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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
Artesia Transit Center
Artesia Boulevard and I-110 Freeway/Transitway

. The FHWA has determined that this project will not have any
* significant impact on the human environment. This finding of no
significant impact is based on the attached environmental
assessment, which has been independently evaluated by the FHWA
and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the
environmental issues and impacts of the proposed project. It
provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an
environmental impact statement is not required. The FHWA takes
full responsibility for the accuracy, scope, and content of the
attached environmental assessment.

7/28/88 Mﬂ%
Date/ i ruce E. Cannon, Division Administrator
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DEC 2 2 1998
State of California ‘ SCH No. 79032658
Department of Transportation 7-LA-110 9.9

07222 - 110201

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(CEQA)

Pursuant: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Description: This project involves a change in location of the Artesia
Transit Center site from the NW corner of Vermont Avenue/Artesia Boulevard
Intersection to the SW guadrant of the Harbor Transitway (I1-110) Route 91
Interchange. This change is required to meet the existing and future
transportation demand due to a steady and significant growth in the demand for
transportation in this corridor. Aside from the no build alternative, there
was the original chosen alternative which was rejected as being too small and
provided no room for expansion. The topography of the project area is flat
and the surrounding area is fully urbanized.

Determination: An Initial Study has been prepared by the California
Department of Transportation. On the basis of this study it is determined
that the proposed action will not have a significant effect upon the
environment for the following reasons:

1. There will be no adverse effects on businesses residences, schools,
or public facilities, neighborhoods, employment, or the area econcomy.

2. No unique or significant natural features, including but not limited
to, plant life, animal life, its habitat or movement, will be

adversely affected.

3. No archaeological, cultural or historic properties, park lands,
recreation or scenic areas will be affected.

4. No impacts on noise, air quality or water quality will occur within
"the project improvement area.

5. The action will not create any unplanned growth or reguire public
services beyond those proposed for the near future.

6. There will be no effect on prime agricultural land, nor any
floodplain encroachment.

M/fg/ %"ff’

'BAXTER Date
D15tr1ct Director
California Department of Transportation
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I-110 Transitway

Artesia Transit Center

Initial Study/Environmental Assessment

L. Need For Transportation Improvements

A. Introduction

The proposed project is the construction of the Artesia Transit
Center in the southeast gquad of Vermont Avenue/Artesia Boulevard,
which is a chanée from the location that was originally proposed
in 1985. (See Figures 1 and 2). The proposed project includes a
Transit Station and a Park-and-Ride fgcility. The project will
provide a necessary location for transit patrons embarking, and
debarking high occupancy vehicles. The project is in an area of
increasing residential and commercial development and promises to
reduce congestion resulting from existing and future planned
development. Due to the relatively isolated location of this
station, and its intended use as a "Regional Transit Center" the
number of patrons arriving by vehicle, both bus gnd auto, is
expecteﬁ to be relatively large, as reflected by the large number

of autos projected to be attracted to this station.

The original project site was approved in 1985. (See Figure

3). The original approved project was to be constructed in the
NW corner of the Vermont/Artesia Boulevard intersection, adjacent
to the Harbor Freeway/Transitway (I-110). The Center was planned

to use an 8-acre state-owned site. The cost of the structure



needed and related improvements would have been about $8,300,000.
The operation of the original parking lot was complicated by the
proximity of the terminus of the Artesia Freeway at the Harbor
Freeway, with the resulting volume of traffic on Artesia
Boulevard, and by the tentative joint use of the parking site by

the City of Gardena.

The main objective of the project is to:
1. Provide a regional Transit Center for the Harbor

Freeway/Transitway (I-110).

2. Reduce congestion on I-110 Freeway/Transitway by removing

between 300 and 700 cars system wide during peak hour.



[&
KERN COUNTY o
1

- amd

K)CASTAIC

) PALMDALE i
)

LOCAT/0/ QOF

VENTURA A

ay ROLECT
COUNTY m ! /
E== m PASADENA k
BN A DT
) LO?ANGELES sy, 10/ '
‘e | SANTA MONIC @ e
e L\ ),/ ORANGE  COUNTY
Cég .
<
<
REC/IONAL COCHT7ON
' . COUNTV CF LOS ANGELES
U2z J



B 2

&
AVMAVOHE

6 |

!

o i

%oﬁ:o_“_ _m
. o

= s “CEyou3nald 4

wTH

HOBHVH

§ A s
- [ e

Lo T
LI 1 I T
T 0avIB0

HIHOMS

I-4

AUWTESIA BOLLEVZRD ARASELT

INOWH3IA ” m
e 3
B || Sy m L ;
g oot B (AW al5aR 1
A BT eu_m - = (Y S MO AN
| AV Pl wmz._m. ia|H. (o= [ muzo.# ng HIBNAZ]! >ho..,. 5 HE
A = . Ay ~[Fva " El u.uh kS 1M_.. nd T d_ﬂ. | v ik el
s e B CE = P AN owon v — g5 3 Erinal §HE -1--
| p s 5 oy B P i o L I ,
i o A R 2 005 L8] o E .
W1  3IONYAEON FDN AN -2 I I PO A SEY A aﬂﬁ_ﬂ . S
- -t N R 33 = LI o= ~ 2 AyIAY !
A v i AV o TIVaTIvR . wmh 3 o -
a 1 ™ 1 s
I va a3z |2 8 I e » bl i W = Bled 3| moriva y
| ww b & M—.m WM ; Sl TR oy E |, '
i | - ] 0 £] mM R.:_u v{H )5 ail -ﬁla«.. m ] W__ o :i:.._n \
= 2] = S A B it 3
PR A el | T P D ok oL |
I...M -~ Sl - anwe favson] A - X L livion U
AY NUILS3IM =
f.l.l.._..-l|.lk|vm.w.|..w.ll |.;.:_..||__»
. o WvLivenvi 5, 2 ' H——
- T SMIBONY UG | f=—e ml §
£is [TERELTTT] ﬂ — . o
H JouanvEa |- ) T =
. ROV, | [Moriing 4 &
) Wi ¥ u. IEHH.?.._ 3 m m
A 3015717 : HEEE Iy &
X SYWH |55, 2 ®_ | wlsven 4 [3SVVH
i ) H
x5 : HT H ¢
. x| Y, “ L 3
= K G A ©
AV il &) ) 1
Lad || M- T T i..,..—.l -‘w_..mf -4
sy [ e il W | )



4 EVISED BY
- . DATE REISED

DATE™

p—

CALCL ATED/
DESIGNED BY
CHECKED BY ). |-

L. ]
.-‘.\
s
oL

, PROJECT E

. e

-_DEPAR: ENT OF TRANSPOR, )

| & &ftrans

OF CK,. SORNIA

o

| . -wﬁ\___‘;_ﬁji N ST [ COunTy | HOUIL | lgﬁ&l ;%Egmlf; -,?-:ﬁb
7= —
(]_ /-:‘::: , REGISTERED CIvIL ENGINELA ::. .
}\_) ““‘;;g???;?"ilxmm —= || Brans AovaL palg " T T y & 4
_\h HANDICAPPED ,:3“-,‘ [ : . . ,l' Vi
(]' RS Af.//& { // | ‘ D
' == 3 | BUS/HOV ELEVATED GUIDEWAY - T o
BallC L ‘
|/ | o\ _—— g
| ) ARTES | A B B L VI . F{—: e ,zg/"ﬁ/{Erg' _ = Al |
. v b | 1 s .
‘ \ ]I/—-—_N“\w e .f~—::—‘—“'”l:: |
RTE 91 TRANSIT CENTER | e " fr———
(FINAL EIS SITE) il 7T sirio—
. = ‘ INTERCHANGE
| i
| R
t\‘—# r
(-
,_l|. |
A ;
|
L
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
l<|
m -
A
=
Ol 3
=z
4!
>
<l
mi

NOT TQ SCALE

RTE 9| TRANSIT CENTER

(ALTERNATE SITE)

i

_- | , Figure 3






II. Proposed Project Change

A. Caltrans proposes to make the following change to the
original project approved in March 25, 1985.

This is a change in location of the Transit Center site from the
NW corner of the Vermont Avenue/Artesia Boulevard intersection to
the SW quadrant of the I-110 Freeway/Route 91 Interchange. The
Center was planned to use the 8-acre state-owned site at the
Vermont/Artesia intersection and the cost of the parking
structure needed and related improvements would have been about
$8,300,000. This change is required to meet the existing and
future transportation demand due to a steady and significant
growth in the demand for transportat{on in this corridor. The
original site was too small for the needed Transit Center and
parking lot and provided no room for expansion, Caltrans will
sell the site most probably to the City of Gardena and buy the
alternative site noted above and develop it into the Transit
Center needed. Cost of R/W and development will be $11,000,000
and $5,500,000 respectively. The new site is 18+ acres and is
large enough to provide the needed 1,000 parking spaces all at
ground level along with a bus transfer and lay-over area, and
also provide expansién and conversion possibilities into an

LRT/Bus Transit Center. (See Figure 3.)

The right-of-way required from Artesia Sawdust Company is 13
acres. Artesia Sawdust Company operates several recycling firms
from this location. The owner has stated that the regquired
right-of-way would be available. Caltrans owns the remaining 5%
acres required.

TE=1.



A construction easement will be required on the adjacent property
owned by the Los Angeles County Flood Control District and access

permits required from Southern California Edison Company.

The primary purposes for the change in this project is to:
l.Provide needed parking capacity.
2.Provide room for expansion.

3.Provide direct linkage to the transitway.

C. Alternative Withdrawn From Consideration

The original proposed Transit Center site was selected in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement approved March 15,
1985. It was located on state owned property extending
along the north side of Artesia Boulevard between Normandie
and Vermont Avenue. This alternative was rejected because
the site is too small for the needed Transit Center and
parking lot and provide no room for expansion. Also the
cost is excessive at $8,300,000 fo; a parking structure and

related improvements.

B. "No Transit Site" Alternative.
This alternative would cause the Transitway to be severely
impacted by eliminating a Center at this location. This location
is considered to be a vital link in the proposed transitway
project because of its ability to attract riders from a large

area.

1I=2



III. Affected Environment

A. Physical Setting

The Transit Center proposed for this location is located in the
SW quadrant of the I-110 Freeway/Route 91 Interchange. Vermont
Avenue, an undeveloped parcel, and a residential tract are to the
west of the proposed project. The Willows Wetland, a commercial
development, and a residential development is to the north. A
Flood Control Channel is between the project and Vermont

Avenue. Southern California Edison Power Lines cross the

proposed Transit Center.

The proposed site is currently occupied by several material
recycling firms under the ownership of Artesia Sawdust Company.
Previously this site was an uncontrolled dump site for

approximately 30 years.

B. Traffic Demand

1. Surface Street Conditions
Traffic conditions along north-south arterial streets are
generally better than on east-west streets. Northbound Vermont
Avenue PM peak (4-6 PM) is 1,158 vehicles, eastbound Artesia
Boulevard PM peak (4—6 PM) is 2,423 vehicles. Parking along

arterial streets is limited or restricted.
2., Transit Service Conditions
The Harbor Freeway Corridor which extends from Western Avenue on

the west to Avalon Blvd. on the east and from the Los Angeles

III~1



Central Business District LACBD on the north to San Pedro in the
south, has a very high level of local bus service with routes on
almost every major street. Base bus service operates at 15-30
minute headways on most lines with peak period service on some of
the heavier routes increasing to 2-3 minute headways. The
majority of the service is operated by SCRTD. There will be 8
bus lines using the Artesia Center. They are numbers: 51, 351,

127, 130, 443, 444, 446 and 447.

C. Biological Setting

A biological survey and assessment has been made. The
urbanization of the study area restricts the amount of
significant animal and plant habitat that occurs within it.
Within the urbanized area, nearly all of the native biota was
removed as development occurred. The majority of the flora
consists of introduced species used for landscaping and
ornamentation. A few native plants occur in vacant areas north
of the proposed site (the Willows). A few squirrels, ground
squirrels, rabbits, skunks, and urban adapted bird species exist

in the study area. Stray dogs and cats are common.

D. Cultural Resources Setting

Federal legislation requires that efforts be made to protect
properties on or eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places (NHRP) that are within the Area of.Potential
Effects (APE). A Negative Historical Property Survey Report (HPSR)

was signed by the Federal Highway Administration in 1985 for the

TEI=2



I-110 Transitway (Original Artesia Transit Center). An HPSR was
prepared by Caltrans for the new location of the Artesia Transit
Center, and signed by the FHWA on July 15, 1988. The HPSR

certified that no historic resources are within the project area.

The proposed project does not involve any Section 4(f)

properties, wetlands, or threatened or endangered species.

E. Socioeconomic Setting

The proposed project area has five businesses on land owned by
Artesia Sawdust Products Inc. All of these businesses are owned
by or controlled by Artesia Sawdust:

(1) Artesia Sawdust; (2)Artesia Nursery Company;

(3) Chino Valley Sawdust; (4) American Disposal;

(5) American Rock Products Company.

Approximately 200 jobs would be lost. However, the owner of
Artesia Sawdust Products Company indicated he was going to
relocate to another area. The owner indicated that he was
considering selling his land to some large developefs and
would relocate only one or two companies. There are a number
of industrial parks in the area that can be purchased or
leased. The Department of Transportation will provide
relocation advisory assistance to any business displaced as a
result of the Department's acquisition of real property for
public use and reimbursement for certain costs involved in

relocation.

III-3



F. Air Quality Setting

The South Coast Air Quality Management District maintains several
field stations in Los Angeles County. The air monitoring
stations nearest the study area are located at Los Angeles CBD,
Lennox, Lynwood and Long Beach. Air quality in the study area is
variable. The Los Angeles CBD generally has poor air quality and
pollutants levels frequently exceed both Federal and State
Standards.

G. Water Quality

The study area lies within a developed urban area. Storm water
runoff is carried to existing streets and then into a storm
collector system which ultimately drains into the Los Angeles

Harbor.

H. Noise

The heavy traffic on the Harbor Freeway and Vermont Avenue
results in high levels of noise. The noise produced by the
Harbor Freeway subjects the adjacent receptors to a noise level

in excess of the FHWA design criteria of 67 dBA Le Some

ql
soundwalls currently exist on the Harbor Freeway to reduce noise

impacts.

Much of Vermont Avenue exceeds the 67 dBA noise criteria. No

noise mitigation exists along Vermont Avenue.

ITI-4



IV. Environmental Consequences

The purpose of this chapter is to describe impacts that would
occur if the proposed action were implemented. As in the chapter
on Affected Environment, the discussion is organized according to
issues. Both adverse and beneficial impacts are discussed.
Measures that mitigate adverse impacts are identified following

discussion of the impact.

This document assesses the change in location of the Transit
Center. The area of impact for this project does not extend
beyond the area assessed in the March, 1985 FEIR/FEIS for the

Harbor Freeway/Transitway (I-110).



ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST

This checklist was used to identify physical, biological, social and economic factors which might
be impacted by the proposed project. In many cases, the background studies performed in connection
with this project clearly indicate the project will not affect a particular item, A "NO" answer in
the first column documents this determination. Where there is a need for clarifying discussion, an
asterisk is shown next to the answer, The discussion is in the section following the checklist,

IF YES, IS IT
YES OR | SIGNIFICANT?
PHYSICAL. Will the proposal (either directly or indirectly): YES OR NO
1. Appreciably change the topography or ground surface No
relief features
2. Destroy, cover, or modify any unigque geologic or No
physical features?
3. Result in unstable earth surfaces or increase the exposure
of people or property to geologic or seismic hazards? Yes No'
4. Result in or be affected by soil erosion or siltation *
(whether by water or wind)? Mo
5. Result in the increased use of fuel or energy in .,
large amounts or in a wasteful manner? No
6. Result in an increase in the rate of use of any natural
resource? Yes
7. Result in the substantial depletion of any nonrenewable
resource? No
8. Violate any published Federal, State, or local standards
pertaining to hazardous waste, solid waste or litter control? Yes No*
9. Modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of the
ocean or any bay, inlet or lake? No
10, Encroach upon a floodplain or result in or be affected
by floodwaters or tidal waves? No"
11. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of surface water,
groundwater, or public water supply? Yes N°'
12, Result in the use of water in large amounts or in a
wasteful manner? No
13. Affect wetlands or riparian vegetation? No
14. Viclate or be inconsistent with Federal, State or local
water quality standards? No
15, Result in changes in air movement, moisture, or temperature,
or any climatic conditions? No
16. Result in an increase in air pollutant emissions, adverse
effects on or deterioration of ambient air quality? No*
17. Result in the creation of objectionable odors? No
18. Violate or be inconsistent with Federal, State, or local
air standards or control plans? No*
19, Result in an increase in noise levels or vibration for
adjoining areas? Yes| No"
20. Result in any Federal, State, or local noise criteria
being equal or exceeded? Yes Noil
21. Produce new light, glare, or shadows? Yes| No"
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ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST (Cont.)

IF YES, IS IT BIOLOGICAL. Will the proposal result in either

directly): YES CR SIGNIFICANT?
22, Change in the diversity of species or number of any species of
. (including frees, shrubs, grass, microflora, and aquatic
3 plants)? No"
23. Reduction of the numbers of or encroachment upon the critical
- habitat or any unique, threatened or endangered species of
: plants? No"
24. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or result in
a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing species? No
25. Reduction in acreage of any agricultfural crop or commercial
timber stand, or affect prime, unique, or other farmland of State
or local importance? No
26, Removal or deterioration of existing fish or wildlife
habitat? No"
27. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of
animals (birds, land animals including reptiles, fish and
shel | fish, benthic organisms, insects or microfauna)? No*
28. Reduction of the numbers of or encroachment upon
the eritical habitat of any unique, threatened or ,
endangered species of animals? No
29, Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in
. a barrier to the migration of movement of animals? No"
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC. Will the proposal (directly or indirectly):
30, Cause disruption of orderly planned development? No
31. Be inconsistent with any elements of adopted community plans,
* policies or goals, or the California Urban Strategy? No
32. Be inconsistent with a Coastal Zone Management Plan? No
33, Affect the location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the
human population of an area? No
34, Affect life-styles, or neighborhood character or stability? No
35. Affect minority, elderly, handicapped, transit-dependent, or
other specific interest groups? No
36. Divide or disrupt an established community? _ No
37. Affect existing housing, require the acquisition of residential
improvements or the displacement of people or create a demand for
additional housing? _ No
38. Affect employment, industry or commerce, or require the
displacement of businesses or farms? Yes No'l
39, Affect property values or the local tax base? Yes No'
40, Affect any community facilities (including medical, educational,
scientific, recreational, or religious institutions, ceremonial
sites or sacred shrines)? No
“ 41. Affect public utilities, or police, fire, emergency or other
public services? )
42, Have substantial impact on existing transportation systems or
5 "~ alter present patterns of circulation or movement of people
and/or goods? Yes| No"

V-3
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ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST (Cont.)

43, OGenerate additional traffic?

44, Affect or be affected by existing parking facilities or result in
demand of new parking?

45. Involve a substantial risk of an explosion or the release of
hazardous substances in the event of an accident or otherwise
adversely affect overall public safety?

46. Result in alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic?

47. Support large commercial or residential development?

48, Affect a significant archaeological or historic site, structure
object, or building?

49, Affect wild or scenic rivers or natural landmarks?

50. Affect any scenic resources or result in the obsfruction of any
scenic vista or view open to the public, or creaftion of an
sesthetical ly offensive site open to public view?

51. Result in substantial impacts associated with construction
activities (e.g., noise, dust, temporary drainage, traffic
detours and temporary access, efc.)?

52. Result in the use of any publicly-owned land from a park,
recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge?

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE,

53. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the
qual ity of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self=-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, reduce the number of, restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

54. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term
impact on the environment is one which occurs in a relatively
brief, definitive period of Time while long-term impacts will
endure well into the future,)

55, Does the project have environmental effects which are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? Cumulatively considerable
means that the incremental effects of an individual project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects
probable future projects. It includes the effects of other
projects which interact with this project and, together, are
considerable,

56, Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly?

IF YES, IS IT
YES OR | SIGNIFICANT?
NO YES OR NO
Yes No*
No
*
Yes No
No
No
*
No
No
No
Yes No*
No
YES OR NO
No
No
No




Earth Resources (3,4)

Seismicity and Soil Characteristics

The proposed project is located in a seismically active area.
The most prominent of the numerous faults, which have been
identified within a 100 mile radius of the proposed Artesia
Transit Center, are the San Andreas and Newport-Inglewood

geologic structures. (See Figure 4 & Table 1).
The possibility of sediment ligquefaction (when water-saturated
unconsolidated sediments behave as a fluid during an earthquake)

is potentially likely in the project vicinity.

Mitigation Measures

The following measures are included as part of the project to

offset potential adverse impacts.

4. A geotechnical report will be prepared, based on boring
results, to determine foundation requirements for the grade
separation structures, seismic design of the structures and
foundations, and foundation requirements based on the degree

of expansiveness of soil.

Ener (6

Implementation of the project will also require the consumption
of energy during the construction peribd and for maintenance
operations. In the long term, the proposed project provide for
more efficient travel, thus contributing to more efficient fuel
consumption by motorists.
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TABLE I

Major Active Faults Associated With the Following Location

Artesia Transit Center

FAULT Distance From Site(Miles)* Maximum Credible
Earthquake Magnitude
Malibu-Santa Monica| 14 T+5
Newpor t-Inglewood L 7ol
San Andreas 42 8.3
Sierra Madre 23 6.6
Whittier-Elsinore 15 7:5

*This distance is measured from the location intersection with

the faults.
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Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required.

Hazardous Materials (8,45)

An Initial Site Investigation (ISI) was conducted to determine if
any businesses have generated hazardous waste within the proposed
Transit Center right-of-way. Within the area of the Transit
Center, the Artesia Sawdust Company will be displaced. The
materials handled on site include, concrete, brick, asphalt, and
wood. The previous use of the site was an uncontrolled dump site
for approximately 30 years. A consultant, Geoservices was
contracted by the Department of Transéortation (DOT) on June 28,
1986 to perform a subsurface investigation at the site to
identify the presence and concentrations of potentially hazardous

substances that may exist in the subsurface landfill material.

The results of the chemical analyses revealed that concentrations
of pesticides, PCB's, cyanide, halogenated volatile organics and
nonhalogenated organics in the 50 soil samples were either below
California Administrative Code (CAC) and EPA limits or non-

detectable.

Various metal constituents were detected in soil samples from all
borings except CT3 and CT5 (see Figure 5). The test results were
compared to the CAC limits. Only one sample (CTl), exceeded the
upper total concentration limit and the total threshold limit

concentration (TTLC), classifying this sample and related soil
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samples, as hazardous material. The samples with the highest
metal levels were CT1 and CT2 near the site entrance and the

present vehicle maintenance area.

Mitigation Measures

The hazardous waste problem can be solved by one of two
methods: Avoiding the area between CT-1 and CT-2 located on
Boring Location Map (see Figure 4), or by excavating the
hazardous material and back filling with clean fill. The

material will then be taken to an appropriate landfill.

Floodplain Impacts (10)

None of the alternative sites encroaches upon any Base Flood
Plains or Regulatory Floodways, as defined by the Federal

Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).

Since the project does not encroach upon a flood plain, there
would be no impacts on natural and beneficial flood plain
values. The project would not support incompatible flood plain

development.
The final drainage plans will be coordinated with the Los Angeles

County Flood Control District to insure compatibility with the

existing drainage facilities.
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Water Quality (11)

Development of the proposed interchange improvements will generate
additional runoff as paved surfaces cover natural terrain. These
paved surfaces will accumulate potential contaminants (automobile-
related) which will be transported by runoff into the local
drainage system. However, as the increase in paved area and
runoff is minimal and increase in runoff is insignificant, these
contaminants will have a negligible impact on local water

quality.

Mitigation

No mitigation will be necessary.

Air Quality (16,18)

Changes in the location of any collection of automotive sources
or changes in the number of vehicles or travel speeds may

impact the microscale air quality around any given project

site. Such microscale impacts, in addition to any temporary dust
and construction equipment exhaust emissions, compfise the
primary air quality concerns for any trénsportation project.
While regional effects are minimal and accommodated within
regional air quality planning processes, increased traffic levels
may create localized "hot spots" during stagnation conditions,
immediately adjacent to the roadway. The proposed project will
reduce congestion on the freeway (I-110) and therefore reduce
emissions, which will actually create an incremental regional

benefit due to implementation of the project.

Iv-11



South Coast Air Quality Conformity Statement

On November 3, 1987, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals issued an
opinion vacating and ordering disapproval of Environmental
Protection Agency's (EPAs) previous approval of ozone and carbon
monoxide (CO) control measures for the South Coast Air Basin
(SCAB). The State Implementation Plan (SIP) for ozone and CO for
SCAB was disapproved by EPA on January 22, 1988. This project is
in an area where there is not an approved SIP currently
containing any enforceable Transportation Control Measures
(TCM's) for ozone and CO. Therefore, the conformity procedures
of 23 CFR 770 do.not apply to this project. A SIP revision has
been developed for this area by the régional air qguality and
transportation planning agencies, but that SIP revision has not
been approved by EPA. The mobile emission analysis of the area's

air quality management plan, included in the proposed SIP

revision is based on a Regional Transportation Plan (and Program)
that includes this project. Therefore, it is expected that if a
SIP revision is approved for the project area, that this project

would conform to it.

The California and National 1l-hour CO Standards will not be
exceeded, however, the California and National 8-Hour CO

Standards will be exceeded more than once at the closest

receptors. The proposed change in Park-and-Ride lot location

would have no significant impact on the ambient air quality.
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Mitigation Measures

The proposed Transit Center poses no adverse long-term air
quality impacts requiring mitigation. It is recommended,
however, that the following measure be implemented to reduce the
short-term (construction) impacts associated with the.project:
The contractor will control dust by regular watering, paving
construction roads or other dust prevention measures as per state

standard specifications.

Noise (19, 20)

A supplemental noise study was conducted for the proposed Artesia
Transit Center. The nearest first lihe receptor east of the
proposed project, (a l-story single family house) is located
across from Vermont on Cassidy Street. The existing noise level
generated by Vermont Avenue traffic was measured at €69 dBA

(Leq). Noise created by the additional traffic to the park and
ride lot is predicted to be less than 55 dBA. Therefore, there
will be no measurable increase in noise to the Cassidy Street

residents due to the transit center.

The nearest first-line receptors north of the nearest project are
the residences on 173rd Place. Existing noise levels in the rear
yards of the residences on 173rd Place was measured at 64 4BA

(L Most of the homes are protected by a 7 foot high property

eq)‘
wall. The 1 or 2 homes without existing property walls are

experiencing higher noise levels of 68 dBA (L These

eq)‘
unprotected homes are located away from the proposed construction
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and are not affected by it. The principle source of existing

noise at all of these residences is Artesia Boulevard.

Noise from the propose flyover at Artesia Boulevard is expected
to contribute between 63 to 64 dBA to the 4 houses nearest to - -
the guideway. This will result in a combined noise level of 66

to 67 dBA (Leq) at these homes.

The remaining 6 houses on 173rd Place will not be significantly

affected by the proposed project.

Since the proposed project will not be the dominant noise source
and the combined noise level is within the FHWA criteria of 67

dBA (Leq) no additional mitigation is recommended.

New Shadows and Light (21) ,

The recommended alternative and the other Transit Site
alternative that have centerline columns will cast new shadows on
the freeway. Whilg column shadows will create alternating
patches of 1igﬁt and dark, the impacts from this condition would
not be significant. Any aerial structures required for buses and
HOV's to exit the guideway will cast shadows in that location.

The impact of these shadows would not be significant.
If parking facilities are built in residential areas, the amount
of light present during evening and night hours would be

increased by parking lot lighting and automobile headlights. '
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Residents adjacent to the parking lots may be affected by

automobile headlights shining directly into home windows.

Mitigation
Nuisance would be reduced by using low shrubbery or low walls so

that vehicle headlights do not shine on windows of buildings

adjacent to or across the street from parking facilities.

Biological Impacts (22,23,26,27,29)

There will be no landscape vegetation removed during construction
of the proposed transit center. Some new landscaping will be
planted around the Transit Center. The Willows Wetland north of

Artesia Boulevard will not be affected by the proposed project.
A biological survey and assessment has been made. It was
determined that no significant biological resource was found on

the proposed site.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are necessary.

Socioceconomic Impacts (38, 39)

Five businesses owned by the Artesia Sandust Company will be
dislocated with the loss of approximately 200 jobs. The owner

indicated he would relocate only one or two of his companies.
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Mitigation
Caltrans' Business and Farm Relocation Assistance Program
provides aid in location of suitable replacement property, and

reimbursement for certain costs involved in relocation.

Impacts on Properties of Historic and Cultural

Significance, Section 4(f) and Section 106 Properties (48)

Caltrans' Cultural Resources Staff surveyed the proposed project
area. It was found that none of the properties were eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places. The proposed project
would require no land from a public pérk, recreation area, wildlife
refuge, or land from an Historic property, therefore, there would be
no Section 4(f) involvement. A Negative Historical Property Survey
was completed and approved by the Federal Highway Administration on

July 15, 1988.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are necessary.
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V. Consultation and Public Participation

A. Introduction

An interdisciplinary approach involving governmental agency
coordination and public participation in transportation planning
is an important State and Federal requirement. Public input has
been solicited since the early stages of the Harbor Freeway
Transitway Study. During the coordination process the permits
required to construct the various alternatives of the project
were identified. Additionally, the DEIR/EIS was circuiated to a
wide variety of individuals, government agencies, and private
organizations to insure that all inteéested parties could provide

input about the project.

On July 25, 1988, Caltrans held a Community Information Meeting
regarding the Artesia Transit Center Relocation proposal. The
meeting was held at the Ken Nakaoka Community Center at 1700 West
162nd Street in the City of Gardena. The purpose of the meeting
was to address the concerns of the residents of the Cassidy
Street Tract that were raised during the circulation of the
Environmental Assessment. The meeting commenced at 7:30 pm and
continued until about 9:30 p.m. Approximately 25 people
attended, including residents of the Cassidy Street Tract,
officials from the City of Gardena, Caltrans representatives, and

other interested parties.



An informational flyer was handed out to all attendees. A
Caltrans representative gave a background discussion explaining
the overall transitway project as well as the general conceptual

plan for the proposed Artesia Transit Center.

After the background discussion the meeting was opened up for
questions and concerns from residents of the Cassidy Street
Tract. Their primary concern was vehicles traveling on Cassidy
Street from Normandie Avenue to Vermont Avenue, (and vice-versa)
and crossing over Vermont Avenue to gain direct access to (or
depart from) the broposed Transit Center. Several options were
discussed to prevent Cassidy Street from becoming a thoroughfare

to and from the Transit Center. These mitigation options are:

A. Closing the Vermont Avenue entrance to Cassidy Street

altogether.

B. Temporarily closing the Vermont Avenue entrance during peak

periods only.

C. Placing a center island in Vermont Avenue, with appropriate
channelization and traffic signalization, to prevent access

to/from the Transit Center from/to Cassidy Street.

D. Allowing only right turns in and out of the Transit Center
entrance across from Cassidy Street, and diverting southbound

Vermont Avenue traffic to 182nd Street for a left turn move.



Other issues raised by Cassidy Street residents included security
at the Transit Center and noise impacts. It was the opinion of
Caltrans representatives that the RTD police would patrol the
Transit Center and park-and-ride facilities, as is the case at
the E1 Monte Transit Station. Patrols would be on a 24-hour
basis and carried out by roving police cars. (These assumptions
were later confirmed by Mr. Ben Urban of the RTD's Planning

Department.)

There was a discussion of potential noise impacts resulting from
Transit Center use and the proposed 2-way ramp connector from the
exclusive Bus/HOV guideway to the Transit Center. Caltrans'
noise analyses indicate that noise generated by buses and autos
using the Transit Center and ramp connector would have an
insignificant impact on the areas ambient noise levels. Néise
would remain dominated by traffic on the Harbor Freeway, Artesia
Boulevard, and Vermont Avenue. Nor would the proposed facilities
cause an exceedance of State or Federal Standards for Carbon
Monoxide in the area. Concern was also voiced over the
possibility of parking demand exceeding capécity at the Transit
Center. The proposed Transit Center would provide approximately
1000 + parking spaces. Caltrans and RTD.parking demand |
projections indicate that parking demand will not exceed the
initial 1000 + spaces provided. The size of the site also allows

for expansion in case of any future increases in parking demand.




Another concern raised was that of light and glare from vehicles
using the Transit Center on nearby residences. This issue was
addressed in Chapter IV of this Environmental Assessment (New
Shadows and Light). The nuisance of automobile headlights
shining directly into home windows would be reduced by using low
shrubbery or low walls. At the same time visibility of the lot
from the outside (i.e., police and local residents) would not be

impaired by low shrubs or walls.

An associated issue is that of graffiti. Residents feel that
walls surrounding the Tfansit Center could become the target of
graffiti. At present Caltrans, and other public agencies, is
experimenting with various methods to combat graffiti. These
include "anti-graffiti coatings," corrugated surfaces, water
blasting, and wet sand blasting. One of the best ways to avoid
graffiti, according to Caltrans Landscape personnel, is the use
of shrubbery. Also, if graffiti is immediately removed it tends
to have the effect of discouraging reapplication by perpetrators.
Prior to final design Cassidy Street residences will be presented
with the various ways of combating graffiti anﬁ given the

opportunity to have input into the method ultimately selected.

An informational meeting was held on September 28, 1988 at 7:00
p.m. in the Council Chambers of Gardena City Hall, 1700 West
162nd Street, Gardena. It was attended by approximately 26

individuals.
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Representing Caltrans were: David Kilmurray, Bill Charbonneau,
Cleave Govan, Jim Danley, Dick Edwards, Walter White, John Vaden,

and Elaine Hayashi.

This informational meeting was held at the request of
Councilwoman Joan Flores's office because of a concern they had
received from a resident in the area. The request also asked

that the meeting be held by the end of September.

Handouts publicizing the meeting were delivered to approximatély

400 homes and/or businesses.

An artist's rendition of the transitway at the Route 91 Freeway
and an index poster of the I-110 Freeway/Transitway were used as

visual aids.
Concerns and comments received were:

Residents living on 173rd Place without a soundwall requested
that a wall be built as part of this project. They were more
concerned with noise from Artesia Boﬁlevard réther than the
transitway. Apparently, the Real Estate agent that sold the
homes on 173rd Place, along with the Department of Water and
Power, said that a soundwall was going to be built along Route 91

from I-110 Artesia West off-ramp to Vermont Avenue.

S



A soundwall constructed along the north side of Artesia Boulevard
(LA-91) would not reduce any noise increases resulting from the
flyover or transit station. However, such a wall would probably
reduce noise levels due to Artesia Boulevard traffic, and thereby
offer some relief. Current FHWA guidelines do not allow this
type of "indirect mitigation". Mitigation is allowed for only
project generated noise. It should be noted that the flyover
would raise noise levels only 3 dBA (Leq] which is the cut off
for noise walls. All of this was recently brought to the

attention of the FHWA area engineer.

Caltrans' integrity was questioned by'a few attendees. Great
lengths of explanation were given on air quality, noise analysis,

and traffic analysis.
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
P — CALIFORNIA ’ DEPARTMENT OF
NALD R HOWE; " TRANSPORTATION
ROOM 1200, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CA 30012
485.2265

L]

TOM BRADLEY
MAYOR

July 28, 1988

Mr. Jerry Baxter

Director, District 7
Department of Transportation
P.0. Box 2304, Terminal Annex
Los Angeies, CA 90051

Attention: W. B. Ballantine, Chief

Environmental Planning Branch

HARBOR FREEWAY (I-110) TRANSITWAY - ARTESIA TRANSIT CENTER RELOCATION -
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/NEGATIVE DECLARATION

We have reviewed the Initial Study/Environmental Assessment for the
proposed relocation of the Artesia Transit Center from the northwest
corner of Artesia Boulevard (Route 91) and Vermont Avenue to the
southwest gquadrant of <the Routes 110/91 .interchange. Based on our
analysis, we concur that there is sufficient distance for storage of
left turn vehicles awaiting ingress into the proposed station parking
area driveways. This includes vehiclies from both the southbound Vermont
Avenue direction and from eastbound 182nd Street, given the turning
EE 2 / volumes shown on page IV-7. Ng understand that those projected peak
= period volumes represent an estimate based on current year patronage,
but that the proposed parking area was designed with an overall capacity
of 1,150 spaces for the year 2005, as shown in the document on Figure 3.
Thus, projected turning volumes for the design year 2005 should also be

presented and discussed in the final environmental document.

On page IV-7, your document indicates that the width and channelization
o7 Vermont Avenue and 182nd Street are sufficient to mitigate any
sarious .impacts at the two parking area driveways. Vermont Avenue, a
Major Highway, is fully improved with an 80-toot wide roadway in a
100-foot wide right-of-way, with the westerly portion within the City of
Gardena. However, 182nd Street, a Secondary Highway, is significantly
substandard 1in width east of Vermont Avenue, with approximately a
d7-foot wide roadway in an 80 to 85-foot wide right-of-way; most of
* those improvements appear to exist on the south side, which does not
?f' hot adjoin the proposed parking area. Therefore, your final document should
include a commitment by Caltrans to upgrade 182nd Street to a 7ull
Secondary Highway standards with a 70-foot wide roadway in a 90-7oot
wide right-of-way at Vermont Avenue, transitioning easterly to a 66-7oot
wide roadway in an 86-Toot wide rignt-of-way and 10 feet of sidewalk on

o
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Mr. Jerry Baxter

Page 2
July 28, 1988

each side. Also, the discussion should be expanded to fully describe
the proposed channelization concepts for both 182nd Street and Vermont
Avenue.

With the proposed installation of new traffic signals with left turn
phasing for the parking area driveways, we understand that community
representatives nhave expressed some concern regarding the potential for
motorists to use Cassidy Street, a residential street in the City of
Gardena, as a "short cut" through-route from Normandie Avenue. This
route can provide and access to the park-and-ride lot driveway on
Vermont Avenue, which is directly opposite Cassidy Street. Thus, the
final document should include a discussion of any proposed measures to
mitigate the impacts of the Cassidy Street traffic on both the proposed
intersccuion and the involved residential neighborhood.

A discussion of the possible impacts of this relocated Transit Center on
the traffic movement at the existing intersections of Vermont Avenue and
Artesia Boulevard, and Vermont Avenue and 182nd Street should also be
included in your final document, together with any necessary mitigation
measures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment for the relocated Artesia Transit Center
of the Harbor Freeway Transitway. It is hoped that these comments will
prove to be useful in developing the final document.

S. E. ROWE )
Acting General Manager

SEF:sf
(a:artesia)



City oF Los ANGELES
D . DEPARTMENT OF

BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS CALIFORNIA 7 ' PUBLIC WORKS

MEMBERS ;
— RECEIVELD BUREAU OF
EOWARD J, AVILA ENGINEERING
PRESIDENT
DENNIS N. NISHIKAWA
VICE-PRESIDENT
KATHLEEN BROWN
MYRLIE B. EVERS
STEVE HARRINGTON ;

JULoQ 1088 "I

Room 800, City HaLL

ENV. PLAN. BR. ~ Los AnceLes.CA 90012

B.J McKELVEY TOM BRADLEY

- SECRETARY ¥ MAYOR
Department of Transportation July 28, 1988

District 7, 120 So. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 20012

Attention: W.B. Ballantine

ADTERTA JRANSIT CEMTER — INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTA' ARSESGMEMT

Your letter dated July 14, 1788, invited our comments on tha
above titled environmental document. Please consider ithe

following:

1. The 188nd Streel bridgs over Dominguez Channel carries

#g tutk
b “opne traffic lane in each direction; will this be adeauste
iT the _ Transit Center is built? Should we expect szn

increase in the number of accidents at the narvow bridge?

<, 2 Figure 3 should show the location of Hoover Street as it
’ will probably affect the location of the 182nd Streest
entrance.

g 29 3. Will the City of L.A. be requested to vacate property?
&, Since 182nd GStreet is a Secondary Highway on the City's
Master Plan, the City will require that full improvements
be made in conjunction with this project. This wil?l
include dedications, street widening, 1lighting, sidewalk,
£ #‘?_ trees, storm drains and the like. Since the curve n2ar
HMoover Street has but a 400’ radius, some thought must be

given to correcting this deficiency, especially if an
entrance is to be built there.
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Dept. of Transportation

July 28, 1988

S The structural section of VYermont Avenue may not be adequate

SEe ¥ 3

recuired.

[f you require further
at (213) 548B-7715.

BJH:rs
HAR2~-9%

e Project Management

for a large increase

information please contact Fete

in bus traffic; special lanes may be

Haldiman

Sincerely,
) § . :" ..

o ] : Ci i

.{;L{’?Zt‘f_, L~ -}-'Cba”?.-bf,.b--z_,_ A
& C? _/71#

L.loyd L. Heitmeyer, District Enginesr
Harbor District

638 So. Beacon Street, Room 400

San Pecro, CA 20731

Division
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Gary S. Spivack
Director of Planning

August 1, 1988

Mr. Cleave Govan

Senior Environmental Planner
State of California
Department of Transportation
Environmental Planning Branch
120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Govan:

Thank you for providing the Scuthern California Rapid Transit District
(SCRTD) the opportunity to comment on the Negative Declaration for the
relocation of the Artesia Transit Center.

The District supports the change in Tocation of the Artesia Transit Center
site from the northwest corner of the Vermont Avenue/Artesia Boulevard
intersection to the southwest quadrant of the Harbor Transitway (I-110)
Route 91 Interchange. The original site was too small and not adequate for
the proposed operations. The proposed new lot will better meet the
District’s needs.

On the maps on page 11-2, Caltrans proposes mixed use roadways serving the
parking lot and the layover/drop off area. This mixed circulation within
the parking 1ot will subject the bus movements to auto congestion at peak
hours of the day. The District suggests that the movement of cars and
buses be separated for more efficient operation and passenger safety.

On page III-2, the reference to the SCRTD lines that are proposed to serve
the transit center is incorrect. The Tines that are proposed to serve the
center are: 51, 351, 127, 130, 443, 444, 446 and 447. Line 442, mentioned
in the Negative Declaration, will not serve the center, and Line 445 will
be cancelled when the center is opened. A new line-haul route 440 will be
instituted when the center is open that will operate between the center and
downtown Los Angeles. Line 448 is no longer operated by the District.

On page IV-7 the report refers to the expected peak hour traffic movements
turning into the Tot from Vermont Avenue. The report states that two left
turn bus movements will occur from Vermont Avenue during the peak hour and
four right turns from northbound Vermont. The District projects 32 left
turning movements and zero right turning movements. '

R
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Mr. C]éave Govan
August 1, 1988
Page 2

If you have questions regarding this or other transit-related matters,
please contact Ben Urban at (213) 972-6442.

cerely,

ry ¥. pigac

'

s e T e | i Tt e



e City oF Los ANGELES
BOARD OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FIRE

200 NORTH MAIN ST.
d LOS ANGELES. CA 90012

FIRE COMMISSIONERS
4B85-6032

HAROLD J. KWALWASSER
PRESIDENT

KENNETH S WASHINGTON
VICEPRESIDENT

R in o
EC Ely i DonaLp C. MANNING
AILEEN ADAMS
JAMES E BLANCARTE

3 Al - [ CHIEF ENGINEER
g N
ANN REISS LANE
e TOM BRADLEY ENV, PLAN. BR 3.,,\,«\4
. EVA WHITELOCK MAYOR i
4 EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT &

July 28, 1988

AND
GENERAL MANAGER

Mr., Cleave Govan

State of California

Department of Transportation
District Seven, Post Office Box 2304
Los Angeles, CA 90051

Dear Mr. Govan:
Initial Study/Environmental Assessment

Relocation of the Artesia Transit Center
Artesia Boulevard and I-110 Freeway/Transitway

The proposed project consists of the construction of a tramsit
center at Artesia Boulevard and the Harbor Freeway/Transitway
intersection in the City of Los Angeles. The project includes a
transit station and a Park-and-Ride facility.

This is a change in location of the Transit Center site from the
northwest corner of the Vermont Avenue/Artesia Boulevard inter-
section to the southwest quadrant of the 110 Freeway/Route 91
interchange.

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.
In general, the required fire-flow is closely related to land
use. The quantity of water necessary for fire protection varies
with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy, and the
degree of fire hazard.

Fire-flow requirements vary from 2,000 gallons per minute

(G.P.M.) in low density residential areas to 12,000 G.P.M. in

high-density commercial or industrial areas. A minimum residual
. water pressure of 20 pounds per square inch (P.S.I.) is to
remain in the water system, with the required gallons per minute
flowing. The required fire-flow for this project has been set
at 2,000 G.P.M. from three adjacent fire hydrants flowing
simultaneously. .
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Mr. Cleave Govan
July 28, 1988
Page 2

Improvements to the water system in this area may be required to
provide 2,000 G.P.M. fire-flow. The cost of improving the water
system may be charged to the developer. For more detailed
information regarding water main improvements, the developer
shall contact the Water Services Section of the Department of
Water and Power.

Based on a required fire-flow of 2,000 G.P.M., the first-due
Engine Company should be within 1.5 miles, the first-due Truck
Company within two miles,

The Fire Department has existing fire stations at the following
locations for initial response into the area of the proposed
development:

Fire Station 79

Single Engine Company

Staffing - 4 members

18030 South Vermont Avenue .34 miles

Fire Station 64

Task Force Station - Truck and Engine Company

Paramedic Ambulance :

Staffing - 12 members

118 West 108th Street 5.11 miles

The above distances were computed to Vermont Avenue and Artesia
Boulevard..

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

- In order to mitigate the inadequacy of fire protection in travel

S EE ;*f’distance; sprinkler systems will be required throughout any
structure to be built, in accordance with the Los Angeles
Municipal Code, Section 57.09.07.

At least two different ingress/egress roads for each area, that
will accommodate major fire apparatus and provide for major
evacuation during emergency situations shall be required.

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.

Submit plot plans that show the access road and the turning area
for Fire Department approval.

Private roadways for general access use and fire lanes, width
shall not be less than 20 feet clear to sky. -

" V=16
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Mr. Cleave Govan

July 28, 1988
Page 3

At present, there are no immediate plans to increase Fire
Department staffing or resources in those areas which will serve
the proposed project.

Access for Fire Department apparatus and personnel to and into
all structures shall be required. '

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.

DONALD O. MANNING
Chief Engineer and General Manager

) (.
(?QIﬁAAQi- bﬂ} ' (3:14Jb1<“

James W. Young, Ass;2§;;t Bureau Commander
Bureau of Fire Prevention

JWY:SJF:sas/3140E

cc: Councilwoman Joan Milke-Flores
Environmental Quality Board
Fire Department Planning Section




AUG 15 198y
STATE OF CAUFORNIA—OFFICE OF THE GOYLRNOR

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH

1400 TENTH STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Govemnor

August 12, 1988

Mr. Wayne Ballentine

CA State Department of Transportation #7
P.0. Box 2304

Los Angeles, CA 90051

Subject: Artesia Transit Center, SCH# 88071315

Dear Mr. Ballentine:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named environmental document to

selected state agencies for review. The review period is closed and none of

the state agencies have comments. 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 call Keith Lee at 916/445-0613 if you have any questions regarding
the environmental review process. When contacting the Clearinghouse in this

. matter, please use the eight-digit State Clearinghouse number so that we may
respond promptly. '

Sincerely,

[ I

Chief
Office of Permit Assistance
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The following are our comments regarding the issues raised in the

City of Los Angeles' Department of Transportation, Bureau of

Engineering, and Department of Fire letters dated July 28, 1988.

Left Turn Traffic and Channelization

Left turn traffic handling, channelization and signaling need
will be studied during the design stage of the project to
develop mitigation measures that will address everyone's

concern about the following intersections:

a. The Artesia westbound traffic at the Artesia

Boulevard/Vermont Avenue intersection.

b. Signaling and channelization at Vermont Avenue/Cassidy

Street and Vermont Avenue/Transit Center entrance.

182nd Street and Dominguez Channel Bridge Widening

182nd Street is a 4-lane Street except for the section
between Vermont Avenue and Route 91/110 which is 2-lane.
This is the section that most affects the Transit Center's
south entrance ingress/egress traffié. To facilitate this
traffic movement, 192nd Street has to be widened from 2 to
4-lanes. This will involve the widening of the Dominguez
Channel Bridge. The work can be carried out within the city
right-of-way. The project cost estimaterhas been increased

to include the street and bridge widening.

19
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Vermont Avenue Pavement Structural Section

The 2005 ADT of projeced RTD buses to and from the Transit
Station at the two entrances is 582. Even if we increase
this volume by 20% to account for Gardena buses and others
the projected ADT using Vermont Avenue do not warrant a
special bus lane. A complete evaluation of the existing
streets structural section will be done during the PS&E
preparation. If found to be deficient, the structural
section will be correctd. This can be accomplished in many
ways other than a special bus lane; e.g., a pévehent overlay
with pavement reinforcing fabric reconstruct to strengthen

structural section.

Los Angeles Fire Department Comments

All requirements of the Fire Department will be complied

Hoover Street will be included on the project map.

The separation of cars and buses will be considered at the

final design stage of the proposed project.

Comment noted.

4.
with.
5.
RTD COMMENTS
6.
y
8.

Comment noted.
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17519 So. Berendo Ave.
Gardena, CA 90248
July 25, 1988

W. B. Ballanatine

CALTRANS - Environmental Planning Branch
120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

SthECT: PROPOSED TRANSIT CENTER - SE QUADRANT OF ARTESIA & VERMONT, GARDENA
Daar Sir:

A poll of residents of Cassidy Tract reveals the following concerns:

TRAFFIC

Foremost of concerns would be the traffic generated through Cassidy Street between
Vermont and Normandie. Cassidy is a narrow residential street where increased traffic
has prompted creation of a special parking district and closure of Cassidy to through
traffic on weekends.

The significantly increased traffic the Center would generate during peak hours
would overload the capacity of the street would increase the existing difficulty of
entering or exiting the tract at either end, would make it difficult for many to
enter or exit their own driveways, and would constitute a severe danger to neighbor-
hfod children. '

We therefore request that the Transit Center plan include a center island on Vermont

and signal 1ight sequencing which would allow exit/entrance for residents but bar
through traffic on Cassidy by commuters using the center.

Traffic signals should be sequenced so as not to have the endless stream of large
trucks southbound on Vermont constantly stopping and gearing up immediately adjacent
to the tract.

SECURITY

Further, we are concerned about the security provided at the center and request
that a 24-hour patrol and adequate lighting be provided to prevent day or night use
of the center by the criminal element.

POLLUTION

A wall of adequate height along Vermont and sufficient landscaping to shield the
neighborhood from car lights, noise and the significant pollution created by the 10002
automobiles and buses would be absolutely necessary to protect the environment of the area.

Finally, we ask that representatives of the tract be included in the planning stages of
sthe traffic controls (ie signal and islands), that we be notified of the development

of or changes to such plans, and that this letter and testimony given at the
informational meeting of July 25, 1988 be made part of the official environmental
"study and report. ‘

dﬂ% L Girasy)
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Response to Ms. Betty A. Hinds, Chairperson

Comment:

Cassidy Tract Citizens Committee

Your concerns regarding traffic impacts on Cassidy Street
due to the Transit Center have been addressed in the
consultation and Public Participation Section of the
Environmental Assessment. As agreed upon at the July 25,
1988 Community Information Meeting, Cassidy Street
residents will have input at the final design stage

regarding mitigation measures for traffic impacts.

Security is addressed in the Environmental Assessment,
Chapter IV. This is in response to the issue being raised
at the Community meeting. The RTD police will patrol the
site on a 24 hour basis. This was confirmed by Mr. Ben

Urban of the RTD Planning Department.

Walls and shrubs will be utilized to prevent giare. See
Consultation and Public Participation Section of the
Environmental Assessment for details on glare, noise
impacts, and parking capacity issues. And, as stated in
Comment No. 1, Cassidy Street residents will have input on

traffic mitigation measures at the final design stage.

(Your letter is included in the final Environmental Assessment).

<
I
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Numerous comments were received from the public during the
circulation of the Environmental Assessment. Several people
called out of curiosity and often asked what a Transit Center

was. When explained they were satisfied.

A few people asked about potential noise impacts resulting from
the project, and a few were concerned about increased traffic on

Artesia Boulevard (Route 91).

Noise questions were referred to Caltrans Environmental
Investigations Unit. Traffic inquiries were referred to the
Traffic Operations Branch. These people were satisfied after
discussions with the appropriate personnel. 1In the case of noise
inquiries the Investigations Section will take additiénal
measurements to confirm past analyse§ and relay the results to

the concerned individuals.
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l, > > - . What Do You Think About The Proposal To Build A“‘
Transit Center st the Harbor Transitway (1-110) and
Route 91 (Ariesia Boulevard), in the City of Los Angeles

The Notice at right appeared ' Gilany . )
in the following publications Do You Want a Public Hearing?
on the dates indicated. : ’ @ e
L
. i 1 1
%giui‘ggsgsEgﬂlfgn) ROUTE 19 | HARBOR TRANSITWAY
July 17, 1988 € | rRoposen TRANGIT
July 21, 1988 5 s
3 i
m
Gardena Daily News i L & AVENUE
=
0@
July 13, 1988 .o .
What's Being Planned CALTRANS (California Depariment of Tronsportation) s :

July 20, 1988

proposing a Translt Center at the Harbor Transitway
. (-110) and Arteslo Boulevard (Route 91) of the SW
L quardrant of the Interchange, in the City of Los
Angeles.

Daily Breeze

z Why This Ad? CALTRANS has studied the affects this prciact moy
Jul 17 1988 \ have on the environment. Our studies show thot it will
uly r not significantly affect the quolity of the environment. 4
July 2 0, 1988 The report explains why It is called o Initicl Study/
Environmenial Assessment (IS/EA). This notice is to

fell you of the preparation of the IS/EA ond its
ovaliability for you to read ond fo offer the P
opportunity for a Public Hearng.

What's Avalable? Mops. the IS/EA and other project Infermation ore of
fhe Coltrans District Offlce, 120 8. Spiing Sireet. Los .
Angeles on weekdays B om to 4 pm.

What You Can Do? . Do you have any commenis about processing he

- project with an IS/EA? Do you disogree with the
findings of our study os set forth In the IS/EA? Would
you care to make cny comments on the project?
Would you like a Public Hearing?

Please submit your comments or requests for Public
Hearing In writing no later than July 28,1988 to:

W. B. Ballonatine
CALTRANS
Environmental Planning Branch
120 5. Spring Street -

Los Angeles, CA 90012.

i there are no mojor comments CALTRANS wil
proceed with ihe projects design ond requegt
opproval from the Federol Highway Administration
(FHWA). e e v B 5 s

Conlact For more information about this project. calk

) Cleave Govaﬁ at Calirans ] .
@13) 620246 . ‘
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B. Distribution List

The following is the list of agencies, organizations and

individuals to which this Negative Declaration and Environmental

Assessment was distributed.

Government Officials

Hon. Pete Wilson

U. S§. Senator

11111 Santa Monica
Suite 915

Los Angeles, CA 90025

Hon. Alan Cranston

U. S. Senator

5757 West Century Boulevard
Suite 515

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Hon. Glen Anderson
Congressman, 32nd District
P. O. Box 2349

300 Long Beach Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 50801

Hon. Ralph C. Dills

State Senator, 29th District
16921 South Western Avenue
Suite 201

Gardena, CA 90247

Hon. Dave Elder
Assemblyman, 57th District
245 Broadway

Long Beach, CA 90802

Mayor's Office

Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Hon. Joan Flores
Councilwoman, 15th District
Room 230, City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Hon. Kenneth Hahn ,
Supervisor, Second District
County of Los Angeles

866 Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

EIS Coordinator
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX15 Fremont Street

‘San Francisco, CA 94105

EIS Coordinator

Urban Mass Transportation
Administration (UMTA)

211 Main Street

San Francisco, CA 94111

Director

Office of Environmental
Project Review

Department of the Interior
18th and "C" Streets, NW

Washington, D. C. 20240

Area Director Department of
Housing and Urban Development
2500 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 50057

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Services
24000 Avila Road
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

Assistant Secretary for Health
and Science Affairs

HEW North Building

Department of Health, and
Human Services

Washington, D. C. 20202




Federal Agencies

Director

Division of NEPA Affairs

U. S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Room 4G085

Washington, D.C. 20585

U.s.D.A. S.C.S

1523 E. Valley Parkway
Suite 213

Escondito, CA 92027

State Agencies

State Clearinghouse

Office of the Governor

Office of Planning and Research
1400 Tenth Street, Room 108
Sacramento, CA 55814

Note: State Clearinghouse will
distribute the Draft EIR/EIS
to the following State
agencies for their comments.

Director

Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. William C. Lockett

Chief, Evaluation and Planning
State Air Resources Board

1709 Eleventh Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Rich Decuir

Air Resources Board
1800 15th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Region 4

107 South Broadway, Room 9026

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Executive Officer
State Lands Commission
20 Twelfth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

v-26

Mr. Dave Williamson

Department of Housing and
Community Development

921 Tenth Street, 6th Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Secretary

Resources Agency

13th Floor, 1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Director

Department of Conservation
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Director
Department of Public Health
744 P Street

‘Sacramento, CA 95814

Chief

Vehicle Emission Control Program
Air Resources Board

9528 Telstar Avenue

El Monte, CA 91731.

Chief Land Agent

Real Estate Service Division
Department of General Services
915 Capitol Mall, Room 110
Sacramento, CA 95814

Department of Fish and Game
Region V .

330 Golden Shore, Suite 350
Long Beach, CA 90802

Department of Rehabilitation
3407 W. 6th Street _
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Public Utilities Commission
Room 5109

107 South Broadway

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Air Resources Board
P.0O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812



State Agencies (contd.)

California Highway Patrol
Southern Division

437 N. Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles, C 90004

Office of Planning and Research

1400 Tenth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

--END OF STATE CLEARINGHOQUSE
DISTRIBUTION

Local and Regional Agencies

Mr. Jim Gosnell

Director of Transportation
Planning

Southern California
Association of Governments

600 South Commonwealth Avenue

Suite 1000

Los Angeles, CA 90005

Los Angeles County Fire Department
P.0. box 3008

Los Angeles, CA 50051

Attn: Fire Prevention Bureau

Sheriff Department
County of Los Angeles
Hall of Justice

211 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CAR 90012

Mr. T. A. Tidemanson
Road Commissioner

P. 0. Box 1460
Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Los Angeles County Flood
Control District

P. O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Mr. O. N. Murdoch

Director of Regional Planning
Planning Commission

1390 Hall of Records

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

v-27

Los Angeles County Road
Department

P. O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

9150 Flair Drive

El Monte, CA 91731

Los Angeles County Commission
for the Handicapped

500 West Temple

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Neil Peterson

Executive Director

Los Angeles County
Transportation Commission

403 W/ Eighth Street

"Suite 500

Los Angeles, Ca 90013

Los Angeles Community
Redevelopment Agency
727 West 7th Street
Suite 300

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Chief Administrative Officer
City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. S. E. Rowe

Acting General Manager
Department of Transportation
Room 1200, City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Department of Public Works
Bureau of Street Maintenance
Room 800, City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Department of Recreation and Parks
Administrative Offices Manager
City of Los Angeles

200 North Maine Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Local and Regional Agencies
(contd.)

Building and Safety Department
City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Planning Department
Citywide Planning Division
Environmental Quality Board
City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Los Angeles Fire Department
200 North Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Department of Water and Power
Administration

City of Los Angeles

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90051

Chief Legislative Analyst
City Council

City of Los Angeles

200 North Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Parking Authority

Administration of Transportation

City of Los Angeles
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Off-Street Parking Agency
Department of Transportration
City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Craig Lawson
Legislative Coordinator
Mayors Office

200 North Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

"Hon.

Mr. Robert S§. Horii

Acting City Engineer
Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering
Room 800. City Hall

200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Kenneth Topping
Director of Planning
City of Los Angeles

200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Director, Los Angeles City
Area on Aging

215 W. 6th Street

Los Angeles, CA 50014

Donald L. Dear
Mayor, City of Gardena
1700 W. 162nd Street
Gardena, CA 90247

Mr. Kenneth W. Landau
City Manager

City of Gardena

1700 W. 162nd Street
Gardena, CA 90247

General Manager

Southern California Rapid
Transit District

425 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 50013

Mr. Kenneth E. Martin
Transportation Director
Gardena Municipal Bus Lines
15350 South Van Ness Avenue
Gardena, CA 90249

Mr. Laurence Jackson
General Manager

Long Beach Transit
1300 Gardena Avenue
P.O. Box 731

Long Beach, CA 90813



Local and Regicnal Agencies

(contd.)

Mr. Ray Schmidt
Superintendent of Buses
Torrance Transit System (City)
20466 Madrona Avenue
Torrance, CA 90303

Mr. Bob Paternoster

City of Long Beach

Department of Planning
and Building

333 W. Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, CA 950802

Los Angeles Unified School
District
P.0O. Box 2298

Los Angeles, CA 90051

Ms. Niki Tennant

Administrative Assistant

15th District, City of Los Angeles
1315 1/2 West Carson Street
Torrance, CA 90501

Mr. Mike Wapner

Senior Admin. Assist.
City of Gardena

1700 West 162nd Street
Gardena, CA 90247

Greyhound Bus Lines
208 East 6th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90014

Southern Pacific
Transportation Company

610 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Sierra Club
3550 West 6th Street, #321
Los Angeles, CA 90020-2838

Mr. David D. Grayson

Automobile Club of Southern
California

2601 South Figueroa

Los Angeles, CA 950007

v-29
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Private Organizations and
Individuals

Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce
404 South Bixel
Los Angeles, CA 90026

National Association for
Advancement of Colored People
2921 West Vernon Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90008

Southern California Transportation
Action Committee

610 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Mr. Michael Malak

Daily Variety

1400 N. Cahuenga Boulevard
Hollywood, CA 90028

‘Citizens for Law in the

A TSI T YT S A T o

Public Interest
10951 West Pico Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90064

Mr. Abe Falick

Coalition for Rapid Transit
1636 West Eighth Street
Suite 111

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Mr. Dana W. Reed

Citizens Advisory Committee
on Transportation Quality

723 Radcliffe Avenue

Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

Ms. Betty Hinds
Cassidy Tract
Citizens Committee
17519 Brendo Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248

Mr. Jay Stuart
17502 Valmeyer Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248

Mr. Sherman Takata
1033 Cassidy Street
Gardena, CA 90248
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Private Organizations and
Individuals (contd.)

Mr. Mas Higashi
17509 Broadwell Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248

Mr. Dyanne Gomez
17513 Budlong Avenue
Gardena, CA 90248

Mr. Tom Hirami
1110 West Cassidy Street
Gardena, CA 90248

Mr. Sid Mikamo
1005 Cassidy Street
Gardena, CA 90148

Ms. Cheryl Ono
17332 South Merit Avenue
Gardena, CA 90247

Mr. Seigo Nakagawa
17308 Merit Avenue
Gardena, CA 90247

Ms. Ves Franklin
732 West 173rd Place
Gardena, CA 90247

Mr. George Siguero
728 W. 173rd Place
Gardena, CA 90247

Mr. Charles Jerman
755 West 173rd Place
Gardena, CA 90247

Artesia Sawdust Products,Inc.
795 West 182nd Street
Gardena, CA 90248
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C. Interdisciplinary Team

In order to carry on the day to day activities of developing and
studying project alternatives, which reflected concern for the
human and natural environment as well as for engineering details,
an interdisciplinary team consisting of people with a variety of
backgrounds in the natural sciences, humanities, planning and
engineering was developed. This team was principally responsible
for preparing this document. The list of preparers appears on
page VI-14. Notice of availability and opportunity for a Public
Hearing was published in the appropriate newspapers, and appears

on Page VII-1.



VI. Environmental Evaluation Personnel

The following people were principally responsible for preparing
this Negative Declaration/Initial Study/Environmental Assessment.

Cleavon Govan, Senior Environmental Planner
B.S. Physics, CSULA, M.S. Applied Mathematics, West Coast ;o
University, M.A. in Environmental Planning, CSUN, 1l years
experience in General and Technical Environmental Studies.

Jim Danley, Associate Environmental Planner
A.A. Contra Costa College, 14 Years Experience in Environmental
Evaluations.

John Sully, Associate Environmental Planner

B.S. History and Political Science, Santa Clara University,
M.S. Biology CSULA, 18 years experience in Biological
Environmental Evaluations.

George A. Casen, Associate Environmental Planner

(Cultural & Historical) B.A. Political Science, State University

of New York, Stony Brook; M.S. History Education; Long Island

University, Postgraduate Studies, Urban Planning, New York

University; 6 years experience in Environmental Planning

specializing in Cultural/Historical, 3 Years experience in

Transportation Planning Analysis. -

Howard Bolten, Associate Transportation Engineer
B.S. Civil Engineering, USC; 12 years experience in Physical :
Environment Evaluations.

Gene Huey, Associate Environmental Planner
B.A. CSULA, Anthropology, 15 years experience in Archaeology.

Walter White, Associate Right-of-Way Agent
B.S. Business Administration, CSULA; 8 years experience in
Right-of-Way Studies.

William Charbonneau, Senior Transportation Engineer
B. S. Civil Engineering, New England College, New Hampshire,
Registered Engineer, 31 years Civil Engineering Experience.

Mogus Brook, Senior Transportation Engineer
B.C.E. Renesse Laer, Polytechnic Institute
Troy, New York, Registered Engineer

25 years Civil Engineering Experience.

Vi-1
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V. Environmental Determination

,@§:

On the basis of this evaluation, it is determined that the
appropriate envirommental document -for the proposal is a Negative
Declaration Although the proposal could have a significant
effect on the environment, there Eill not be a significanf effect

because the mitigation measures described have been added to the

project.

Chief, Environmental Planning Branch Date
o// 07/%2/% //77//'/’
DAVI . KILMURRAY
Chle Progect Developm t Branch "A" Date
Vii-1
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