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PURPGSE AND SCOPE OF FINAL EIR

The Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) has been prepared to address the public’s comments received during the project’s 45-day
CEQA public review period. Following the close of the comment period, the Los Angeles
County Transportation Commission (LACTC) interpreted, analyzed, and responded to comments
which applied to the content of the Draft EIR. The FEIR consists of the contents of the Draft
EIR, with revisions that respond to public comment, and the addition of the following three
components: '

(1) Comments and recommendations received;

) A listing of public agencies, organizations, and private citizens commenting on
the Draft EIR; and

3) The Lead Agency’s response to significant environmental points raised in the
review and consultation process.

PUBLIC REVIEW OF DRAFT EIR

Opportunities to respond to the Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Draft EIR were afforded to the
public in three formats: written comment, public testimony, and a bilingual "For the Record"
telephone hotline. LACTC conducted three public hearing and workshops on the Burbank-
Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project. Public notice was given through local and regional
newspapers; notices were mailed to civic groups and homeowner associations; and
Environmental Impact Reports were mailed to elected officials and public agencies in the local
vicinity of the proposed project. Announcements were also distributed in English, Spanish,
Chinese, and Armenian, '

The first hearing and workshop was held in the City of Glendale at the Environmental
Management Center on July 15, 1992 at 780 Flower Street. The second was held at the
Burbank Hilton and Convention Center on July 23, 1992 at 2500 Hollywood Way in the City
of Burbank. The final hearing was held at Loreto Elementary School in the Northeast District
of the City of Los Angeles on July 28, 1992 at 3408 Arroyo Seco Avenue. Spanish translation
was provided at the Loreto School hearing.
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LACTC received 57 written comments during and after the 45-day comment period. In
addition, 19 persons spoke at the three public hearings and workshops conducted during the
official review period. No comments were received on the telephone hotline. Appendix IIT of
the Final EIR provides the complete text for each comment and testimony received.

In addition to these hearings, at the request of Los Angeles City Councilman Mike Hernandez
and local residents, LACTC held a public presentation on September 17, 1992. This meeting
was held at Aragon Elementary School and was intended to keep the Cypress Park Community
intimately involved in the public process. Representatives from the Pasadena-Los Angeles Light
Rail Project, Taylor Yard Specific Plan, and Metrolink were on hand, and provided detailed
answers to a variety of issues.

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

CEQA Guidelines, Section § 15132, require the lead agency to respond in the Final EIR to
significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation process. Concerns brought
to attention most frequently by those submitting official comments included pedestrian safety,
air quality, noise, traffic and circulation, utilities, and construction impacts. Responses to these
concerns have been addressed and incorporated into the body of the text of the Final EIR for the
Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project.

In addition to these topics, other concems raised during the public review process require
additional research and documentation. These concerns focus on specific elements of the Draft
EIR, and were brought to attention by multiple parties. Because these issues require more
detailed attention, additional environmental analysis more specifically addresses these topics:

. Old Los Angeles City Jail Taking and Demolition
Pasadena Line Junction Alignment Alternatives

. Project Route Alignment Alternatives
Downtown Glendale- Brand Boulevard Project Route Alternatives
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sasaucua wine Junction Alternatives

The proposed Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project Draft EIR indicated that "after
thorough analysis of various alignment alternatives, the engineering feasibility for the proposed
project recommends that the most effective alignment connecting the Burbank-Glendale-Los
Angeles rail line to the Pasadena-Los Angeles Blue Line would be through the site of the Old
City Jail Building" (Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Draft EIR, p. 160). In an effort to provide
full disclosure of preliminary engineering conducted for this segment of the alignment, as well
as respond to the comments received regarding the displacement and demolition of the Old Los
Angeles City Jail Building, additional environmental analysis for the Pasadena Line Junction has
been prepared.

FIGURE 1 View looking north at Pasadana Line Junction

The additional environmental analysis for the Pasadena Line Junction provides a comparative
analysis between the originally proposed alignment that traverses through the site currently
occupied by the Old City Jail Building (formerly the Lincoln Heights Jail) and two route segment
alternatives that would avoid the displacement and demolition of the jail: 1) a "Behind the Jail"
alternative, and 2) a "Front of Jail" alternative.

As summarized in Table 1 and Figure 2, 3, and 4, the additional environmental analysis that
focuses on the Old City Jail site compares the three segment alternatives by examining three key
factors: engineering feasibility, project costs, and environmental impact.



PASADENA-LOS ANGELES
RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT

OLD LOS ANGELES
CITY JAIL BUILDING

(o
(\ZLiEaNArlvs el
*THROUGH THE JAIL®
2 S 3

SOURCE) Pacific Aerographics, anuary 1993, L ‘. GEAPHICS BY GRUIN ASSOCIAT{S

BURBANK * GLENDALE ¢ LOS ANGELES D " FIGURE 2
RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT EIR . Alternative #1:
e o "'J Los ANGELLS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION "Throuch the Jail * Alignment




PASADENA-LOS ANGELES
| RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT

=\ ALTERNATIVE #2: '
*BEHIND THE JAIL" -

SOURCE: Pscific Asrographics, January 1992, . ‘ CRAFPMICE SY GRUEN ASETOCIATED

BURBANK ¢ GLENDALE » LOS ANGELES ) FIGURE 3

RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT EIR : Alternative #2:
' *Behind the Jail* Alignment

LRGN  Los ANCELES COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION



N @\/\'

PASADENA-LOS ANGELES
RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT

""TOLD LOS ANGELES
CITY JAIL BUILDING

4 ‘/— iz . ~ . -
Y ALTERNATIVE #3: .
. ¢ -

- ‘."---
WIW MIDWAY YARD
o 150 300
[ |
[
SOURCE: Pacific Asrographics, Jenusry 1992, GUAPHICE BY GRUEN ASSOCIATES
BURBANK ¢ GLENDALE * LOS ANGELES FIGURE 4
RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT EIR e -
Alternative #3:

UEREEX-)  Los ANGELES COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ' *Front of Jail* Alignment




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Tabla 1

Comparativa Analysis Betwasn
Pasadena Line Junction Altarnativas

Category

Altarnative #1:
"Through the Jait™

Aiternative #2:
“Behind the Jail™

Alternative #3:
"Front of Jail”

ENGINEERING
FEASIBILITY!

» Besat engineering feasibility;
maximizes the glignment’s at-
grade configuration.

¢ Poor engineering geomaetry.
a Could result In scheduling
and operational conflicts
with design of the Pasadena
rail lina.
® Requires straddle bent
struatures over existing
Southern Pacific tracks.
Requires relocation of
large, overhead tower
transmission linss.
Columns to be constructed
vary close to the edge of
the Los Angeles River.
Turnout at junction would
be located on bridge,
theraby requiring 8 compiex
structure.

© Raguires atraddle bent
structures above Avenue 19,

COSTS?

855 million

884 million

$ 54 million

ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT®

® Land Usa Displacement

¢ Land Use Relocation

* Property Acquisition

¢ Historic Resources Demolition

a Utility Relocation

s Water- Waterways, Flood
Control, and Drainage

* Natural Resources
{Los Angelas River)

¢ Conflict with proposed San
Fernando Rosad on-ramp,
component of proposad
LADOT Alemeda Bypass.

* Visual impact on parkland.

* t and Use Displacement

® Historic Resources

* Street Displacement :

¢ Impacts to Street Parking and
Existing Circulation

» Conflict with proposed San-
Fernando Road on-ramp,
component of proposed
LADOT Alameda Bypass.

SOURCES:

' Bechtel Corporation.

NOTE:

? LACTC-Rail Construction Carporation.

_
e

3 Gruen Associates.

Project Cost Estimetas refiact the amount only for the Pagadana Line Junction ta Teylar Yard gegmant of the
elignment,

—_—
—=
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Conclusion

The purpose of the FEIR’s comparative analysis is twofold. First, it presents the engineering
feasibility analysis conducted for the Pasadena Line Junction; and second, it explores possibilities
for saving the Old Los Angeles City Jail Building, while minimizing the rail transit project’s
additional impacts on the environment.

Based on the findings of the comparative analysis, the "Behind the Jail" alternative has been
removed from further consideration. Although this alternative alignment would preserve the Old
City Jail from demolition, it would result in environmental impacts that include relocation of
major overhead utility lines; construction of straddle bent structures and other complex forms
within or near the Los Angeles River; disruption of views from the Los Angeles River and
Elysian Park; and potential conflicts with an on-ramp for LADOT’s proposed Alameda Bypass.
In addition, this alignment would increase project costs by approximately $9 million.

With respect to the two other route alignments, the "Front of Jail" and “Through the Jail"
alternatives both exhibit contrasting opportunities and constraints.

. The "Front of Jail" alignment would reduce project costs by approximately $1 million.
It would also save the Old City Jail Building from demolition and improve the visual
quality on the east side of Avenue 19. However, this altermative would displace various
commercial and industrial businesses employing approximately 40 workers. Construction
of its straddle bent structures would also impact circulation and parking on Avenue 19,
and its aerial configuration would conflict with an on-ramp to Alameda Bypass as the
alignment crosses over the Arroyo Seco.

. As proposed in the Draft EIR, the "Through the Jail" alternative requires the demolition
of the Old Los Angeles City Jail Building. The majority of the building is vacant, but
some portions are occupied by the Bilingual Foundation for the Arts, the Los Angeles
Youth Athletic Club, and the Lincoln Heights Community Youth Gang Services. The
alignment, however, maximizes the potential for an at-grade alignment that would
facilitate construction of the Alameda Bypass, and the mitigation measure regarding
business relocation has been strengthened to allow coordination between the lead agency,
the City of Los Angeles First Council District, and the existing tenants of the structure.

Although these two alignment altematives have somewhat different environmental impacts and
engineering configurations, they both appear feasible for construction. In each case, project
implementation would result in significant unavoidable adverse impact. As such, the lead agency
carries forward a course of action on this issue as part of the Final EIR’s certification, findings,
and mitigation monitoring program.
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Downtown Glendale-Brand Boulevard Project Route Alternatives

During the public review period, a
number of comments were received
from public agencies, groups and
organizations, and interested private
citizens regarding the proposed
project’s SPTC right-of-way route. In
each case, the comments focused on
the desire to se¢ the proposed light rail
line travel through the City of
Glendale’s Central Business District
(Figure 5) before reconnecting to the
SPTC right-of-way and continuing into
Burbank.

The additional environmental analysis
conducted for the Downtown Glendale-

Figure 2 Downtown Glendals, Brand at Broadwsy

Brand Boulevard Project Route Alternatives provides a comparative analysis between the
proposed project’s alignment along the Southemn Pacific Transportation Corridor R.O.W. (SPTC
R.0.W.) and two alignments which would serve Glendale’s Central Business District: 1) Brand
Boulevard to Broadway to SPTC R.O.W., and 2) Brand Boulevard to Glenoaks Boulevard to
SPTC R.O.W, (Figure 6) As summarized in Table 2, the analysis compares the proposed
project with the two route alternatives in terms of potential trip generators, operations, costs,
and environmental impacts that occur in the segment between the Glendale Transportation Center

and the Northwest Glendale Station.



Figure 6
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Table 2
Comparative Anaslysis Betwean
Proposed Project end Project Route Alternatives

Category Proposed Project: 8PTC R.OW. Altemative Allgnment #1: Brand-Broadway Alternstive Alignment #2: Brand-Glenoaks

ROUTE“_‘"‘ ‘V o 3 '» /\\ ; ; B < s : ¥ 2 B ' S . AR

Total Route Length 11.9 miles 12.7 miles 13.3 miles

Right-of-Way Southern Paclfic (SP) R.O.W. Street and SP R.O.W. Street and SP R.OW.

No. of Statlons 10:  Refer to Figure 3. 11:  Same as proposed project. Delate Broadway. | 13: Same as proposed project. Delets
Add stations at Brand-Chevy Chasea and the Broadwsy and Ventura Freeway. Add
Glendale Gallerla. stations on Brand st Chevy Chase,

Glendale Gatleria, and Lexington, snd on
Glenasks at Monterey and Concord.

Potential Trip Generators? San Fernando Road Redevslopment Corridor; Glendale Galleria; Central Business District; San Glendsle Gallerla; Central Business District;
Southwest and South Glendala Residential Fernando Road Redeveiopment Corridor; Southwest | Southwest, Southeast, and Northwest Glendale

Areas Residential Areas.

and Southeast Glandale Residentlal Areas.

GPERATIONS'

Traln Speed ®  Maximum of 55 miles per hour (mph) *  Maxirmum of 35 mph in Btrset-running section No signal preemption; operations would be

¢ Average of 45-55 mph betwsen Glendale (full signal preemption assumed) similar to streetcar scenario on Long Besch-Los
Transportation Center and Ventura Freeway | ¢ Maximum of 35 mph, with average of 16 mph in | Angelas Blue Line,
street-running saction (no signal preemption} ¢ Maximum of 36 mph, with average of 15 mph

e Average of 11 mph between Glendale Galleria
and Glenoaks (as in downtown Long Beach)

Yravel Times from BGP Alrport:

to Downtown Glendate.............. 30 minutes (via Beeline Shuttle connection) 12-17 minutes (deperding upon signal preemption) | 21 minutes
to Glendale Trans. Center.......... | 13 minutes 18-21 minutes (depending upon signal preemption) | 28 minutes
to Union Station...........ccccuiiinns 23 minutes 26-31 minutes (depending upon signal presmption) | 38 minutes

Travel Times from Unlon Station:
to Downtown Glendale.............. | 27 minutes (via Beefine Shuttle connaction) 15-18 minutas (depending upon signal presmption) 18 minutes
to Burbank Alrport 23 mimutes 26-31 minutes (depending upon signal preemption) | 39 minutes

cosTs? : ' e
Cost Estimate 4260 milkon $295 milkon $330 million (all at-grade)
(Taylor Yard to Glendale) $410 million (partial serial or subway)

-ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: Batwesn Giondsle west Glend

Potential Impacts Pedestrian Safety; Land Use Displacement; Pedestrian Safety; Land Use; Noise; Physical Pedestrian Safety; Land Use Displacement;
Traffic and Ckewation; Natural Resources; R.O.W. Limitations; Traffic and Clrculation; Higtoric | Nolss; Physical R.0.W Limitations; Traffic and
Utikity Rejocation; Aesthetics Resources; Aesthetics Circulation; Natural Resources; Historic
Ragources; Avgthetica
Potential Beneficial Effects Land Use Compatibility; €nhanced Visual Compatible Regional and Commarclal Uses; Direct Compatible Reglonal and Commercial Uses;
Quality; Potential 10 facilitate growth slong service to Cantral Business District; Retains much Direct service to Central Business District;
planned San Farnando Road Redevelopment of Brand Boulevard Streetscape Improved access for North Glendale reskisnts

Study Area Coxridor.

SOURCES: ' Manuel Padron & Associates. 3 LACTC-Rail Construction Corporation.
% Gruen Associates. ¢ Chty of Glendaile and LACTC, Glendale Corridor Rail Transit Prafect Final Report.
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Conclusions

The comparative analysis between the proposed Southern Pacific right-of-way alignment and the
Brand Boulevard route alternatives reveals that each of the three alignmeats studied have very
distinct opportunities and constraints. However, the proposed project, despite its shortcomings
with respect to providing direct service to Downtown Glendale and other potential trip
generators, would create fewer significant impacts than either Route Alternative #1 or #2. As
detailed in the Glendale Corridor LRT Alignment Alternatives Study, Burbank-Glendale-Los
Angeles Rail Transit Project Draft EIR, and in this additional environmental analysis, the Brand-
Broadway and Brand-Glenoaks alignments would have significant traffic, noise, and visual
quality impacts on the environment. The construction of either alternative alignment would
dramatically change the character of their surrounding areas. The placement of the alignment
in the median of Brand Boulevard would change the identity of the Central Business District.
Location of the alignment along Brand or Broadway would also impact adjacent residential and
community service buildings. In selecting the Southern Pacific right-of-way alignment, the
transit route could serve as the principal facilitator of the growth planned for by the City of
Glendale along the San Fernando Road corridor and Northwest Glendale area, while still serving
Downtown Glendale via a local circulator system connection at its Ventura Freeway, Broadway,
or Glendale Transportation Center stations.

In addition to these considerations, the proposed at-grade route alternatives would also cause a
$35-$70 million increase in project costs, and add an extra 8 to 13 minutes in travel time,
assuming operations similar to the Blue Line. These issues are most extreme with the Brand-
Glenoaks alternative; additionally, the at-grade Brand-Glenoaks alignment would cause major
displacement where the old Pacific Electric Red Car right-of-way has been lost. With respect
to the Brand-Broadway alternative, the increased run time could be mitigated through the use
of signal preemption; this would, however, exacerbate already heavy traffic congestion in the
Central Business District, particular in the area near the Glendale Galleria.

Nevertheless, it should be noted that the proposed Southern Pacific right-of-way alignment does
not preclude the potential for a future direct service connection into Downtown Glendale. Based
on LACTC'’s Glendale Corridor Rail Transit Project Final Report, a 1oop connector serving the
entire Brand Boulevard corridor would cost $3 million for a shuttle bus alternative, and up to
$70 million for a fixed-route trolley. In addition, the proposed layout for the Glendale
Transportation Center station has been designed to allow for the possibility of a future LRT
branch line into the City’s Central Business District.

The proposed SPTC right-of-way route alternative for the Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail
Transit Project, combined with a local circulator system, would provide a high level of access
to Downtown Glendale, while simultaneously providing a high-quality regional connection for
through trips. Implementation of the proposed project alternative would also be in keeping with
the adopted position of the City of Glendale, which calls for development of a local circulator
system linking to the regional trunk system,

12



APPENDIX

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO
DRAFT EIR FOR THE
BURBANK-GLENDALE-LOS ANGELES RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT




Document

Refarence
Section Page Responders ta Draft EIR Comment Response
1.1.2 3 Caltrans Include Amtrak and Metrelink as responsible agencies that should ba | Commaent noted. Incorporated inte Final EIR.
contacted.
3 21-22 | Kevin Devilin, Private Citizen Proposed project should utilize same technology as existing Long Comment noted. Refer 1o pege 21-22 of Final EIR.
- Beach to Los Angeles Biue Line.
3.1 - A. Aflen Havens, Private Citizen Cansider low-floor rail vehiales or vehicles equipped for highflow The proposed project configuration intends to allow
B. M. Dickerson, Private Citizen antrances. eventual through servica once connection is made
@ BURBANK HEARING with the existing Blue Line. Station plans call for
high-platform stations, as required by Metro Blue Line
vehicies.
3.2 27 A. Ted McConksy, Comments on Hollywood Way-Burbank Airport Station: Although the Hollywood Way Station would serve
Burbsnk Rench Homeowners alrport petrons with origing or destinations in
@ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING | All. Why does the LRT not go into Burbank Airport? What is Downtown Los Angeles, the primary purpose of this
B. Mike Hoblinski, Private Citizan the nead for a station at Hollywood Way? Airport station is to serve as the principal park-and-ride
C. Pat Moser, passengers would not be served since 1he project does not | faollity for commuters traveling from Neorth Vailsy and
Southern Cslifornia go into the Airport. Santa Clarita. Construction of this station, however,
Transit Advecetes (SCTA/ does not preclude the potentia! for future direct
@ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING connection into tha Airport.
3.2 29 A. Caltrans Comments on Buena Vista Station: If an agreement cannot be reached between Caltrans
B. Ted McConkey, and LACTC, the Buena Vista station will not have a
Burbiank Rencho Homeawners | A. Proposed utilization of Caltrans Maintenance facllity for tha Buena | park-and-ride faoility and will principally serve as a
@ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING Vista Station {s unacceptable to Caltrans. Caltrans does nat plan | local station serving nearby residential communities.
to lease any of the property to LACTC for a surface park-and-ride
lot. The propogsed Walmart location would involve a
station along Victory Place north of Burbank Blvd.
8. Burbank Rancho Homeowners do not sea the need for a station at | This Jocation is currently isolated and inaccessible.
Buena Vista Street. Identifies potential need near Sen Fernando Conditions may changs if Walmart is constructed,
Boulevard and Empire Avenue to serve planned Walmart but this is uncertain.
Department Store development.
3.2 30 T.A. Nelson, Private Citizen The Burbank City Centre Station ghould include & pedestrian bridge A pedestrian bridga is planned as part of the Burbank
over the Golden State Freeway. Muiti-Madal Transportation Faoility Project.
3.2 41 Sallie Neubauer, Opposed to the planned number of paiking spaces (500) at Fletaher The Glendale Frasway-Fletcher Drive station is
Citizens Committes Drive Station, Recommends that parking at this station site be envisioned as a potential "catch point™ for North
3.45 to Save Elysian Park reduced to 100 care maximum. Recommends Ventura Freeway Glendsis, La Cafada-Flintridge, and Montrose
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING station parking cepacity to be expanded since the site is in a commuters travelling to Downtawn through the Echo
predominantly industrial srea. Park corridar. This station’s park-and-ride facility
could patentially reduce the existing heavy congestion
along this corridor.




Docurmnent

Commeant Response

Comments on Taylor Yard and Teylor Yard Stations:

A. Concerned with both alternative station sites within Taylor Yard
and the corridor’s present alignment. Location of the corsidor
across the middle of the remaining parcels and LACTC'’s property
precludes the opportunity to develop the Yard's potentisl for flood
control, recreation, and the enhanced aesthetia quality. Request
greater flexibility in final station and corndor designs which will be
compatible with the needs of the cormmunity and on-going
planning studies.

B. Division Straet Station: Locate station closer to Verdugo Rd. and
Eagle Rock Bivd. to enhance access for bus transfer and
pedestrian passengers.

C. What s distance Taylor Yard stetions from San Fernando Road?

D. Should the alignment be closer to San Fernando Road?

Comments noted. The location of the rail slignment
through Taylor Yard, 8s well as all its stations, will be
coordinated with LACTC's Tayfor Yard Transit
Development Study, expected to ba completed at the
end of February 1993.

A complete discussion of the Cumuletive Impact of
Taylor Yard appears in Section 8.4.3 of tha Final EIR.

Comments on Avenue 19-Lawry’s California Center Station:
A. Why is no parking planned at Lawry’s?
B. Avenue 19 Station should be placed as close as possible to

Averue 28 to serve needs of waik-in riders, Glessell Park
rasidents, and facilitate bue transfers,

A. Parking has not bean provided at Lawry’s because
the proposed project visws the site 88 &
destination canter. The proposed project slso
does not wish to preclude any potential private
development or Joint venturss which could provide
a mora coordinated and sensitively developed rall
transit parking facility in the future,

B. To construot tha minirmum track radius required to
implement en LAT station platform (8000 faet),
additional right-of-way takinge would be required
trom both San Fernando Road and Southern
Pacific.

Station Recommmendations

(1)  eliminata Buena Vista station

(2) rename following stations:
s ‘Northwest Glendale’ 10 ‘Grand Central’
* ‘Venture Freeway’ to 'Doran Street’
® ‘Glendale Transportation Center’ to ‘Cersitos Avenue’
s ‘Flatoher Drive’ to ‘Glasseill Park’
* ‘Division Street’ to ‘Cypress Park’

(3)  move Broadway stetion closer to Colorado

(4): move Division Street station closer to Verdugo Road

Reference
Section Page Responders to Draft EIR
3.2 43 A. County of Los Angeles,
Public Works
8.4.3 251 B. Pat Moser, SCTA
C. Elyslan Valley Association
D. Southern California Association
of Governments (SCAG)
f
3.2 45 A. Cosdlition Against the Pipeline
B. Pat Moser, SCTA
3.2 25-45 Pet Moser, SCTA
@ GLN. PUBLIC HEARING

Comrments noted. The names provided for stations in
the Finel EIR ere for identification purposes only.
With respect to the proposed station relocations:

1) The Buena Vista Station is intanded to serve
residential commuters,

2) The Broadway location provides better shuttle
sarvice connection to Glendale’s Central Business
District and more convenient shuttle transfer.

3) The lecetion of stations in Taylor Yard will be
decided during the process of LACTC's Taylor
Yard Transit Development Study.




Document
Referance
Section Page Respanders to Draft EIf Comment Responsa
| 3.2 - A. Pat Moser, SCTA How will bus acoess be provided to various stations? LACTC will coordinate with SCRTD and other local
B. Alan Fishel, Private Citizen bus service providers to develop appropriate interface
with tha fixed-route bus network.
3.3.1 48-47 A. Caltrens Comments on Patronage Forecast: Please refer to Section 3.3.1 of the Final EIR for an
B. Elysian Valley Association explanation of the methodology utilized to determine
C. Darrell Clarks, Privete Citizen A. Patronage forecast should indicate whether expected patrons are | the patronage foracest for the proposed Burbank-
@ GLN. PUBLIC HEARING anticipated to came from transit riders, autos, or a mix. Glendaie-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project. In shart, the
patronage modelling, conduated by Schimpeler-
B. What statistics do you have on present Blue Line ridership? What | Corradino Assoclates, was parformed as part of a
will heppen 1o the exiating bus systems? larger base transit natwark., The detalls and nuances |
of the modelling are outlined in the body of the text of
C. Chellenges the vafidity of anticipated number of riders per day this report,
gince the slignrment does not serve high density centsrs of
Downtown Glendale.

4.8 86 Publle Utilities Commission A larger number of treins pass through the ares than quoted in the Comment noted. The additional data provided has
EIR: two Santa Berbara trains, one Amtrak Coast trein each way been incorporated into the Final EIR.
daily, and three commuter treins from Santa Clarita and Simi Valley
each way daily as well. A large smount of freight traffio also travels
through the area sach day. This freight traffle currently smounts to
approximately 12 trains per day.

[
r 5.1 89-90 | A. John Hisserich, Comments on Pedestrien and Vehicular Safety: LACTC considers the safety of pedestrians and
Northeest Los Angeles CPAC motorists as a primary point of importance. At the
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING A. Concern over safaty of pedestrians and vehicles cressing the reil transit project’s at-grade crossings, autamatic
B. Public Utilities Commission tracks. Mentions examples of Blue Line vehicle-train collisions. crossing gatss will be provided, slong with warning
Recommends maximizing grade sepsrations and maximizing lights and bells. Operators will be required to sound a
safety considerstions. horn in edvance of each crossing, and trains will be
equipped with a top-mounted "cyclops™ light that has
B. Passenger safety should be 8 paramount consideration in areas recently been introduced on the Long Beach to Los
whare passengers would congregate or where the passengers of Angeles Blue Line. In the case where significant
sither the light reil system or Amtrak would be required to aress conflicte may arise between pedestrians/meotorists and
"live” tracks. Examples include Lawry’s California Center and trein vahicles, LACTC will consider the potential for
Hollywood Way-Burbank Airport. constructing grade-separated crossings to ensure the
safsty of pedestrians and matorists.
As for the Avenue 19 station, the plen for an at-grads
pedestrian crossing has been eliminated.

5.1 89-90 Metrotink Potential impacts to Metrolink acoess at Burbank and Glendale Comment noted. Stations at these looations proposae
Stations. LRT should provide grade-separated pedsstrian access to conneot passengers to the center-loading Metrolink
ecrogs the light rail tracka, and Amtrak platforms by means of a pedestrian

bridge or tunnel. This response sppears in greater
detail in Sections 3.4.2, 3.4.4, and 5.1 of the FEIR.




Dooument

Response

Comment noted. The elemants of the proposed
project located within Taylor Yerd will be coordinated
and implemented within the larger framaework of the
Taylor Yard Trensit Development Study that is
expected to be completed by the end of February
1993.

Comments noted. The additional right-of-way
necessary is located within the 100-foot SPTC
corridor. Refer to page BG-23 of the projeot’s
Engineering Plan & Profiles which appear under
geparate cover.

The tarms of tha LACTC-SPTC agresment appear in
the Land Use section (5.2) of the Final EIR. In short,
the terms allow for the use of the 40-foot LACTC
R.0.W., while retaining the existing SP facilities.
LACTC is ourrently negotiating to purchass the sntire
100-foot right-of-way, In which case the sxisting
Shared Use Agresment will have no effect.

At the time the Dreft EIR was prepared, the 1891
SCAQMD data was not available. The Final EIR
includes this data.

Reference
Section Page Responders to Draft EIR Comment
5.2.1 95 Friends of the Los Angeles Rivar Development at Taylor Yard should await the results of planning
studies underway for the area.
B8.4.3 251
5.2.2 97 Alan Havens, Private Citizen Four or possibly five tracks will be located in the R.O.W. in the future
(2 LRT end 3 SP/Metrojink). Elsewhere In the EIR, it is indicated that
additionsl right-of-way will be needsd for project implementation In
|| this section. This fact should be so indiceted in the caption to Figure
89, p. 151,
The EIR should explaln terms of the SP-LACTC R.0.W. purchase
egreement. It cannot be demonstrated that the LRT line as described
is feasible end practicebls.
|
5.3 106-107 | South Coast Air Quality Use the 1991 Monitaring Data in the Air Quality Setting.
Management District
5.3 110 South Coast Air Quality Discussion of TSM and TDM does not include all potential traffic
Managemaent District reduction measures; progrems should be provided for improved bus
transit plans, park-and-ride lots, preferential parking for ridesharers.

Commant noted. Recormmended mitigation measures
are incorporated into the Final EIR, 1n addition to
those recommended, LACTC should coordinate with
SCRTD and other locsl bus service providers to
improve bus service and bus transfer at LRT stations.




Document

Responders to Draft EIR

Comment

Response

Caltrans

Insufficient traffic analysis conducted for the I-5/Buena Vista NB
ramps, the |-5/San Farnando S8 ramps, SR-134/Doran NB remps, SR-
134/Feirmount SB ramps, and I-5/ Verdugo at Front Street ramps.

The following summarsizas the response to comments
to Caltrans’ concerns. The full response appears in
Saction 5.4 of the Final EIR:

* Buana Viste-Golden State Fresway: Because of the
small size of the proposed parking faoility, it is
unlikely this station will attract enough vehicle-
oriented patrons to the stalion via the Golden
State Freeway. A mora likely exit would be at
Hollywood Way.

* Ventura Freeway: The freaway intersactions, both
currently unsignalized, experience falirly light traffio
volumeas. Given the modest traffic volumes at
thegs interssections, it appears doubtful that these
Intersections would reach the significance
threshold criteria.

*  Front Street-Golden Siate Freeway: 'Becatise the
allgnment parallels the fraaway, faw rsil transit
patrans will access the Burbank City Center via
the Front Street ramp.

Los Angeles Department of
Transportation (LADOT)

Circulation analysis performed for the five stations In the City of Los
Angeles does not appaar to fully dascriba impacts and possiblae
mitigation measures for those impacts. Main issues of concern:
Fletchar Drive/San Fernando Road Intersection, Hughes Markat
Station access, Avanue 19 narrowing, relationship to proposed
Alameda Bypass, and other miscellaneous raference changes.

Please refer to Section 5.4 of the Final for a tull
response to the comments of LADOT regarding
traffia-related impacts and study methodology.

Refsrence
Section Page
5.4 128
]
5.4 128:131
5.4 -

Pat Moser, SC7A
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING

The EIR should aiso consider the traffic impacts of park-and-ride and
kiss-and-ride patrons scoessing each site by Division Streat.

Because the Taylor Yard stations wil) be refined
during the Taylor Yard Transit Development Study
process, additional snalysis of the Division Street
station would be unnecessary at this tima.




Document

Referenae
Section Page Responders to Dreft EIR Comment Response
5.5 132 Los Angeles None of the Jocations selected for noise analysis were Digtrict Tha air quality and noise estimates conducted at the
Unified School District (LAUSD) schools. To determine how District schools could be impacted from site of Pater Noster High Sohool (now Ribet Academy)
the operation of the LRT, measuremants should be taken et these should be oconsidered repressntative of future air
schools. quality and noise Impacts since this school site Is the
clogeast to the elignmant (600 fest). Glassell Park,
Fletcher Drive, and Aragon schools are located further
from the proposed LRT line, thereby indicating that |
impacts at thesa schools should be less than those at
Pater Noster.
In an sffort to answer the LAUSD’s questions and
concerns, additional apelysis of construction and
operation impacts have been performed at Atwater
School and Irving Middle School. The findings from
this analysls appears in the body of the text of the
Final EIR.
5.5 —-- Los Angeles The CNEL {s the most appropriate maetric to use for residantial land The comment is correct. Howaver, tha CNEL matric
Unified School District uses bacause of sensitivity to nighttime noise. However, for nan- was used for all nolse analysis In the Draft EJR. Using
residantial land uses, suoh as schools, daytime Leq’s shouid be used. | the CNEL metric I8 considared @ more conservative
approach to noise impact and mitigation, generally
rasulting in noise {svels 1-2 dB higher than daytime
Leq’s.
B.B - Elysian Velley Association Experienced loud rumbling, shaking of ground at Lawry’s California The commant rafers to the vibration of a freight train,
Center that resulted from passing Southern Pacific freight trains. At a distance of 100 feet, thase trains oreats
vibration levels of approximately 78 dB, whila an LRT
creatas a maximum vibration level of epproximately
66 dB. It is generally accapted that vibration levels of
72 dB cause sleep disturbance; thus, no significant
impacts are anticipated from the propased project.
5.6.1 139 Alan Havens, Privete Citizen Clarification of Smaller Rail for LRT: Commant noted. Pisase refar to the "Miscellaneous”™
142 comments of Robert Richmond and the response ta
143 EIR states that smaller gauge ralls are used for LRT. This is incorract. | the comment.
Geuges for LRT are the same as SP trains. Rails used by LRT linas
today are not much lighter in waight then those used by main line
railroads. The term ‘light rsil’ refers to lower cepacity than rapid
transit, not to lightweight oars or track.
65.6.4 146 County of Los Angeles, Existing hazardous waste management (HWM) facilities in L.A. Comment noted. Mitigation Measures for Hazardous
Publia Works County are Inadequate to handle the hazerdous waste currantly belng | Waste dispesal have been incorporated Into Section
genarated. The proposed commaercial/industrial development may 5.6.4 of the Final EIR.
genarate hazardous waste, which would adversely impact existing
HWM facilities. Mitigation maasures should be provided. “




Document

Reference
Section Page Responders to Draft EIR Comment Responsge
5.6.4 144 Caltrans EIR provides no mention of the known potential hazardous matevial The hazardous material contamination at the Old
contaminetion problem at the Old Burbank Station site. Burbank Rail Depot Station site is currantly baing
remsediated as part of the Commuter Rail Metrolink
project, which Is expected 1o open in late October
. 1992. Aocording ta represantatives of the City of
Burbank, remediation of hazardous materials will be
completed prior to the commencement of service of
Metrolink.
5.7.3 152 Los Angeles Fire Department Make following corrections to Tabis 27: Comments noted. Changas have besn mads to Table
27 in the Final EIR.
» Fire Station #4- Task Force Station, Truck & Engine Company,
Hezardous Materiats Squaed, Staffing= 14
» Fira Station #50- Task Force Station, Truck & Engine Company,
Battallon Two Headquarters, Staffing= 12.

5.7.3 153-154 | Glendale Fire Department Incorporate miscellaneous reference changes and proposed Commaent noted. Incorporated into Final EIR.
mitigations to environmental setting for Fire.

5.8.1 158 Burbank Parks and Recreation There is an omission of one trae species located along the SPTC Commaent noted. Incorporated into Final EIR.
right-of-way from Buens Vista to Hollyweood Way: Lagerstroemis
indica (Crape Myrtie); include in Table 29.

5.8.1 160 Friends of the Los Angeles River Posgsible impacts to the Southwastern Pond Turtle were Identified, The Draft EIR has attempted to identify all possible
but no mitigation measures were proposed. One appropriate measure | sensitive species that may axist in the project area.
appears 1o be axpansion of its local habitat. The riparian habitat of the Arroyo Verdugo Wash and

Los Angeles River would not be threatened or
significantly impaoted since the proposed project is to
be constructed ovar the concrate channsl section of
the Arroyo Verdugo Wash. The Southwestern Pond
Turtle’s area of potential habitation Is located more
than 500 feat from the Arroyo Verdugo Weash Bridge.

5.8.2 - Los Angales Parks and Racreation | Strongly suggest coordination with LACTC to discuss ways 1o Comment noted.
minimize impacts to City of Los Angeles recreational facilities.

5.9.1 164-165 | Southern Californla The new rail alignmant and Division Streat site altarnative within The LRT trackway and OCS Systems are dasigned to

Edison Company Taylor Yard are very closa to a double circuit 66kV transmission line | minimlze impacis to existing utilities. Where an
located northwest of the proposed site. overheed conflict i unavoidable, the utility company,
in coordination with LACTC, would need to raise its
The Ven de Kamp BRakery salternative is located on the east side of wires or raguest othar appropriate measures to
Fletcher Driva, Farelleling Fletcher Drive on the east side is a double | mitigate this impaat.
circult 68kV transmission wood pals line. Some poles may require
relocation and tue to the tight area, steal poles may he required.
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Reference
Section Page Respondsrs to Draft EIR Comment Responss

5.9.1 185 Burbank, Public Service Add mitigation stating that overhead eleotrio line construotion and Comument noted. Incorporated into Final EIR,
underground electric supply and communication systems shall meet
the State of California Public Utilitias Commisgsion General Order Nos.

95 and 128 requirements.

5.9.1 165 Burbank, Public Service Light rail passes over 17 City water maing. Pipes must be protected | Comment noted. The City’s recommended mitigation
againgt vartical loading and impact. Corrosfon oeused by strey has been Incorporated into the Utilities Saction of the
currants resulting from treck returns is also a conoern. Final EIR.

5.9.1 - Alan Havens, Private Citizen SP has crogsover privileges with at-grads rail crossings of LACTC LRT tracks oan safsly cross freight spurs safely,
track on the 40-foot eagsement to access customers. provided that tha freight is regulated and instalis

appropriate track intartocks. The condition exists on
the Long Beach to Los Angefes Blue Line in two
locations: North of Firestone Boulevard and at the
remnant of the SPTC Santa Monica Branch south of
Washington Bouleverd.

5.9.1 - A. Southarn California Coﬁments on traeok and right-of-way capacity: The Southern Pasific right-of way Is cutrently double-

Association of Governments
(SCAG)
B. Alan Havans, Private Citizen

A. Provide detail on treck and right-of-way requirements for
Metrolink and the SPTC; under terms of the right-of-way
purchese agreement with SP, the SCRRA may need to vacate the
fraight tracks which will be used initially, and 'ocate at least one
commuter rall track on their 40-foot sassmaent within one or two
dacades. The EIR should aiso discuss track capaoity issue, as
related to high-speed rail proposal of Loa Angetes/Fresno/Bay
Area-Sacramento High Speed Rail Study. Discuss relative roles of
commuter and light rail on this coriidar (their function in relation
to such service expansion), which should be answered.

B. Identifies problem with construction of two LRT tracks on the 40-
foot easement purchased from Southarn Pacific Transportation
Company as potantial preemption of operating reverse-peak
commuter rail servica to be shared batween SP and Metrolink.
Recommends provision for additional track capacity north of
Taylor Yard and south of Burbank to allow provision of future
triple tracking, sidings, etc. for main line train uge, Recommenda
downtown Glendale alignment with use of stretch between
Glendale old rail depot and Northwest Glendale for right-of-way
set aslde purposes.

tracked from Taylor yard to Buena Vista, and single-
tracked from Buana Vista north. Within the double-
tracked section, It is possibla to construct the LRT
within the 40-foot R.0.W. Betwesen Busna Vista and
Hollywood Way, thers will stlll be room for Metrolink
to construot a second track on SP property. Sinae
the Shared Usa Agresmant requires the second track
to be built cn LACTC property beginning in 2006, it
may bacoms negessary at that tima to modify the
LACTC-SP agreement, as it applies to this 1.3-mile
sagment. However, LACTC Is aurrently negotiating to
purchase tha entire 100-faot R.0.W. In that casa,
neither the existing Shared Use Agreement nor
R.O.W. Impacts will have any affect on LRT or
Metrolink oparation.

Because much of the 100-foat R.0.W would be
utilized for SPTC Freight, Amtrak, Metsolink, and LRT
sarvice, thers appears to be little room for an at-grade
high-speed rail line. This implies that any plans for
such a faclliity will have to be closely coordinated with
the owners of the R.O.W.




Document

Referencs
Section | Page | Responders 1o Dreft EIR Comment Rasponse

5.9.2 166 Elysian Velley Association Provide information that explains how the estimeted consumption of | Please refer 1o Footnots #192 in Section 5.9.2. The
1,720 gellons of fuel per dey was dstermined. Where are the facts calculation Is based on a fuel consumption factor of
ta support this? spproximately 22 miles per gailon.

5.10 168-189 | Elysian Velley Assoociation Miscellaneous document change to aesthetios section regarding Comment noted. Incorporated into Final EIR.
description of the community as predominantly industrial,

5.10 178 Metrolink The proposed project is involved with the design and funding of the Comment noted. Incorporated into the Assthetice
San Fernando Rosd fence and landscaping area. That alement nesds | section of the Final EIR.
1o be noted in the EIR.

5.10 -~ Los Angeles, First Council District: | In an agreement reached previously with LACTC and a Steering Comment noted. The guidelines referrad to in this

Mike Hernandez Commitiee, urban design guidelines studied the effects of comment will ba developed as part of LACTC’s Tayfor

development along the corridor. Theses guidelines that focus an Yord Transit Development Study.
economic development strategies as well as environments! impacts
must be incorporated into any final EIR,

5.11 179 Los Angeles Conservancy Explain methodology utilized in surveying historic resources for the The following response has been incarporated into the

Draft EIR. The report should explain the criterle by which properties
ware identified. The lack of this explanation makes it difficult to
understand how these historic resources are identified. The report
also falls to speocifically identify structures, other then the Lincoln
Heights Jeil, which are to be demolished for the rail project,
censequently, it is uncertain whether these huildings are historio
resources, requiring mitigation measures.

Historic Resources Section of the Final EIR:

A preliminary field revisw was conducted with tha
projeot archaaclogist to satablish a context for the
svsluation of historic and cuiturel resources along the
proposed project routs. A subsequent survey was
performed from Avenue 18 to Hollywood Way,
utilizing the project Planning Context Map (Figure 3)
ss the basis for analysis. The routa alignment, station
areas, and the surrounding arees, within % mile, were
surveyed and photographed. From these surveys, 28
propertiss were identified as potentially significant.
Sevsn were deemed to have historic and/or cultural
significance based on the Nationel Miatoric Landmarks
Criteria for Eveluation established by the Keeper of
the National Register of Historic Places.
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Comment

Responss

5.11.2

8.4.1

227

A. Los Angeles Conservanoy
B. Sallie Neubsusr,
Citizens Committee
to Save Elysisn Park
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING
C. Mount Washington Association
D. Bill Hunter, SCTA
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING
E. Pat Moser, SCTA
F. Alan Havens, Private Citizen

Comments on the proposed demolition of the Old Los Angeles City

Jail:

A.

B,C.

D.EF.

Conoerned about the possible demolition of the Old City
Jail, formerly the Lincoln Heights Jsil, and abandonment of
the Dayton Tower Signal Tower. The Final EIR should
analyze alternative slignments, including one that runs to
the west of the proposed alignment.

Concerned and opposed to the dsmolition of the Oid Los
Angesles City Jail. Recommend that elternative elignments
be studied and depicted in the Final EIR,

Opposed to the demolition of the Old Los Angeles City Jail.

Recommend that a second bridge be constructed over the
Los Angeles River and design of the elignment should be
placed to the west of the stiucturs. Or study the potential
of the line continuing to Avenue 26, turning north, and
connectng to the SPTC right-of-way at the northarn
terminug of Avenue 26,

Please rofer to Section 8.4.1 of the Final EIR for a
carmparative engineering and environmental analysis
between the proposed "Thraugh the Jail” alignment
that would displace and demolish the Old City Jall
Building and two siternative ssgments that would
save the historic structure:

* "Behind the Jail™ Alignment
¢« "Front of Jeil® Alignment

5.12

186-189

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

Provids an egtimate of construction related smissions. Quantify ell
gources of construction smissions end propose mitigation measures,

Comment noted. The Final EIR reflects the comments
of this agency and includes empincal data that deplats
exhaust smissions from construction emissions as
well as for fugitive dust emissians, and provides
additionsl measures to mitigate impects.

188-189

Friands of the Los Angales River

Prevent construction-related debris from reaching the LA River and
Arroyo Verdugo Wash. Primary concern gshould focus on wildlife that
exista there.

Comment noted. The Final EIR reflects additional
construction mitigation measurss that rminimizes
impacts on sensitive land uses.
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Refarence
Section Page Responders to Draft EIR Comment Response
6.2 193 A. SCAG Commenta on propased Project Alignment Alternatives: Please rafar to Section 8.4.2 of the Final EIR for a
B. Southern California * Connection to Downtown Glendale Centra! Businass Digtrict comparative analysis between the propossd Southern
Rapid Transit Distriot (SCRTD) Padific right-of-way alignment and two alternativa rail
B8.4.2 237 C. Bill Humer, SC7A A,B. Racommend Brand Boulevard-Downtown Glendale transit routes that would saerve Glendale‘s Central
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING alignment. Density, population, ridatship, end destinations Businegs District:
D. Charles Hobbs, SCTA are In Downtown Glendale. Recommend that Final EIR
@ GLN, PUBRLIC HEARING provide & more detailad comparisan between the proposed * Brand to Broadway to SPFTC R.O.W.
E. Pat Moser, SC7A project end its alternatives. * Brand to Glenoeks Boulavard to SPTC R.O.W
t F. Alan Fshel, Privete Citizen
G. Alan Havens, Private Citizan All, Rail line should serve Downtown Glendale, preferably Brand
H. John Heller, Private Citizen Boulevard. Suggested allgpments inocluded:
. Michaef Dickerson, ° Brand-Glenoaks
Private Citizen . Brand-Orange-Glenoaks
@ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING ° Brand (or Central)-Broadway
J. Ron Fechter, Private Citizen e Glandala Boulevard-Montrosa R.O. W,
K. T.A. Nelson, Private Cttizen . Downtown-Echo Park-Glendale Boulevard
F. What would the cast difference be between having the lina
run at-grade up Brand Boulevard vs. the Southern Pacific
R.O.W.? Further analysis should also include population
and destination modeig to compere the two alternatives.
G. Comparison of Trip Generators: A land use compasrigon

batwaen the central area of Glendale and the San Fernando
Road traneit alignment considered tn the EIR is very
Instructive in evalueting possible LRT alternatives.

6.2 194-195

Los Angeles Consarvanoy

Project Alternatives #4, #5, and #6 of Saction 6.2 do not list
potential impacts to histaric resources.

The information has bean derived from fisld surveys
and tha City of Glendale’s General Plen: Historic
Presarvation Element. The rasponses appsar In the
body of the text of the Final EIR.

6.3 -~

A. SCAG

B.

James Norton, Privats Citizen

Comments of Projact Mode Alternatives:
« Expansion of Commuter Rail Metrolink service

AB.

The EIR should provide information whether an expanded
commuter rail operation, with several additional station
stops, and soms reverse psak commuta servica, would
satisfy commuting needs of the community.

An extensive comparison of LRT and Commuter Reil
service was included in LACTC's Downtown Los
Angeles to Sylmar/Santa Clarita Reil Trensit Corridor
Study. Based on this analysis, commuter rall provides
an offective short-tarm improvement, but LRT is tha
most effactive long-tarm solution in this corsidor due
to the following faotors: its Jower projected cost per
rider; ocapability to serve more stations; and superior
ability to facilitate desirable land use and
developmaent.




Decument

Reference
= ——
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7.1 204 Les Angeles, Fifth Councll District: | The Draft EIR fails to consider two potentiel enviroremental impacts of | The proposed project has no significant, direct
Zov Yaroslavsky this line: (1) Relation between this line and the Land Acquisition and relationship to the proposed Burbank-Glendsle-
Replacement Terminel Project proposed by the Burbank Airport; and Pasadena Airport project. Although the Hollywood
(2) the potentiel for this fine to increase usa of the Airport, thus Way station does intend to eefve airport patrons, Its
increasing the noise impact of that Airport on surrounding primary use will ba by commuters traveling from the
communities. North Valley snd Santa Clarita, To the extent sirport
patrons do use the rsil project, motor vehioular traffic
(i.e., rental cars, taxis) will be reduced, thus furthering
regional sir quality goals. The proposed rall transit
system is viswed as a fecilitator rather than an
inducer of sirport growth. The dsgree to which the
number of flights and resulting noise increases is
dependent on policies established by the Airport {
Authority.
7.2 —— Elysian Valley Association Concermed with cumulative impect of Taylor Yard. Page 57 of the Section 8.4.3 of the Finsl EIR provides a oumulative
Draft EIR shows a map (Figure 38) of Glessell Park-Taylor Yard. Why | impact analysis of development at Taylor Yard, and
8.4.3 251 aren‘t the buildings to be built and already construated depicted on its potsntial impaoct on the surrounding community.
this map?
Misa. | Technical | A. County of Los Angeles, All. Miscellaneous document changes. Comments noted. Changes recommended by these |
Edits Public Works agencies have bean incorporated into the Final EIR.
B. Celtrans
C. SCAG
Misc. | 255-256 | Alan Havens, Private Citizen Previous LACTC Policy Concerning Duplicate Faocilities: Five years Under Praposition A, 35 percent of the funds are
ago, the question arose over the use of Proposition A funds for sarmarked toward oonstruction of rail transit systerns
commuter rail lines that roughly parallel identified Measure A urban slong specified corridors. LACTC later approved
rei) corridors. The policy established at the time was that funds expenditure of these funds for commuter rail in
could be used far commuter rail if urban rall improvement would not Proposition A corridors where urban rsil improvements
1ake place within tan years after the inception of commuter service. ware not plenned to occur within tan years.
In this case, the LRT corridor would follow exactly the seme corridor | However, this policy was not intended to restrict
as the Metrolink service. future LACTC ections should additional funding
bacorne availabla. At the time of approvel of the
Maetrolink system, there were insufficient Proposition
A funds to construct the proposed rail transit projeat
within 10 years. The spproval of Proposition C has
made it possible to construct @ number of urban rail
lines sooner than praviously antalpated.




Docurnent
Reference
Section Page Responders to Draft EIR Comment Responge
Misc. | 255-256 | A, Elysian Velley Association Comments on Public Review Process: Chapter B, particularly Section 8.4.4, describes the
B. Bryan Allen, Privete Citizan public review process. As requested Appendix (Il has
@ LA PUBLIC HEARING A. Public review process does not afford enough review time, relles been added to include sl written and oral comments
too much on workshope, and develops no community awareness. | received, including those not directly related to the
EIR. The public hearing transcripts are also shown,
B. Does not egree with current public hearing process. Recommends | and include instructions provided at the start of eech
the following suggestions: (1) Subject all testimony ta raview by a | hearing, to the effect that comments should focus on
professional not involved in the EIR Preparation; (2) Establish a the contents of the Draft EIR.
subdivision in Final EIR’s comment response saection entitled
"Environmental Enhancement Issues” 1o suggest enhancements of | In terms of the process for responding to comments,
previous environrmaental conditions; (3) Esteblish Appendix in Final | CEQA requires a good-feith, reasoned analysis in
EIR in which all substantive and nonenvironmental cornments arder for responses to be considered adequate. The
receive response ag if required by CEQA; (4) Esteblish a standard | internal process used 1o develop the responses does
that the quality of every response sheil be the seme (5) Subject not determine adequecy; it is the content of the
every response to comment to scrutiny by LACTC staff member comments which must demonstrate a good-faith,
not associated with the subject EIR. reasoned analysis.
Misc, =~ | Robert Richmond, SCTA Light Rail vs. Rapid Transit? Disputes that light rsil lines quelify as Rapid trensit (or heavy rail) is faster and cen carry
i @ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING rapid transit systemns. Argues that light reil cannot be defined as more passengers than LRT systems. But the light rail
rapid transit beosuss it is not fast enough, safe enough, nor reliable can also be e sericus contender as a rapld mover of
enaugh. people. Thea proposed LRT would tend mors to
resembls a full heavy rail rapid transit system since
the elignment will have few grede crossings, utilizes
high platform loading, and travel at relatively high
speed due to the long atreight track sections.
Mise. —- A. Glendals-Office of the Mayor These publia agencies, groups and organizations, and private citizens | Comment noted.
B. Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena have expressed thelr support for the propesed Burbank-Glendale-Los
Airport Authority Angeles Reil Transit Project.
C. Beiter Commercial Realty
D. Burb. Chamber of Commerce
E. Copy Central
F. Giddens
G. Mount Washington Associstion
H. Ryan Herco Product Corp.
. SYDS Electrical Cormpany
J. Warner Bros.
K. Lue Benoit, Private Citizen
L. Christogper Carroll,
Private Cltizen
M. Pamsla Corradi, Private Citizen
N. Ted Damon, Private Citizen
@ BURBANK PUBLIC HEARING
D. Kevin Devilin, Private Citizen
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Misc. - US Sprint Reserves comments on impsacts to US Sprint facllities until final Comment noted.
design ofthe project Is submitted for review.
Misc. — City of Glandals, Publia Service Reqguests review of any plans for praposed construction slong the Comment noted.
right-of-way to determins if said construction interferes with any
facilities. '
Misc. - City of Burbank, Public Worka Nesd for maintenanoe consideration for streets, sidewalks, alleys, Comment noted.
and attendant features such es signals due to increased demmand on
transportation and circulation elements.
Misc, — A. A. Marena, Ishmael Chavez, All. Request that no more maintenance facilides be built or Comment noted. Comiment does not Involve centents
Gustavo Moreno, Gusdelupe proposed in the community. of thie project, but rather refars to the Suppiemental
Rodriguez, Private Citizens EIR ourrently being ptepared for the Pesadena-Los
B. J.C. Licon, Private Citizen Angeles Rail Transit Project.
C. P. Reynoso, Private Citizen
Misc. - Elena Hongquria, Private Citizen Pasadena-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project commants regarding Comwmnent noted. Comment does not Involve contents
Marmian Way Station and conditions on Los Angeles-Long Beach of this project. Howevor, as stated In Seation 5.7.2,
Blue Line: eafety, greffiti, etc. the existing Long Beach to Los Angeles Blue Line
experiences very little crime. Conditions of graffiti
and blight in the corfdor were already present priar to
construction of the line. The increaesed sctivity and
law enforcement presence due to the Blue Line is
thought to have a pasitive impact on reducing blight
in the surrounding area.
Misc. — Elyslan Valley Assoclation Major excavations snd greding at Taylor Yard have already been done | Comment noted. Comment does not involve contents
without peopls along the routes baing notified. of this project, but rather refers to tha construction of
the Carnmuter Rail (Metrolink) Maintenance Facility
and Yard being construoted In Taylor Yard.
Mise. - A. City of Burbank, No comment. None.
Community Development
B. Pacific Bell
C. U.S. Dept. of Transportation,
Federal Railroad Administration
Miso. - City of Busbank, No restriction, no special provision raquired. None.
Fire Prevention Bureau




