this subregion is 898,100 units, which is an addition of 121,000 over 
the 1984 level. The employment forecast of 1,634,500 represents 199,200 added jobs 
between 1984 and 2010. The Jobs/housing balance ratio of 1.8S in 1984 decreases to 1.82 
in the year 2010. The jobs/housing balance performance ratio computed by dividing added 
jobs by added dwelling units from 1984 to 2010 is 1.65. 

This project at the final stage of development will add 2,250 new jobs. This project is in 
a job rich subregion. Under the jobs/housing balance performance ratio, the number of 
housing units that should be ~ociated with the project to be consistent with GMP policies 
is 422 units. (see the attached 18 step jobs/housing balance calculation sheet). 

Under the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) method, the number of VMT which should be 
reduced by the project, in order to be consistent with Gl\1P policies, is 30,667 miles, 
[2,250(new jobs) * 13.63(VMT reduction per job) = 30,667]. 

From a regional perspective, the project will provide needed jobs. GMP policies call for the 
achievement, to the degree possible, of a balance at the subregional level of the type of jobs 
with the price of housing, The affordability of the housing to be provided by the project 
to the employees who would work in the project site needs further analysis and possible 
mitigation. 

As is mentioned in pages 3E-14 and 3E-15 of the EIR, the average vehicle ridership (A VR) 
rate of 2.3 is currently implemented by SCRTD for compliance with Regulation XV. This 
figure is higher than the required A VR of 1. 75 by the South Coast Air Quality 

818 W. Seventh Str"et.12th Floor • Los Angeles. CA 90017-3435 o (2131236-1800 • FAX 1213) 236-1825 
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Page 4 

Management District (SCAQMD}, and provides additional vehicle trip reduction of SOS 
miles, in Phase I of this project. 

However, the Fmal EIR should address how the first and second phases can reduce VMT 4 9 
as required for the Central Los Angeles Subregion. The Fmal EIR should ad~ the 
feasibility of a project that includes a greater emphasis on mixed-use development, or how 
the need for 422 housing units will be mitigated. In addition, the Final EIR should ad~ 
consistency of this project as a part of the Central Los Angeles Subregion with the GMP. 
Subjects which require amplification include: 

1. Where the future work force would live. 
2. The availability of affordable housing units for workers in the Central Los Angeles 

Subregion. 

TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT {TOM} 50 
The Final EIR should include policies and programs related to TOM including compliance 
with the following elements: 

1. A detailed description of individual IDM measures. 
2. Funding sources for each program component. 
3. Identification of agencies or persons responsible for monitoring and administering 

the TOM program. 
4. An implementation schedule for each TDM program component. 

AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN {AOMP} AND CONFORMITY 

The impacts of the mobile and stationary sources have been analyzed and addressed in 
section m -E of the DEIR. The development of this project will not have any significant 
adverse impact on the air quality. 

All mitigation measures associated with the project should be monitored in accordance with 5 1 
AB 3180 requirements. 

a18 W. Seventh Street .12th Floor • Los Anoeles . CA 90017-3-l35 :: 2131236-1800 • FAX ::: 1 3) 236-1825 



southern California Association of Government (SCAG) 

Central Los Angeles Subregion 
A Job-Rich Subregion Impacted by a project 

Date: 
Project Ref.#: 
Project Name: 

Project Data 
New Housing Units 
New Jobs 

Steps 
01) Jobs/ Base Yr. (1984) 
02) Housing Base Yr (1984) 
03) jobs/ 2010 Trend 
04) Housing 2010 Trend 
05) jobs/ 2010 Policy 
06) Housing 2010 Policy 
07) Jobs/ Increase to 2010 per trend 
08) Housing/ Increase to 2010 per Trend 
09) Jobs/ Increase to 2010 per Policy 
10) Housing/ Increase to 2010 per Policy 
11) J/H Ratio 2010 per Trend 
12) J/H Ratio 2010 per Policy 
13) Net Change in Jobs by (Project) 
14) Net Change in Housing by Policy 
15) Net Change in Housing by Trend 
16) The Difference between steps (14 & 15) 
17) Net Change in housing by (Project) 
18) The Difference between Steps (16 & 17) 

September 10, 1992 
LA-55932-EDR 
SCRTD Union Station 

Amount 

2250 

1435300 
777100 

1677200 
878300 

1634500 
898100 
241900 
101200 
199200 
121000 

2.39 
1.65 

2250 
1363.64 

941.42 
422.21 

422.21 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT) CALCULATIONS 

19) The unmitigated jobs(stpl8/stpl6)*new jobs 
20) VMT reduction per job 
21) The required VMT reduction for project 

C.K. 5/1992 

2250 
13.63 

30667.5 

I 

! ' 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS - September 10, 1992 

Comment No. 49: VMT Reduction/Jobs-Housing Balance 

Through the adoption of Resolution #91-302-3 by SCAG, the ·Conformity Review Procedures 
Related to Growth Management" provide for the selection by the project sponsor of one of two 
methods for •addressing the first conformity review requirement for general development projects· 
of regional significance. The SCRTD has selected Option 1 for Criterion 1 as discussed within the 
SCAG Resolution, which calls for meeting a sub-regional VMT reduction target of 13.63 VMT 
reduction per job growth. As discussed on DEIR pages 3E-14 and 3E-15, new job growth as a 
consequence of Project Phase I implementation would be 400 jobs, requiring a VMT reduction of 
5,452. Phase I of the Project exceeds this criterion by achieving a reduction of 6,060 VMT. 
Criterion 2 and Criterion 3 are met by the Project Phase I as well (refer also to DEIR pages 3E-14 
and 3E-15), thereby ·demonstrating conformance· as required by the SCAG Resolution. 

Phase II is conceptual at this time. Neither the type of tenancy nor the number of occupants is 
known at this time. For the purposes of this EIR, assumptions were made as to tenancy and It is 
expected that Phase II will meet the requirements of Criterion 1 in a manner similar to Phase I. 

Comment No. 50: Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

This information is incorporated in the DEIR by reference as the approved SCRTD Regulation 'XV 
plan. Refer also to Response to Comment No. 21. 

Comment No. 51: AOMP, Conformity, and Mitigation Monitoring 

Comments noted. Refer to Response to Comment No. 24. 
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Los Angeles Unified School District" 
Facilities Planning .& Real Estate Branch 

Office Address: 
1425 South San Pedro Street Room 101 
Los Angeles, California 90015 

Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box 2298, Room 101 

Los Angeles, California 90051 

Telephone: (213) 7 42-7511 
Fax: (21 3) 7 47-5443 

FAX TRANSMITTAL FORM 

TO: -~S¼)C.., b. D,:;~lht,<,ry 
ADDRESSEE'S FAX NUMBER: 9 J 2 - Y 1 7 3 . -

' tr, \ \ 
FROM: ~\-\t:ti, <'9 , :Tha-:, ?'.l ,C, 

Number of pages sent (kalding this form): 

Comments:---------------

.. 

(l) PLEME ADVISE IMMEDIATELY IF YOU 00 NOT RECEIVE ALL PAGES 

. I 
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Los Angeles Unified School District 
WILLIAMLANTON 
..,, 1 ., ..... 

IIOIDl'IOOUI 
Qlit ...... ,....,..., 

Environmental Review File 
Union Station (SCRTD) 

September 11, 1992 

Dana A. wood.bury 
Director of Planning, Environmental coordinating 
southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 s. Main street 
LOS Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Mr. Woodbury: 

DAYIDW. JtOCR ......... , ........ ,.,,... 
0.-111 __ ....,,.,,.. 

.. ~~-· 

Officer 

Re: SCRTD union stat:!.cn H8adquarters 

Thank you for the 
environmental impact 
project. 

opportunity to comm~nt 
report (DEIRJ for the 

01~ the draft 
above-referenced 

The District had asked in the response to the Not~c: . of 52 
Preparation that the haul rou~es for the proJect be 1dent1_1ed. 
can you please provide information on this. Which haul routes, 
and how many trucks per day, if any, might pass adjacent to 
schools in the area? 

The Notice of Pre~aration e~plained ~hat ?hase II of the project53 
would be required to prepare supplemental CEQA documentation. 
Since the substantia.-cion ir. the rni ~ial Study of the "no j_mpact" 
determination di~ not consider the in-migration of employe@s, the 
secondary impacts generation of ~ew h~~sing, and, therefore, of 
additional students, we ask that the issue of ~tudent generation 
be considered in the environmental review of Phase II. 

Thank yon for your co,1sideraticn of our concerns. 

very truly yours, 

D~47~~ ~ . ~I(~ 

ElizaAeth J. ~rr:s 
California Environmental Quality Act Gfficer 
for the Los Angeles TJ1u.fied School District 

c: Ms. Korenstein 
Mr. Slavkin 
Dr. Anton 
o,-- . Bocker 
Mr. Wohlers 
Mr. Koch 
Mi-. Prescott 
Mr. Brown 
Mr. Niccum 



LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT- September 11, 1992 

Comment No. 52: Haul Routes 

Haul routes for exported dirt and construction debris would be as follows: 

1. 

2. 

Comment No. 53: 

South on Vlgnes and Ramirez to Commercial Street, entering the U.S. 101 Freeway 
for destinations east, Including the Rose HUis Landfill. 

East on Macy Street to Mission Road, northwest to Daly Street and north on Daly 
to the north Broadway access to the northbound Interstate 5 Freeway for 
destinations northwest, Including the Bradley Landfill. 

Student Generation 

Of the total of 1,850 occupants forecasted for the Phase I portion of the Project, 1,450 are already 
employed within the Downtown Los Angeles core area and would be relocated to the Project upon 
completion. Because of the location of the Project adjacent to the major transportation hub for the 
Downtown area, It Is anticipated that the balance of 400 persons occupying the Phase I building will 
be residents of the outlying regions of the Los Angeles metropolitan area and will not relocate their 
place of residence in proximity to their place of employment. No student generation Is expected, 
therefore, as a result of Phase I. 

Because of the of the speculative nature of the Phase II portion of the Project, It is undetermined 
as to when or under what conditions the building would be constructed, who the tenant 
organizations would be, or what commuting patterns or means those tenants would utilize. Such 
conditions would be evaluated at the time of Phase II Implementation. For the purposes of the 
analysis in the DEIR, however, Phase II occupancy is expected to be similar to that predicted for 
Phase I, I.e., approximately 1,850 persons commuting to their place of employment from areas 
outside of the Downtown core, again due to the close proximity of the Phase II building to the 
transportation hub. Again, no immigration is anticipated and, thus, no secondary demands for 
housing in the Project vicinity would occur. 

' I 

, I 
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CITY PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

WILLIAM G. LUDDY 
PRE.i.lOCNT 

THEODORE STEIN, JR. 
VICE·f'RE&IDENT 

LYDIA H. KENNARD 

SUZETTE NEIMAN 

FtRNANDO TORRES-OIL 

RAMONA HARO 
SECRETARY 

(.2 131 4S5•507 I 

Dana A. Woodbury 

C1Tv OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

TOM BRADLEY 
MAYOR 

September 21, 1992 

District Environmental Coordinating Officer 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
425 South Main Street 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

· ·:'ISP 

DEPARTMENT OF' 

CITY PLANNING 
IIC.X,M ~-I, CITY HA~I, 

200 N. S""ING ST, 
L05 ANGELES, CA 9001a ... ao, 

CON HOW£ 
01JCl!'.CTO" 

FRANKLIN P. EBERHARD 
DEPUTY OIRE(;TOII 

(21 3) 237-1988 

Mf;LAl•IIE 8. FALLON 
Dl!l>UTY Dl"ECTOII 

lltOBERT H. BUTTON 
DEPUTY OIIIIEe'l'OII 

(213) 237-1818 
FAX (213) 237-05!52 

·.·· · 

. . -~ ~· '' 

, 1 Dear Ms. Woodbury 

. , 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT(DEIR)-SCRTD UNION STAUON 
HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVEWPMENT PROJECT 

The Citywide Division Transportation Planning Unit has reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the above project and offer the following comments and concerns. 

REGIONAL TRIPS AND CMP IMPACT 54 
The project upon completion will total 1.2 million square feet; and while the analysis of local 
traffic impacts based .on l.Ds Angeles City Department of Transportation's recommended local­
streets and intersections are included in the DEIR, there was no significant analyses of the 
project's impact on the regional system. 

With the imminent adoption of the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) and given the 
significant si:r.e of the project, the DEIR needs to include an extensive discussion of the project's 
impact on the regional system, especially on the identified CMP network. Regional trips should 
be evaluated based on the more stringent CMP rules and standards of significance. All regional 
trips generated by the project need to be accounted and mitigated to CMP standards. Since 
LACTC and RTD merged to become MTA. the designated CMA for implementation and 
administration of the CMP, the City should not be held responsible for regional trips generated 
by this project. 

,,..,. t:l"IIAI 

CITYWIDE PLANNING DIVISION 
221 S. FIGUf:ROA ST., 4TH f'LOOR, I.OS ANGEi f'~. CA 9001 ~ 
(213) 237-01~7 (213) 017-8178 FAX (2131 237-014'1 

l"IUIPLOVMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFPIRM ... TIVE ACTION EMPLOYBR ,__.,.,.. ... ...,...- , · 
. ·. : ,;;, . ..:..: .. ,.,A;!lf,;..c,'_, •. • .' .' .•.• 



USG/ PLANNING TEL: 213-9 72-4 77 ~ Uct U ( -:;..:: ~ ; ::> ( l"I CJ • V U -. r . V '-+ ..... 
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Dana Woodburn 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
September 21, 1992 
Page 2 

PARKING 

55 
The project will add an additional 1,600 parking spaces above the already planned parking 
facility for 2,500 spaces, for a total of 4,100 new spaces in the study area. It is not clear 

· .... , 

whether the total estimated employees at the project site of 1,350 is tbe total em.P.lo.Y.JDMlf.or _____ . _ _ 
both PHASE I and II of the project. There was no mention of total employees in PHASB n, · ~ 
only estimates of trip generation. Jf this is the total employment in the project site, assuming 
that SCRTD gives each employee a free parking space, there will still be an excess of 250 
parking spaces generated in the project alone. The total employment created by the project needs 
to be clarified in the DEIR. 

Given the role of SCRTD as transit provider and the project site as a transit center, the DEIR 
should include discussion of SCRTD's parking policy or parking management program. The 
parking issue should also include a discussion regarding the City's ability to comply to 
SCAQMD Transportation Control Measures related to parking. 

TRANSPORTATION MITIGATION PLAN 

SCRTD implies that almost 50% of its employees arrive to work by transit. Given thc5 6 
significant share of transit trips taken by SCRTD employees, the transportation mitigation pl111 
and programs of the project that induces significant employee transit participation need to be 
presented in the DEIR. 

While there are significant discussions on SCRTD·s employee particlpatian 11'1 altofflitive5 7 · 
commute programs, there is no mention of a mitigation plan to encourage non-SCRTD I 
employees to participate in alternative commute modes. The project can potentially add 1,300 
daily employee trips which would significantly impact the regional system. SCRTD needs to 
prepare a transportation mitigation plan that accounts for the non-SCRTD employment. The 
plan should be discussed thoroughly in the DEIR. 



Dana Woodbury 
Southern California Rapid Transit District 
September 21, 1992 
Page 3 

If you have any questions regarding . these comments, please contact Sarah Rodgers or Robert 
Yabes at (213)237-0133, 

The Los Angeles City Planning Department appreciates the opportunity to review and offer 
comments on the DEIR for this and other major projects that impact our City. 

R.A 
Principle City Planner 
Citywide Planning Division 

I . .. . - . . 



CITY OF LOS ANGELES. DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING-September 21. 1992 

Comment No. 54: Regional Trips and CMP Impact 

The Project, as defined for the purposes of this EIR, Is a 600,000 square foot Administrative 
Headquarters building, vesting tract map and the possibility of a future Phase II. 

At this time, there are no definitive plans to design and Implement the Phase II portion of the 
Project. This Is also Identified In DEIR Section II, page 2-20. The discussion of the tract map In 
DEIR Section 3A, beginning on page 3A-9, describes the approval process and several discretionary 
actions which ultimately will be required for Phase II to proceed as described In the DEIR. 

It Is understood that CEQA requirements cannot be avoided by dividing a proposed Project Into 
pieces to render Its Impacts insignificant. Accordingly, for the purposes of Impact assessment, 
SCRTD, as Lead Agency, Is attempting to define the Project broadly enough to analyze Impacts 
which may result from possible future expansion (I.e., the Phase II portion of the Project). 
Assumptions as to what level of Phase II development may occur were made where feasible In order 
to perform an analysis of possible impacts. 

However, CEQA also states that the EIR need not engage In a speculative analysis of environmental 
consequences for future unspecified development. Therefore, SCRTD has made an effort to define 
the Phase II portion of the project to a level of specificity that could reasonably be assumed, but 
with the understanding that assumptions as to economic feasibility, size and tenancy of Phase II are ,-
speculative at this time. Should a decision to move forward with the Implementation of Phase II be 
made, additional and appropriate CEQA analysis will be performed for the Phase II portion of the 
Project. 

The commenter Is referred to the Transportation Analysis for SCRTD Union Station Headquarters 
and Joint Development Project (Technical Appendix C to the DEIR), Section 4.5, for discussion of 
Regional Impacts. 

Comment No. 55: Parking 

Refer to DEIR Section 11, Project Description, Part F.1, page 2-18, In which the assumption of 800 
parking spaces for Phase I Is Identified. This section further states that of the 800 spaces planned, 
220 wUI be utilized for SCRTD fleet purposes. As stated In DEIR Section 11, Land Use, page 3A-1, 
the current zone designation Is M3-1 with a ·a· condition over1ay. M3-1 requires 1 parking space 
per 500 square feet of floor area. When the fleet parking Is factored In, It Is clear that there Is not 
an overage of parking for the Phase I building. 

Again, referring to the clarification statement In Response to Comment No. 54 regarding the Phase 
II portion of the Project, given the speculative nature of Phase II, assumptions were made where 
necessary. An assumption of 800 parking spaces was made for Phase II. 

The planned Metro Rail 2500 car parking facility Is not part of this Project. 

The commenter Is referred to DEIR Section II, Project Description, page 2-21, In which the 
occupancy of both the Phase I and II portions of the Project Is discussed. 

Comment No. 56: Transportation Mitigatlon-SCRTD Employees 

Refer to DEIR Section VII, References, Part G, in which the SCRTD Regulation X.V Trip Reduction 
Plan Is Incorporated Into the EIR document. The plan documents the SCRTD's efforts and success 
In this area. This information is reflected in the Transportation Analysis (Technical Appendix C) 
performed for the proposed Project. 



Comment No. 57: Transportation Mltlgatlon-Non-SCRTD Employees 

The commentor Is referred to DEIR Section Ill, Air Resources, page 3E-21; and Section Ill, 
Transportation Analysis, beginning on page 3G-28 for discussion non-SCRTD employee trip 
generation, TOM and mitigation. 
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91-41-382-01 

APPENDIX A 

DRAFT EIR NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

AND 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 



r..UIFORNIA ENYIROIIIENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

TO: FRON: southern California Rapid Transit District 
Responsible or Trustee Agency 

425 s, Main street 
Address Address 

Los Angeles. CA 90013 
City,State,Zip City,State,Zip 

SUBJECT:Nottce of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Union station Headquarters Project 
Project Title 

NIA 
Project Applicant, If Any 

NIA 
Case No. 

The Southern California Rapid Transit District will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an 
environmental impact report for the project identified above. We need to know the views of 
your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information which is germane to 
your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. 

The project description, location and the probable environmental effects are contained in the 
attached materials. · 

_....,X_ A copy of the Initial Study is attached. 
___ A copy of the Initial Study is not attached. 

Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the earliest 
possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. 

Pl ease send your response to Dana A, Woodbury, Director of PJ anninq. Environmental 
Coordinating Officer at the address of the lead City Agency as shown above. We will need the 
name of a contact person in your agency. 

Note: If the Responsible or trustee agency is a state agency, a copy of this form must be 
sent to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research, 1400 Tenth 
Street, Sacramento, California 95814. A state identification numbers will be issued 
by the Clearinghouse and should be thereafter referenced on all correspondence 
regarding the project, specifically on the title page of the draft and final EIR and 
n the Notice f Determination. 

District secretarY 
Title 

(213) 972-4600 February 21, 1992 
Telephone Number Date 

I , I 



Notice of Completion 
Na·- l to: State Cleering nouae, 1400 Tentll Street, Sac:raento, CA 95814 916/445·0613 

Project Title: SCITD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMfllT PIIOJECT 

SN IIOTf below 
SCH t 92031008 

Cantact Person: DANA A1 \QJ)UT. 
DIRECTOR OF PWIIING 

Pllone: 213•9n•4841 

Lead Agency: s01 CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

Street Address: 425 SMH NAIii STREET. DEPT. 4200 

City: LOS ANGELES Zip: 90013 Cau1ty: LOS ANGELES 

Project Lacatian 

County: ..... L..,O"'S_l_ll_G..,E.,.L.ES _________ Ci ty/llHrest C01111uu ty: ..... L..,O"'S_l_ll.,;;GEr,aaL.Es _______________ _ 

Cross StrNtS: NlCT ST & VICNES Zip Cede: 90012 Total Acres: _,_ ... a _______ _ 

ls11naor•s Parcel 110. _11_,1_1 _______ Sect1cn: _11_.1_1 __ _ Two: _11.,.1..,1 __ Range: _N_.(..,A ____ Bne: _N..,/_1 _____ _ 

within 2 Niles: State """ • ..... 10_1 ___ Wltervns: LOS ANGELES RIVEi! 

liroorts: _ .. _,_1 ____ Rail..avs: UNION STATION T£1111HIIAl Scllools: _..111.,.1 _________ _ 

Don 11 Type 

CEQA: () NOP 
() Early Cans 
Cl II .. Oec 
I Dratt Ell 

Local Actian lype 

[] G_,,al Pl_, UDGate 
[] c;_,.al PlM AWi _,t 
Cl G..,.a l Pl., El eant 
[J Caaa.t1tY PlM 

Cl S'-CDllllllftt/SI.C&eauent 
[J EIR (Prior SCH No.) ___ _ 
[J Other ________ _ 

() Specific Plan 
Cl NHter Plan 
CJ Pt.,._ unn o..,.loaant 
CJ Site Plan 

CJ Residential: 
[l Off ice: 

units Acres 

I C~tal: 
i Cl ,,..._,r,al: 

SQ ft. Acres Ell'OlOYNS 
SQ ft.~ lAcres 2.8 Ell'OlOYNS 1800 
SQ ft._ Acres - EftlUOYNS -

I [J EducltlONl: :J Recre1t1one,: ______________ _ 

1- - - - - - - - -

I AHtftetlC/YISUll 
tl Agricultural Lara 
I Air Quality 
I Arcfteo&og1cal/Nistor1cal 

rJ i.:oaatal Zane 
I Drau,a .. /AOMrouon 
I Econo1111c/JODS 
:1 Fiscal 

I Flood Pta1n1Flcoa1ng 
Cl Forest LarG/f1re Natard 
I CieologlC/SetSIIIC 
I Minerals 

I NOIH 
I Pocul1t1cntNous1ng Balance 
I Pl.blic Serv1ce,F1c1l1t1es 
I llecreat1on1Pans 

NEPA: [J 1101 
[J EA 
[J Draft EIS 
[J FONSI -------

I IHar. 
[J Pre1ar. 
n use ,.,.n 

Otller: 

- - - - -

[J Joint Ooaaant 
Cl Final Oocuant 
Cl ou,er 

------ - - -- -

CJ ArlWUh on 
[JR...,.localffl 
[) CONtll ,.,_,, 

I Lana Division (SI.Cdivision, 
Parcel Nao, Tract Nao, etc> 

I Otller JOINT 
DMLCf!IIT 

Cl Water facilities: Type ______ NGD 
I Trwoorut1an: Type ADNIWISTHTIVE FACILITT 
:1 N1n1"9: Mineral 
'.l Powr: Type ______ waus_ 
:1 waste TrNtant: Type __________ _ 
(l NHaNIDla .... te Type __________ _ 
:l Otllff ________________ _ 

:: SCl'tool/Urnversuies 
:l seonc svs,_ 
1 s.-r caoecny 
I Soil Eroatonl 

:ca.ct, an/Grech ng 
., Sol Id Waste 

I T011c/NIHf'daua 
• Tr1ffic/Circul1t1on 
I Y~t1t1on 

I Watff GUil I ty 
• Watff ~ly/Grcuo.ter 
[] WeU..UIINr'IM 
• Wildlife 

• Growtn lnca.:1ng 
a L.,.... 
I Cua.&1t1w Effects 
[J Otllff 

1 P"-.nt Land u..1zanu11/Gawral ,,., u..: COl •-3 0ual If, e<i I roatr,ai al low1"9 gov.,.,.,..,,tal office ana tranaoortaucn 
' ·e• ateo uses. 

i P"•iect Descr1c,t1an: SCRTD 600,000 SQ. ft. Aa1nn1strat1ve Neaaauarters cu1oting ancs 600,000 sq. ft. Phase II office towel 
: l ee nteo at union Sutten Gatevav Center • 11Ultll!l00al transit r,uc. 

~o· e: Clear1"4J"01ae will assign 1dent1fie1t1cn P'Ulllers tor a11 """ 0ro1ects. If a SCH fU!Oer alreacw 111su tor a pro,ecti 
ce.g. rrcn a Notice ot Preoarat1on or crn10us aratt cocunentl Cltasa fill it in. I 

Qev1sed OCtoo.r 198911 
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APPENDIX B 

PUBLIC WORKSHOP INFORMATION 

91-41-382-01 
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RTD 

August 13, 1992 

** PUBLIC NOTICE ** 

The transit center of the 21st Century is taking shape at Union Station. With the advent 
of the Metrolink Commuter Rail System beginning October, 1992 and the opening of the Metro 
Red Line underground system, in 1993, the transportation technology of the future in Southern 
California is centered in Downtown Los Angeles. 

The cornerstone of this center, in addition to Union Station itself, will be the Union 
Station Headquarters Joint Development Project. The construction of this 595,000 square foot 
building marks the beginning of a rebirth for this area of eastern Los Angeles. This project will 
bring jobs, business opportunities and above all be a catalyst for the revitalization of this 
community. 

Preliminary planning has been completed and the time is now for interested parties in the 
community to learn the details and provide their input to the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
process. The public comment period on the Draft EIR (DEIR) runs through September 8 and a 
formal public hearing will be held for the final EIR. Copies of the DEIR are available through 
Dana Woodbury, Director of Planning, RTD, attention Robert Yates, (213) 972-4837. A Draft 
Environmental Impact Report Public Workshop has been scheduled for Wednesday, August 19, 
1992 at 6:30 p.m., at Union Station. See the attached information for further details of the 
meeting. 

Please respond to Marta Maestas at (213) 972-4694 if you can attend or if you would like 
to be kept on the list for notification of future meetings. 

Southern Callfomla Rapid Tl'analt District 425 South Main Street. Los Ange1es. California 90013 (213) 972-6000 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 
UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS 
JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Draft Environmental Impact Report 
Public Workshop 

Wednesday,August 19, 1992 
6:30 PM 

INTRODUCTION 

- Statement of purpose and scope of workshop 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

- Presentation by Ron Nestor, Director of Design for 
McLarand Vasquez and Partners 

PROJECT EIR 

- Introduction of Converse EIR team 
- Introduction to CEQA process and this project 

NOP / Checklist / Initial Study 
identification of issues requiring investigation 
distribution of NOP / Checklist / Initial Study 
public response to NOP / Checklist / Initial Study 
current status of DEIR, circulation and review 

OPEN FLOOR 

- Allow a preset time for questions and answers, and 
receive testimony by the public 

CLOSING REMARKS 

- Indicate approximate schedule of EIR actions 

Southern California Rapid Transit District 425 South Main Street, Los Angeles, California 90013 (213) 972-4300 

I I 



UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS 
JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

PROJECT ABSTRACT 

LOCATION: 
* East of Union Station passenger terminal 
* City Center North 
* Downtown Los Angeles, California 

BOUNDARIES: 
* North: Macy Street 

Hollywood Freeway 
Vignes Street 

* South: 
* East: 
* West: Union Station Terminal/Alameda Street 

SITE: 
* 6.5 acres, roughly rectangular, relatively level . 
* Metro Rail tunnel crossing southern portion 

TIMING : 
* Phase I start in 1993 upon CEQA approval - complete early 1995 
* Phase II start two or more years after, subject to market 
* Public Transit improvements start in 1992 - complete late 1994 

COST: 
* Total Project: Approximately $250,000,000 

Approximately $120,000,000 * Phase I Tower: 

PROJECT ELEMENTS: 
* PHASE I: RTD Administrative Headquarters 

* 

Tower - 545,00 Rentable Square Feet (RSF) 
595,000 Gross Square Feet (GSF) 
Possible Market Space - 50,000 RSF 

Retail Space - 15,000 RSF 
Parking - Public Transit related: 1,100 cars, tenant: 800 cars 

PHASE II: 
Tower - 600,00 RSF, 645,000 (GSF) 
Parking - Public Transit Related: 800 - 1400 cars, Tenant: 850 cars 
Public Transit Facilities: Regional Transportation Center integration 
Metro Rail Redline terminal entrance 
RTD Bus Terminal 
Public Parking (see Phasing above) 
Metro Plaza Interface between Metro Rail, Commuter Rail, Light Rail 

Bus Terminal, Parking and other Transit Systems 
El Monte Busway On-Ramp and Freeway On and Off Ramp improvements 
Connection to Union Station passenger terminal 
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EL MONTE BUSWAY 

-- :< :'t:::::u: ':::: :::::1:::::::::::;:1::::::::1::::~:J:::::::::1::!!i!il:!:::::~::'~::~ . 
U.S.101 FREEWAY ® • 

NOTTO SCALE 

FIGURE 11-2: SCRTD Union Station Headquarters Project Site Area. 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I AND 11) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

l:':::::;,,:::=:=:=::,~:::'~': :'!1~~~~ !~~;; .. ~::~~~~-:: ::: : :::,;:::;::::: ::::::: ~~~~Ot~~~=~::::::: 
· D. Noise 

Phase I: 
Potential noise Impacts from Project Phase I would 
be masked by ambient conditions In the Project 
area resulting largely from roadway, ran and 
helicopter traffic. 

Potential noise Impacts upon the Project 
occupants resulting from off-site ambient noise 
would be avoided through standard closed-window 
high-rise design practices, which would Insulate 
bulldlng occupants. 

•1~:1r,B1t11:,b.C9Rffl1AiMf• 
Phase 11: 
Prellmlnary analysis of traffic Information llmlted the 
noise analysis of phase II; however, given that 
Phase II would be of equal size to Phase I, of an 
equivalent design, and utlllze slmllar construction 
practices, no significant noise Impacts are 
anticipated. 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

e•-:r ,1h~lt:iffl 
Potentially No 

Significant Impact 

(1) Comply with City of Los Angeles noise 
ordinances relating to construction. 

None Necessary 

WiMMhra111~11111r~t\WffltM 
None Necessary 

Note: Shaded text indicates additions made to the table since the Preparation of the Draft EIR. 

91-41-382-01 

Ill¥111i lioijffiltil :: 
[\]JWJ!tj"'1ltlgatlptj ::1:::::: , 

No Significant Impact 

No Significant Impact 

Nf!-\\$.lrilfi'iM::tmP.ld 

Potentially No 
Significant Impact 
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TABLE 11-1 

SCRTD UNION STATION HEADQUARTERS JOINT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
(PHASES I AND II) 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

:;:;:;:;:;::::~!:;::;:;:;:;:::i::::!!::::i:~~~m~e;,,~1;!iiei;;::;;;;;;;;; :::: :::::::: ::: ;;;;;: ii~~~~~~:~~::::;:::: 
llWfiliW:RmaD1:Matiti 

R•maonklm 

Note: Shaded text indicates additions made to the table since the preparation of the Draft EIR. 

91-41-382-01 

••::111111119::::1 , 
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The 1990 aean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) have now established 2010 as an 

ultimate attainment goal for the attainment of all Federal clean air standards In the 

Los Angeles area, with an earlier deadline for those standards that do not exceed 

their attainment goal as badly as does ozone. A new Federal attainment plan will 

be prepared In 1993 - 1994, but the current AQMP, Including Its 1991 update, Is 

expected to substantially comply with the 1990 CAAA planning requirements. 

The current AQMP Is a three-tiered approach based on enhanced existing 

technology (Tier I), development of emerging technologies (Tier 11), and anticipation 

of new technologies still on the horizon (Tier Ill). The plan Incorporates additional 

strong controls on Industry, but also focuses more sharply on transportation, land 

use and lifestyle as major contributors to air quality problems that must be 

significantly reduced if attainment Is to occur. Some of the tactics In the new plan 

(which Individually must be enacted into law to be enforced) which may affect 

people of the region include banning gas-powered mowers, aerosol deodorants, 

new drive-through facilities, and/or bias-ply tires; and requiring afterburners on 

restaurant grills. Conversion of the travel fleet to methanol or other clean fuels 

(mainly for CO reduction), a major shift to mass transit, electrification of the railway 

system and the conversion of solvent-based paints, coatings and manufacturing 

processes to water-based systems will result In substantial emission reduction. 

The City of Los Angeles has established a - :§t[ff.ggfiffiiB.:i~}W:f.ffl 
itfilflQP.illlR.1!¥. The Mayor's Office has also developed a City AOMP 

outlining 63 measures where City department's operations or land use planning 

decisions can be used to optimize air quality improvement. At the state level, the 

1989 California aean Air Act (AB-2595), which mandates a 5% annual air quality 

improvement in all non-attainment areas, has been used as the enabling legislation 

to Implement additional air pollution control. 

Regionally, the 1989 AQMP was updated In July 1991 In response to AB-2595 with 

new emissions Inventories, plan monitoring requirements and market incentives to 

better report and control emission In the Basin. It Is obvious that the next decade 

wlll bring a variety of rules that will affect transportation, lifestyle, consumer 

products and Industry If the air quality progress of the 1980s Is to continue to the 

. end of this century and beyond. 

Draft EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
Converse Environmental West 3E -5 



Section IV. H), the LADWP has determined that the Project would not have a 

significant effect upon the City's overall water supply condition (LADWP, 1992a). 

Electricity. Electrical demand within the Phase I headquarters building is estimated 

at 15.1-million kilowatt hours per year, with a peak demand amounting to 5,000 

kVA. Usage within the Phase I building has been projected based upon the design 

and incorporation of state-of-the-art energy-efficient building systems, including 

compliance with Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations. A reduction in 

electrical consumption by the SCRTD is anticipated as a consequence of relocation 

from their currently-inefficient quarters. 

Electricity would be supplied from the LADWPs existing 34.5-kV distribution system 

with transformation to the Project's utilization voltage to take place on the Project 

site. Some modifications to the power system infrastructure in the site vicinity may 

be required as a result of the Project. No significant impacts to the system of the 

Los Angeles DWP or to its ability to meet the electrical demand of the Project are 

anticipated (LADWP, 1992b, Varner, 1992); however, the department recommends 

the consideration of Energy Conservation measures which would exceed the 

minimum efficiency standards of Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations. 

These measures would identified in consultation with the Los Angeles DWP during 

the Project design process. 

Natural Gas. Expected natural gas consumption for the Phase I headquarters 

building Is 60,300 therms per year. The SCGC reports that the demand Imposed 

by the proposed Project can be served from existing mains in the vicinity without 

significant Impact on overall system capacity, on service to existing customers, or 

on the environment In general (SCGC, 1992a and 1992b). 

Sanitary Sewer. Phase I of the proposed Project would be connected to the 

existing 24-inch main beneath Macy Street with a 12-inch lateral. The system of 

local and Interceptor sewer mains Is of sufficient hydraulic capacity to receive the 

flows of the 600,000 square foot Phase I headquarters QIQB, 1992b). No 

adverse impacts upon the sewer system are anticipated. 

Draft EIR: Union Station Headquarters Joint Development Project 
Converse Environmental West 31-3 



j. Aesthetic/View and Light/Glare 

The addition of high-rise structures would add to the cumulative Impact upon the 

vlewshecl In the Project neighborhood and upon light and glare. The level of 

Impact Is subjective In that It depends upon the Individual perception of high 

density urban development. Thus, the cumulative Impact Is considered neither 

adverse nor beneficial. 

llMlltJJ.1fi!]X9f3.!lfitflml!:9U1¥fflmU,m6UUiND1WflMOmtll.URn:l,1twtt.t¢.mm'IR!Plf 
~ :::m~~~:P.i:llffl'::•]1]11:1oa1111~ 
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APPENDIX D 

CORRESPONDENCE 

(City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works) 

91-41-382-01 
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1 MEMBERS 

\.JI I T Ur- L...V.;, r"-1...,.~ c.~c...:, 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 

PUaLIC WORK6 

DU"'l!:AU 0,. 
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-,;;· l'IELICIA MARCUS 
-,< PRE:Sl~NT 

ENGINl!:l!tRING 
ROBERT S . HOAII 

CITY 11:NQINSCR :'~ DENNIS N. NISHIKAWA 
VICE:•~RE:5101!:NT 

PERCY DURAN. Ill 

M. E. "RED" MARTINEZ 

JOHN MURRAY. JR. 

JAMES A. GIBSON 
SECRETARY 

Mr. Eugene Gagne 

TOM BRADLEY 
MAYOR 

Mollenhauer, Higashi and Moore, Inc. 
411 w. Fifth street 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Dear Mr. Gagne: 

ROOM 800, CITY HALI. 
I.OS ANGELl:S. CA 80012 

·Y,~~-~ ............ - __ 
SEWER AVAILABILIT"x': R·ro HEADQUARTERS - SOU'rilWES'r CORNER QP MACY 
STREET AND YIGNES STREET 

This office has reviewed your request of April 15, 1992 for sewer 
availability at the southwest corner of Macy Street and Vignes 
Street. 

Based on our analysis, it has been determined that there is 
capacity available at this time in the existing 24-inch sewer in 
Macy Street to handle the anticipated discharge from the proposed 
RTD headquarters building (Phase I) consisting of 600,000 square 
feet of office space and a 3,500 car parking structure. 

This determination is valid for 180 days only from the date of this 
letter and only for the proposed development referenced herein. 

Since your project is still in the design stage, the final 
determination for sewer availability will be made after you apply 
for a building permit and submit a complete itemization of, the 
types of uses in the project. 

The 180-day der1dl ine de.te ·is in no \.'ay r.elate1 to the re~P.rvation 
date payment deadline imposed by the sewer Limitation Ordinance. 
You must respond to your Treatment Plant Capacity Reservation 
Notice or else your project will be put back on the waiting list 
for a new reservation. 

While there is hydraulic capacity available in the local sewer 
system at this time, availability of sewer treatment capacity will 
be determined at sewer Counter K, Room 460, City Hall, upon 
presentation of this letter. A Sewer Connection Permit may also be 
obtained at the same counter provided treatment capacity is 
available at the time of application. 

ADDRU. ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO THE CITY INOINEI" 

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY -AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER ""':"-__, .. ..,,...,..-~ 
: .. ,.. '~ 
. ~. ··-~. ~~· 
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A Sewerage Facilities Charge is due on all new buildings 
constructed within the city. The amount of this charge will be 
determined when application is made for your building permit'and 
the Bureau of Engineering has the opportunity to review the 
building plans. To facilitate this determination, a preliminary 
set of plans should be submitted to Permit counter K, Room 460, 
City Hall, 200 N. Spring street, Los Angeles, California 90012. 

Plans for construction of house connection sewers shall be 
submitted to the sewer Availability Section, 600 s. Spring st., 
Room 1100, for either of the following conditions: 

1. Connection is to be made to a public sewer with a diameter of 
eighteen inches of greater. 

2. House connection sewer is greater than fifty feet in length. 

Provisions for a cleanout structure and/or a sewer trap 
satisfactory to the City Engineer may be required as part of the 
sewer connection permit. 

Enclosed is a copy of a portion of Sewer Wye Map 132-217 C for your 
information. 

AA/WM:mrny 
882-55.02 

Enclosure 

cc: Permit Counter K, One Stop 

Sincerely, 

ROBERTS. HORII 
City Engineer 

By 

~ I! )!t?//4,-~ ~~ 
GENE ·D. McPHERSON 
District Engineer 
Central Engineering District 
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