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1. INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has prepared a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) to study the proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project (proposed Project), which
would connect Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) to the Dodger Stadium property via an aerial
gondola system. The purpose of this Draft EIR is to inform stakeholders and the public of
significant environmental effects of a project, possible ways to minimize significant effects of a
project, and to determine reasonable alternatives to the project. As part of the CEQA process,
Metro began a 45-day public scoping period on October 1, 2020 which ended on November 16,
2020 (for a total of 46 days). Scoping is the process of determining the scope, focus, and content
of an EIR.

According to the Council on Environmental Quality’s State CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code
of Regulations, Sections 15082-15083), lead agencies should use a public scoping process to
help define the appropriate range of issues, and the depth and breadth of the analysis to be
addressed in a major environmental document. This report documents the lead agencies’
compliance with the scoping requirements of CEQA.

2. SCOPING PROCESS

This section documents the activities completed during the public scoping period for the proposed
Project.

2.1 NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The Notice of Preparation of the Draft EIR (NOP) announced Metro’s intent to prepare an EIR
pursuant to CEQA and requested comments from public agencies on the scope and content of
the environmental information relevant to their statutory responsibilities with regard to the
proposed Project, in accordance with California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15082(b).
In addition, the NOP provided formal notice of the opportunity to comment in writing and/or at the
Virtual Scoping Meeting.

The NOP was sent to the State Clearinghouse and was posted at the Los Angeles County Clerk’s
Office on September 29, 2020. A copy of the NOP is included as Attachment A.

2.2 NOP MAILINGS

The NOP for the proposed Project was released on October 1, 2020. The NOP was mailed to
state, regional, and local agencies, elected officials, neighborhood councils, interested parties,
and tribal governments. A total of 123 NOPs were mailed. A copy of the NOP Mailing List is
included as Attachment B.

In addition, the NOP was emailed to eight interested parties. A copy of the NOP Email List is
included as Attachment H.

A 5" H x 6” W color NOP Postcard was mailed to property owners or occupants located within
500 feet of the Project area. A copy of the NOP Postcard is included as Attachment C. A total of
1,162 NOP Postcards were mailed to the 500 Foot Radius Mailing List, a copy of which is included
as Attachment D, along with a map defining the 500 foot radius.

The NOP and NOP Postcard provided a brief description of the proposed Project, details on how
to provide input during the public scoping period, and details on the date and time for the Virtual
Scoping Meeting. The notice was written in English, Spanish, and Chinese.
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2.3 PRINT ADVERTISEMENTS

Notice that the NOP was released and information on how to participate in the public scoping
period were published in the following newspapers:

Newspaper Run Date
Los Angeles Times 10/1/2020
Chinese Daily (Chinese language) 10/1/2020
La Opinion (Spanish language) 10/1/2020

A copy of the NOP Newspaper Advertisements is included as Attachment I.

24 VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE

Information on the proposed Project was made available to the public online through a “Virtual
Open House” website hosted at LAARTVvirtualopenhouse.org. The Virtual Open House website
was accessible during the duration of the public scoping period and provided information on the
Project and an opportunity for the public to provide comments via the website. The materials that
were Included in the Virtual Open House are included as Attachment E.

2.5 PROJECT SPONSOR WEBSITE

During the public scoping period, the Project Sponsor’s website included the latest overview of
the proposed Project, and its status, and Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs). The Project
website is accessible through this link: https://www.laart.la.

2.6 METRO WEBSITE

Metro maintains a website for the proposed Project, including proposed Project status, updates,
and links to documents. The website is accessible through this link:
https://www.metro.net/projects/aerial-rapid-transit.

3. VIRTUAL SCOPING MEETING

In conformance with CEQA requirements, Metro held a Virtual Scoping Meeting on Thursday
October 22, 2020, for agencies, organizations, and interested parties to provide comments,
concerns, and/or issues to be considered in the Draft EIR for the proposed Project. The meeting
was held from 6 to 8 pm.

The Virtual Scoping Meeting opened with a welcome and introductions of the Project team and
Project background, followed by a description of how to participate in the Virtual Scoping Meeting.
The presentation continued with an overview of the proposed Project description and review of
the scoping process, followed by an introduction to the CEQA process. The presentation
continued with more technical details on the proposed Project, including the configuration of the
Project area, the goals of the proposed Project, the Metro Community Outreach Plan and
collaboration with local communities and stakeholders, and the proposed Project design. The
presentation ended with information on how to provide formal comments, the next steps for the
proposed Project, and the anticipated timeline, followed by a public comment opportunity. The
materials from the Virtual Scoping Meeting are included as Attachment G.
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3.1 SCOPING COMMENTS

During the public scoping period, comments were collected via email, mail, at the Virtual Scoping
Meeting, and on the Virtual Open House website. A total of 305 comments were received.
Attachment F provides copies of written comments submitted during the public scoping period, a
verbatim transcript of the comments received during the meeting, and a verbatim copy of the Q&A
Box from the meeting.
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

Metro

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

DATE: October 1, 2020

TO: Agencies, Organizations and Interested Parties

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
PROJECT TITLE: Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

FROM: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC is proposing the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit
Project, which would connect Los Angeles Union Station to the Dodger Stadium property via an aerial
gondola system in downtown Los Angeles. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) is the lead agency in the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for
the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project (proposed Project) in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) statutes and guidelines, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section
21000-21178 and California Code of Regulations Title 14, Chapter 3 Section 15000—-15387). The purpose
of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the potential for environmental impacts associated with implementation of
the proposed Project, and to provide mitigation measures where required.

The purpose of this Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to notify agencies, organizations and individuals that
Metro plans to prepare a Draft EIR and to request input on the environmental analysis to be performed.
Metro is requesting comments from public agencies on the scope and content of the environmental
information relevant to their statutory responsibilities with regard to the proposed Project, in
accordance with California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15082(b). Metro is also inviting
organizations and interested parties to submit comments on the scope of the environmental document
related to the proposed Project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed Project would connect Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) to the
Dodger Stadium property via an aerial gondola system, reducing traffic congestion and expanding
mobility options for transit riders. The proposed Project would provide an aerial rapid transit option
from LAUS for visitors to Dodger Stadium, as well as the Los Angeles State Historic Park and Elysian Park,
while reducing traffic that currently impacts residents of surrounding communities, who can also utilize
the aerial gondola system to access the regional transit system accessible at LAUS. The proposed route
would travel generally along Alameda Street, Spring Street, and Bishops Road from LAUS to Dodger
Stadium. The proposed Project includes options for an intermediate station to provide additional transit
service adjacent to the Los Angeles State Historic Park and the location where the proposed Project flies
over portions of the Park (the Spring Street Alternative and Broadway Alternative). The proposed aerial
gondola system would include aerial cables, passenger stations, a non-passenger junction, towers to
support the aerial cables between the stations/junction, and gondola cabins for the passengers. When
complete, the proposed Project would have a maximum capacity of approximately 5,500 people per
hour per direction, and the travel time from LAUS to Dodger Stadium would be approximately six or
seven minutes. Public benefits being considered for the proposed Project include support for a
pedestrian bridge between North Broadway and the Los Angeles State Historic Park.



Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

Figure 1 shows the regional location of the proposed Project and Figures 2 and 3 provide an overview of
the Spring Street Alternative and Broadway Alternative, respectively. Figure 4 provides examples of
modern aerial rapid transit (ART) systems that are currently operating in several urban locations around
the world.

PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: The proposed Project would be located in the City
of Los Angeles, within or adjacent to the communities of El Pueblo, Union Station, Chinatown, Mission
Junction, Solano Canyon, and Elysian Park. The proposed Project would generally be located within the
public right-of-way, and in connection with providing additional transit service adjacent to the Los
Angeles State Historic Park, would fly over the Park, which is managed by the California Department of
Parks and Recreation, and SR-110 near Dodger Stadium. The surrounding land uses include high and
medium density residential, commercial, retail, institutional, transit-related infrastructure (road and rail),
parks and open space, and public facilities uses.

PROJECT PURPOSE: The overall purpose of the proposed Project is to expand mobility options for transit
riders through a permanent direct transit connection between LAUS and Dodger Stadium, a regional
event center, via an aerial gondola system. The proposed Project aims to reduce traffic congestion and
associated greenhouse gas emissions during game and special event days. The proposed Project provides
the potential to increase transit access for open space, parks, and the surrounding communities by
linking to the Los Angeles State Historic Park, Elysian Park, and the region’s rapidly growing regional
transit system at LAUS. Aerial rapid transit is a proven, safe, quiet, sustainable, high capacity, and highly
efficient form of transportation. The proposed Project would function as a reliable rapid transit system, a
first/last mile connector, and an iconic new regional tourist destination that offers scenic views of Los
Angeles.

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES: A “No-Build” alternative will be analyzed, where no aerial gondola system is
installed. Alternative locations for passenger stations, a non-passenger junction, and towers, as well as
potential arrangements within a non-passenger junction to allow for passengers, may be evaluated.

The proposed Project would generally be located in the public right-of-way and would commence
adjacent to LAUS and El Pueblo following Alameda Street and Spring Street in a northeast direction
through the community of Chinatown, flying over the Los Angeles State Historic Park to Bishops Road
and then flying over the SR-110 and terminating at Dodger Stadium, located in the community of Elysian
Park. Two potential alternatives for providing transit service adjacent to, and flying over the Los Angeles
State Historic Park, are being considered. In the Spring Street Alternative, near the intersection of Spring
Street and Ann Street, the aerial gondola system would travel northwest with a Park Station on Spring
Street and fly over the Los Angeles State Historic Park near the Metro L Line (Gold) right-of-way (see
Figure 2). The Broadway Alternative would fly over the Los Angeles State Historic Park near the Metro L
Line (Gold) right-of-way and continue northwest to an intermediate station at the intersection of North
Broadway and Bishops Road (see Figure 3).
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PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The purpose of the Draft EIR is to disclose the impacts of the
proposed Project on the environment. The Draft EIR will address all environmental topics listed in
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, as listed below.

e Aesthetics e Land use and planning

e Agriculture and forestry resources e Mineral resources

e Air quality e Noise

e Biological resources e Population and housing

e  Cultural and historic resources e Public services

e Energy e Recreation

e Geology and soils e Transportation

e Greenhouse gas emissions e Tribal cultural resources

e Hazards and hazardous materials e Utilities and service systems
e Hydrology and water quality o Wildfire

Mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts during construction and operation of the
proposed Project will also be identified in the Draft EIR.

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE AND VIRTUAL SCOPING MEETING: As part of the EIR scoping process, project
information will be made available to the public online through two primary means: (1) a virtual “open
house”; and (2) a virtual scoping meeting. The purpose of the virtual open house is to provide an
overview of the proposed Project, an overview of the CEQA process, and the project timeline for
environmental review. The virtual open house will be accessible to stakeholders and the public
throughout the public review period. Please access the virtual open house at
LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org or through Metro’s website at metro.net/aerialrapidtransit.

The virtual scoping meeting will be held on October 22, 2020, from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. The virtual
scoping meeting will include an introduction to the proposed Project, an overview of the CEQA process,
and the project timeline for environmental review. Stakeholders and the public may submit questions
during the online meeting. A recording of the virtual scoping meeting will be posted on the Metro
website and the virtual open house following the meeting. Please check Metro’s website at
metro.net/aerialrapidtransit to confirm the availability of and the instructions for accessing the virtual
scoping meeting.

This NOP and a fact sheet will also be available in Spanish and Cantonese via the virtual open house at
LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org and Metro’s website at metro.net/aerialrapidtransit. In addition, Spanish
and Cantonese interpretation will be available during the virtual scoping meeting.

Attendees are invited to call 213-418-3423 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting for more
information, to arrange ADA accommodations and/or to request additional translation support.
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Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

COMMENT DUE DATE: A 45-day comment period for this NOP will begin on October 1, 2020, and
conclude on November 16, 2020. Written comments on the scope of the Draft EIR, including the Project
area and description, the impacts to be evaluated, and the methodologies to be used in the evaluation,
will be accepted during the comment period and should be sent to Metro by 11:59 pm PST on
November 16, 2020 at the postal address or e-mail address below. Comments may also be submitted
through the virtual open house website at LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org.

ADDRESSES: Written or electronic (e-mail) comments may be sent to Mr. Cory Zelmer, Deputy Executive
Officer, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6, Los Angeles, CA 90012, or via email at
LAART @metro.net.

For more information, please visit metro.net/aerialrapidtransit, or please call 213-418-3423.

Page 4



Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

KERN i
COUNTY /

[
Rosem nl"d
i

Lancaster

SAN
BERNARDINO
COUNTY

VENTURA
COUNTY

LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

ORANGE
COUNTY

Figure 1:
Metro Regional Map

Page 5



Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

‘(\
ELYSIAN (ﬁ} 2
PARK \ | 2 7
% "~ \
+ ‘“ ©
% 2 %
[« 2,
ko & \
% &
SOLANO &, S
\ v & -
DODGER / AN S/
X
STADIUM \é 5 B
\ 2y BROM =
©
\
197 (,'}
4
S e \ f
T, ?
%, \
3
» % o \ L0S ANGELES STATE % \ -
% of \ HISTORIC PARK % & %
(Iébo *oezc < i \)05“ ‘pa’\ Q\QQ %\
< “ & P 2
)':‘:P Cop Ong, Pg\?'o 3 \ Q\‘\@ w o g .
"'37‘ @ T \ ‘\f-ﬁ 'y
2y
coitg / < ‘%"0 8
e s,y 841y, s e 0 D A 5
D1y 7/ % N < Je &
O & = 5
o /8 J
A MISSION o JX
N 9 Co, < N
> = g JUNCTION ) @ S
W < GES l & & %, 7]
€ g / Y, o N $
G S 2 9 T =
& CHINATOWN ! SN . R
w
S o
E / -
g A & e E
g 2 W A / ALHAMBRAAY
zd § & Fb&5,.
z S F o BOYLE HEIGHTS
z Op, o & o A
Osy g Fo= &9
X 2 & ! &
I : 4 q &
06:5‘ < e‘? )
‘%‘“c- I X
4
A L,
() (3 !
% 2
)A’oo 4"6‘ ' A
R z % N
] c :’z“ 0 005 04 02
4 f 9 w Miles
Fy -
% 21 Cesy
) Re
(6\\9) EL PUEBLO CHAVEZAVE B Existing Metro Rail Lines and Stations
{
4‘904 LOS ANGELES B Amtrak/Metrolink and Stations
Y
4
A > 7 UNION STATION 2, Proposed Project
& S § K - ;
& 7/ = e&) == == Spring Street Alternative
& 2 >
g %
e"’ %0(4\ ; Ecomy, OCTOBER 2020  Subject to Change
S ERCIAL g7
Figure 2:
Metro Proposed Spring Street Alternative

Page 6



Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

©
ELYSIAN o) 2
% (A
PARK 3 " 4
% %%
% £ %
[« 2
7“‘; QQSI \
Z K
SOLANO = Q.Q'Q
. > I
oy
STADIUM S s
h \ Zy o 2
'y \ A
e, e
R R . «
%, \ &
Z,
4
5 \ £ L0S ANGELES STATE % \ -
% = ] 3 A @
6, cp’" HISTORIC PARK < N7 &z
& S 0, Q e
", & & / & w5 &) Rt
Y Org, & ~ & A ¥
NE 5, Q 07 g / ‘\,_)e?* -
®‘ / o{i\
Ly
CO( <
LE, SN A
S Sr G“Mfgo / “':7 P\Soe N\ _\@ ~ &
% / %> < fe &
S & f= 3
A / o Ig &
o W o J&F
\'\}\1% & COLL / MISSION (& ~
W 5 “og JUNCTION % < &
W 3 < / % % % & P
2V o 2} », I
® & CHINATOWN / N e v 3
v
d
2 I <
g ~ & 4‘”’:\@
E 7 < = S J ALHAMBRAAVE
Q@ 4 e Z T A
= 2) 5 = S o L I
z S & o BOYLE HEIGHTS
z g, o F OO &
2y & _é’*' 5 /] &
Y 2 & & &
B g/ >
\94'?6‘ &
[
£ ’ A
(7S 4"6‘ l
4;00
¢ =
o ’ = - N
< = =
c B 0 005 01 02
I E fz“ Miles
%, =) 0
% o St » - .
<‘°\s>. EL PUEBLO J H4|,524y5 o Existing Metro Rail Lines and Stations
4 . .
0‘20/ L0S ANGELES = Amtrak/Metrolink and Stations
" “s» & UNION STATION - Proposed Project
& < ‘7,;/
&>
@';\ .@‘; a 'PQ; == == Broadway Alternative
S < = s,
N & < >
& s, -
@\5‘) OMMERCJAL ST

Figure 3:

Metro Proposed Broadway Alternative

Page 7



Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
October 1, 2020

Lantau Island, Hong Kong

@ Figure 4:
Metro Examples of Gondola Systems

Page 8



ATTACHMENT B
NOP MAILING LIST

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT APPENDIX OCTOBER 2022



LOS ANGELES AERIAL RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT
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Agency and Interested Party Mailing List

Organization

Type Office Name, Title Address City State Zip
Federal EPA, Region 9 - SoCal Office Steven Leonido, Director 600 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite | Los Angeles CA 90017
Agency 940
Federal Federal Transit Administration Charlene Lorenzo, Director 888 S Figueroa St Ste 440 Los Angeles CA 90017
Agency
Federal United States Post Office - Attn: CEQA Review 900 N. Alameda Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Agency Terminal Annex
Federal US Federal Aviation Administration | Raquel Girvin, Regional 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, El Segundo CA 90045
Agency Administrator Suite 150
State Agency | CA Air Resources Board Carol Sutkus, Manager, South P.O. Box 2815 Sacramento CA 95812

Coast Air Quality Planning
Section
State Agency | CA Air Resources Board Attn: CEQA Review 9480 Telstar Avenue, Suite 4 | El Monte CA 91731
State Agency | CA Dpt Of Fish and Wildlife, South | Ed Pert, Region 5 Manager 3883 Ruffin Road San Diego CA 92123
Coast Region
State Agency | CA Dpt of Parks and Recreation Armando Quintero, Director P.O. Box 942896 Sacramento CA 94296
State Agency | CA Dpt of Parks and Recreation Craig Sap, District Director P.O. Box 942896 Sacramento CA 94296
State Agency | CA Dpt of Parks and Recreation Julianne Polanco, State Historic | 1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 Sacramento CA 95816
Preservation Officer
State Agency | CA Dpt of Parks and Recreation Liz McGuire, Deputy Director P.O. Box 942896 Sacramento CA 94296
State Agency | CA Native American Heritage Christina Snyder, Executive 1550 Harbor Boulevard, West CA 95691
Commission Secretary Suite 100 Sacramento
State Agency | CA Native American Heritage Gayle Totton, Associate 1550 Harbor Boulevard, West CA 95691
Commission Governmental Program Analyst | Suite 100 Sacramento
State Agency | CA Natural Resources Agency Angela Barranco, 1416 9th Street, Suite 1311 Sacramento CA 95814
Undersecretary of the Natural
Resources Agency
State Agency | CA Natural Resources Agency Tom Gibson, Senior Counsel 1416 9th Street, Suite 1311 Sacramento CA 95814
State Agency | CAHSRA Melissa Figueroa, Chief of 770 L Street, #1160 Sacramento CA 95814
Strategic Communications
State Agency | CalOSHA, Southern California Bobby Park, Senior Safety 2 MacArthur Place, Suite 700 | Santa Ana CA 92707
ART Office Engineer
State Agency | CalOSHA, Southern California Doug Parker, DOSH Chief 1515 Clay Street, Suite 1901 | Oakland CA 94612
ART Office
State Agency | CalOSHA, Southern California Marc Sherrill, Sacramento ART | 1750 Howe Avenue, Suite Sacramento CA 95825

ART Office

Office

480
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APPENDIX A

Organization

Type Office Name, Title Address City State Zip
State Agency | CalOSHA, Southern California Mike Schopfer, Sacramento 1750 Howe Avenue, Suite Sacramento CA 95825
ART Office ART Office 480
State Agency | CalOSHA, Southern California Santa Ana Regional Manager 2 MacArthur Place, Suite 720 | Santa Ana CA 92707
ART Office
State Agency | CalSTA David Kim, Secretary of 915 Capitol Mall, Suite 350B | Sacramento CA 95814
Transportation
State Agency | CalSTA Elissa Konove, Undersecretary | 915 Capitol Mall, Suite 350B | Sacramento CA 95814
of Transportation
State Agency | Caltrans Headquarters Jim Davis, Chief Deputy P.O. Box 942873 Sacramento CA 94273
Director
State Agency | Caltrans Headquarters Toks Omishakin, Director P.O. Box 942873 Sacramento CA 94273
State Agency | Caltrans, District 7 John Bulinski, District Director 100 S. Main Street Los Angeles CA 90012
State Agency | Caltrans, District 7, Division of Env. | Ron Kosinski, Deputy District 100 S. Main Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Planning Director
State Agency | Caltrans, District 7, Office of Miya Edmonson, Branch Chief | 100 S. Main Street, Suite 100 | Los Angeles CA 90012-
Regional Planning IGR/CEQA 3606
State Agency | Dpt of Toxic Substances Control Attn: CEQA Review 9211 Oakdale Avenue Chatsworth CA 91311
State Agency | Office of Planning and Research, Scott Morgan, State 1400 Tenth Street Sacramento CA 95814
State Clearinghouse Clearinghouse Director
State Agency | Office of the Governor Christine Hironaka, Deputy 1303 10th Street, Suite 1173 | Sacramento CA 95814
Cabinet Secretary
State Agency | Office of the Governor Mark Tollefson, Deputy Cabinet | 1303 10th Street, Suite 1173 | Sacramento CA 95814
Secretary
Regional Amtrak Los Angeles Field Office Attn: CEQA Review 810 N. Alameda St., Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Agency 129
Regional RWQCB - LA Region (Region 4) Samuel Unger, Exec. Officer 320 West Fourth St, Suite Los Angeles CA 90013
Agency 200
Regional South Coast AQMD Wayne Nastri, Exec. Officer 21865 E. Copley Drive Diamond Bar | CA 91765-
Agency 4182
Regional South Coast AQMD, CEQA IGR Jillian Wong, Planning and 21865 Copley Drive Diamond Bar | CA 91765
Agency Rules Manager
Regional South Coast AQMD, Planning, Philip Fine, Deputy Exec. 21865 Copley Drive Diamond Bar | CA 91765
Agency Rule Dev. & Area Sources Officer
Regional Southern California Association of | Kome Ajise, Executive Director | 900 Wilshire Blvd., Suite Los Angeles CA 90017
Agency Governments, Transportation 1700

Planning & Programming
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Org?rr;l;:tlon Office Name, Title Address City State Zip
Regional Southern California Association of | Sarah Jepson, Deputy Director | 900 Wilshire Blvd., Suite Los Angeles CA 90017
Agency Governments, Transportation of Planning 1700

Planning & Programming
Regional Southern California Regional Rail Stephanie Wiggins, CEO 900 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1500 | Los Angeles CA 90017
Agency Authority
Local Agency | City of LA, Board of Public Works Greg Good, President 200 N. Spring Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Building and Shahen Akelyan, Assistant 221 N. Figueroa Street, 12th | Los Angeles CA 90012
Safety Bureau Chief Floor
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Building and Victor Cuevas, Assistant 221 N. Figueroa Street, 12th | Los Angeles CA 90012
Safety Bureau Chief Floor
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Building and David Thompson, Env. Affairs 221 N. Figueroa Street, 12th | Los Angeles CA 90012
Safety, Code Enforcement Bureau | Officer Floor
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Convention & Doane Liu, Executive Director 1201 South Figueroa Street Los Angeles CA 90015
Tourism Development
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Neighborhood Raquel Beltran, General 200 North Spring Street, Los Angeles CA 90012
Empowerment Manager Suite 2005
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Arthi Varma, Citywide Policy 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Planning 525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Kevin Keller, Executive Officer | 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Lisa Webber, Project Planning | 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Luci Ibarra, Major Projects 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Shana Bonstin, Community 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Planning 525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Planning Vincent Bertoni, Director 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
525
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Public Works Gary Lee Moore, Executive 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700 | Los Angeles CA 90015
Bureau of Engineering Division
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Public Works Ted Allen, Deputy City Engineer | 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700 | Los Angeles CA 90015
Bureau of Engineering
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Public Works Adel H. Hagekhalil, Manager 1149 S. Broadway, 4th floor Los Angeles CA 90015
Bureau of Street Services
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Public Works Enrique C. Zaldivar, Manager 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700 | Los Angeles CA 90015
Sanitation Bureau
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Org?rr;l;:tlon Office Name, Title Address City State Zip
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Transportation Jay Kim, Assistant General 100 S. Main St., 10th Floor Los Angeles CA 90012

Manager
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Transportation Seleta Reynolds, General 100 S. Main St., 10th Floor Los Angeles CA 90012
Manager
Local Agency | City of LA, Dpt of Transportation Tomas Carranza, Principal 100 S. Main St., 10th Floor Los Angeles CA 90012
Transportation Engineer
Local Agency | City of LA, El Pueblo de Los Arturo Chavez, General 125 Paseo de la Plaza, Suite | Los Angeles CA 90012
Angeles Historical Monument Manager 300
Local Agency | City of LA, Emergency Aram Sahakian, General 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Management Dpt. Manager 1533
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of Historic Ken Bernstein, Division 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Resources Manager 525
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of Historic Lambert Giessinger, Historic- 200 N. Spring Street, Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Resources Cultural Monuments 525
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Barbara Romero, Deputy 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Mayor of City Services 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Christopher Anyakwo, Policy 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Director / Liaison to LAFD 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Daniel Rodman, Deputy 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Director Transportation 303, MS 370
Services
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Doug Mensman, Director of 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Transportation 435, MS 202
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Jennifer McDowell, Associate 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Director of Infrastructure 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Julia Salinas, Transportation 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Manager 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Laura Krawczyk, Planning and | 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Development Manager, Office 303, MS 370
of Economic Development
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Liz Crosson, Director of 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Infrastructure 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Mayor Eric Garcetti 200 N. Spring St., MS 370 Los Angeles CA 90012
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Nicholas Maricich, Director of 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Planning and Policy 303, MS 370
Development
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Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Theadora Trindle, Planning and | 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012

Development Manager, Office 303, MS 370
of Economic Development
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor William Chun, Deputy Mayor of | 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Economic Development 303, MS 370
Local Agency | City of LA, Office of the Mayor Zachia Nazarzai, Associated 200 N. Spring Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Director, Neighborhood 303, MS 370
Services
Local Agency | City of LA, Recreation and Parks Darryl Ford, Management 221 N Figueroa Street Suite | Los Angeles CA 90012
Analyst 350
Local Agency | City of LA, Recreation and Parks Michael Shull, General 221 N Figueroa Street Suite Los Angeles CA 90012
Manager 350
Local Agency | LADWP, Environmental Affairs Jeff Carivau, Manager 111 North Hope Street, Room | Los Angeles CA 90012
1044
Local Agency | LADWP, Environmental Affairs Mark Sedlacek, Director 111 North Hope Street, Room | Los Angeles CA 90012
1044
Local Agency | LAUSD, Office of Environmental Samantha Han, Env. 333 South Beaudry Avenue, Los Angeles CA 90017
Health & Safety Compliance Administrator 21st Floor
Local Agency | Los Angeles County Registrar- Attn: BFR 12400 Imperial Highway, Norwalk CA 90650
Recorder/County Clerk Room 1201
Local Agency | Los Angeles Fire Department, Fire | Hani Malki 200 North Main Street, 16th Los Angeles CA 90012
Prevention Bureau Floor
Local Agency | Los Angeles Police Department Attention: CEQA Document 100 West 1st Street Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Headquarters
Elected 34th Congressional District Field Jimmy Gomez, Representative | 350 S. Bixel Street, #120 Los Angeles CA 90017
Official Office
Elected CA Senate District 24 Field Office Senator Maria Elena Durazo 1808 W. Sunset Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90026
Official
Elected CA Senate District 24 Field Office Steve Veres, District Director 1808 W. Sunset Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90026
Official
Elected CA State Assembly District 51 Assembly Member Wendy 1910 West Sunset Los Angeles CA 90026
Official Field Office Carrillo Boulevard, Suite 810
Elected Council District 1 Councilmember Gil Cedillo 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Official 460
Elected Council District 1 Debby Kim, Chief of Staff 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Official 460
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Elected Council District 14 Avak Keotahian, Assistant 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Official Chief Legislative Analyst 465
Elected Council District 14 Councilmember Elect Kevin de | 200 N. Spring Street, Room Los Angeles CA 90012
Official Leon 465
Elected County First District Supervisor Hilda Solis 500 West Temple Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Official
Neighborhood | Arts District & Little Tokyo NC Nancy Yap, President 1855 Industrial Street Suite Los Angeles CA 90021
Council 106
Neighborhood | Downtown Los Angeles NC Patti Berman, President P.O. Box 13096 Los Angeles CA 90013
Council
Neighborhood | Echo Park NC Darcy Harris, Chair 1226 N. Alvarado St. Los Angeles CA 90026
Council
Neighborhood | Elysian Valley Riverside NC Frank Mendoza, President 1811 Ripple St. Los Angeles CA 90039
Council
Neighborhood | Historic Cultural North NC Don Toy, Chair 200 North Spring Street, Los Angeles CA 90012
Council Suite 2005
Neighborhood | Lincoln Heights NC Gilbert Arevalo, President 3516 N. Broadway Los Angeles CA 90031
Council
Interested Ann Street Elementary School Frances Sanchez, Principal 126 East Bloom Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested California Endowment Dr. Robert K. Ross, President 1000 Alameda Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party and CEO
Interested Camacho's Don Camacho 845 N. Alameda Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Castelar Elementary School Wing Fung, Principal 840 Yale Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Cathedral High School Br. John Montgomery, Principal | 1253 Bishops Road Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Cathedral High School Martin Farfan, President 1253 Bishops Road Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Chinatown Business Improvement | George Yu 727 N. Broadway Suite 208 Los Angeles CA 90012
Party District
Interested Chinese American Museum Gay Yuen 125 Paseo de la Plaza, Suite | Los Angeles CA 90012
Party 202
Interested Climate Resolve Jonathan Parfrey, Executive 525 S. Hewitt Street Los Angeles CA 90013
Party Director
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Interested Echo Park Improvement Andrew Garsten, President P.O. Box 26896 Los Angeles CA 90026
Party Association
Interested Homeboy Industries Thomas Vozzo 130 W. Bruno Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested LA Conservancy Linda Dishman, President 523 West Sixth Street, Suite | Los Angeles CA 90014
Party 826
Interested LA Conservation Corps Wendy Butts, Chief Executive 1400 N. Spring Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party Officer
Interested Mozaic Eric Grossman, Vice President | 6100 Center Drive, Suite 750 | Los Angeles CA 90045
Party of Investments
Interested NRDC Joel Reynolds 1314 Second Street Santa Monica | CA 90401
Party
Interested Olvera Street Merchants Michael Mariscal, President W-10 Olvera Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party Association Foundation
Interested Our Lady Queen of Angels Rev. Arturo Corral, Pastor 535 North Main Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party Catholic Church
Interested Solano Ave Elementary School Jorge Parra, Principal 615 Solano Ave Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Solano Canyon Judy Kameon 725 Solano Avenue Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Solano Canyon Lydia Moreno, HCNC Board 505 Solano Avenue Los Angeles CA 90012
Party Member
Interested St. Peter's Italian Catholic Church Fr. Louis Piran, Pastor 1039 North Broadway Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Interested Thien Hau Temple ATTN: CEQA Review 756 Yale Street Los Angeles CA 90012
Party
Tribal LA Native American Indian Alexandra Valdes, Exec. 3175 West 6th Street Los Angeles CA 90020
Government Commission Director
Tribal Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Jairo Avila, Tribal Historic and 1019 Second Street, Suite 1 San Fernando | CA 91340
Government Mission Indians Cultural Preservation Officer
Tribal Gabrieleno Band of Mission Andrew Salas, Chairperson P.O. Box 393 Covina CA 91723
Government Indians-Kizh Nation
Tribal Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Anthony Morales, Chairperson | P.O. Box 693 San Gabriel CA 91778
Government Band of Mission Indians
Tribal Gabrielino/Tongva Nation Sandonne Goad, Chairperson 106 1/2 Judge John Aiso Los Angeles CA 90012
Government Street, #231
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Tribal Gabrielino Tongva Indians of Robert Dorame, Chairperson P.O. Box 490 Bellflower CA 90707
Government California Tribal Council

Tribal Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe Charles Alvarez 23454 Vanowen Street West Hills CA 91307
Government

Tribal Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Lovina Redner, Tribal Chair P.O. Box 391820 Anza CA 92539
Government Indians

Tribal Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians Scott Cozart, Chairperson P.O. Box 487 San Jacinto CA 92583
Government

Tribal Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural P.O. Box 487 San Jacinto CA 92581
Government Resource Department
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M

One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

First Last
0000 Street
City, CA Zip Code



Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project
A project proposed by Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC is proposing the Los
Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project, which would connect Los Angeles
Union Station to the Dodger Stadium property via an aerial gondola
system in downtown Los Angeles. Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency in the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Report to evaluate the potential environmental
effects associated with construction and operation of the Los Angeles
Aerial Rapid Transit Project.

How to Participate in Public Scoping: October 1to November 16
Comments must be submitted by 11:59 pm on November 16, 2020
via any of the following:

« Virtual Open House: LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org
« Email: LAART@metro.net
« Mail: Attention: Mr. Cory Zelmer, Deputy Executive Officer,
Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6, Los Angeles, CA goo12

A Virtual Scoping Meeting will be held on October 22, 2020, from 6:00-8:00 pm.
Login information for the Virtual Scoping Meeting, as well as the Notice of
Preparation, project information, and schedule update, is available at
metro.net/aerialrapidtransit.

For ADA accommodations please call 213-418-3423.

MXPXER, R ULT # metro.net/aerialrapidtransit
Para obtener informacién en espafiol, visite metro.net/aerialrapidtransit
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APPENDIX A

500 Foot Radius Mailing List

Owner/Occupant ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
OUR LADY QUEEN OF 535 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ANGELES CATHOLIC

CHURCH

LA PLAZA DE CULTURAY 501 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ARTES

PLAZA HOUSE 510 NEW HIGH ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 646 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 648 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

THE FRAMING HOUSE
DESIGN

670 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

GW MARKET 672 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SPRING ST SMOKEHOUSE 640 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
BBQ

GLORIA INCOME TAX 113 W CESAR E CHAVEZ AVE | LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SERVICE

LA NOCHE BUENA

12 OLVERA ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

TREEHOUSE ROOFTOP
LOUNGE

686 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

680 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CAMBODIA ETHNIC CHINESE
ASSOCIATION

676 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CHEVRON 901 ALAMEDA ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
CIELITO LINDO 720 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SPAAHBULOUS & MORE 668 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
METRO PLAZA HOTEL 711 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SUBWAY 701 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PLACITA CAFE

711 N MAIN ST 105

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CENTRO DE NUTRICION

668 N SPRING ST 206

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

AMAY'S BAKERY & NOODLE
CO

618 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

612 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

EASTERN INTERNATIONAL
BANK

688 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PANDA MASSAGE 685 N SPRING ST C LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
TA CHONG CO 685 N SPRING ST B LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 201 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 202 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 203 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 204 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 205 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 206 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 207 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 208 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 209 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 210 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 211 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 600 N BROADWAY 212 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 217

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 218

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 219

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 317

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 318

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 319

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 320

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 413

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 414

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 415

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 416

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 417

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 418

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 419

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 420

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 501

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 502

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 503

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 504

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 505

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 506

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 507

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 508

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 509

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 510

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 511

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 512

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 513

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 514

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 515

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 516

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 517

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 518

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 519

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 520

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 601

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 602

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 603

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 604

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 605

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 606

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 607

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 608

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 609

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 610

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 611

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 612

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 613

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 614

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 615

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 616

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 617

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 618

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 619

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 620

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 701

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 702

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 703

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 704

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 705

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 706

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 707

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 708

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 709

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 710

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 711

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 712

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 713

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 714

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 715

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 716

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 717

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 718

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 719

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 720

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 801

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 802

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 803

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 804

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 805

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 806

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 807

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 808

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 809

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 810

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 811

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 812

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 813

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 814

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 815

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 816

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 817

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 818

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 819

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 820

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 901

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 902

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 903

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 904

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 905

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 906

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 907

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant

ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 908

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 909

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 910

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 911

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 912

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 913

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 914

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 915

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 916

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 917

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 918

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 919

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 920

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1001

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1002

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1003

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1004

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1005

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1006

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1007

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1008

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1009

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1010

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1011

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1012

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1013

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1014

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1015

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1016

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1017

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1018

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1019

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1020

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1101

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1102

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1103

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1104

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1105

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1106

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1107

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1108

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1109

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1110

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1111

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1112

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant

ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1113

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1114

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1115

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1116

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1117

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1118

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1119

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1120

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1201

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1202

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1203

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1205

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1206

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1207

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1208

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1209

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1210

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1211

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1212

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1217

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1218

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1219

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1317

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant

ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1318

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1319

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1320

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1501

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1502

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1503

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1504

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1505

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1506

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1507

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1508

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1509

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1510

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1511

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1512

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1601

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1602

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1603

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1604

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1605

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1606

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1607

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1608

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1609

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1610

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1611

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

600 N BROADWAY 1612

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

WON WON MINI MARKET

700 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHOENIX INN CHINESE
CUISINE

301 ORD ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LUCKY DELI

706 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

NAM-HOA FISH MARKET

711 1/4 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

TTL MOTORSPORT

311 ORD ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant

ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP

GHOST RAMP

715 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

V S HAIR SALON

715 NEW HIGH ST E

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LINH'S BEAUTY SALON

737 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JJ'S SPA 2

733 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

HONUSQUARE

755 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

WAX PAPER CHINATOWN

736 N BROADWAY 106

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ACTUAL SIZE LOS ANGELES

741 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

THE GARAGE

742 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PERRY MCGRATH SALON

739 NEW HIGH ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LA BRISKET

736 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

THE LITTLE JEWEL OF NEW 207 ORD ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ORLEANS
ABC SEAFOOD RESTAURANT | 205 ORD ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

SHANG LEE FRESH
POULTRY CORPORATION

711 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LONGS FAMILY PASTRY

715 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

WON KOK RESTAURANT

210 ALPINE ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CBS SEAFOOD

700 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 101 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 102 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 103 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 104 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 105 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 106 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 107 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 108 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 109 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 110 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 111 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 112 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 113 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 114 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 115 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 116 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 201 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 202 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 203 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 204 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 205 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 206 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 207 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 208 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 209 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 210 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 211 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 212

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 413

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 414

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 415

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 416

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 501

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 502

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 503

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 504

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 505

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 506

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 507

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 508

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 509

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 510

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 511

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 512

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 513

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 514

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 515

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 516

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 601

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 602

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 603

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 604

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 605

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 606

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 607

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 608

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 609

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 610

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 611

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 612

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 613

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 614

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 615

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 616

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 701

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 702

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 703

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 704

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 705

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 706

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 707

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 708

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 709

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 801

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 802

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 803

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 804

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 805

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 806

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 807

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 808

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 809

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 901

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 902

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

808 N SPRING ST 903

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 904 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 905 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 906 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 907 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 908 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 909 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 808 N SPRING ST 90 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ANGIES BOUTIQUE 838 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
JOYSMOKESHOP 838 N BROADWAY A LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
MKC ACCOUNTING & 840 N BROADWAY 202 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
INCOME TAX

SHUN PHAT JEWELERY

812 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MAN CHEONG GINSENG CO

800 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PCT GINSENG & HERBS

810 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MY HOA FASHION

211 ALPINE ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

SALATHAI RESTAURANT

211 ALPINE ST 8

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

818 N BROADWAY 101

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 102 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 104 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 106 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 107 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 108 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 109 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 110 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 818 N BROADWAY 114 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ASIAN SERVICES 818 N BROADWAY 213A LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SAIGON DELI 832 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
CHINA TOWN DELI 828 N BROADWAY 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
BANK OF AMERICA 850 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

FINANCIAL CENTER

GOLDEN CROWN CO

861 N SPRING ST 231

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

UV SUPPLIES 861 N SPRING ST 222 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ANONA IMPORTS 861 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 861 N SPRING ST 209 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

KIM PHUOC JEWELRY

801 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

HONG KONG BBQ
RESTAURANT

803 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

QUEEN'S BAKERY

809 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

WING WA HING GIFTS &
ARTS CO

811 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

YANG CHOW RESTAURANT

819 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

HONG NING CO

827 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JU & WEI 833 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SEVEN FASHION 831 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 835 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

COLUMBUS PHARMACY

861 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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TRIEU-VINH RESTAURANT

859 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JADETIME E GIFTS

857 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MC KENNA BOILER WORKS

1510 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MISSION SCHOOL

201 SOTELLO ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

TRANSPORTATION

CATHAY LA INC 1501 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
BOK DTLA 1418 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
LOS ANGELES 1400 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CONSERVATION CORPS

LIVE NATION INC

1440 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

SOLSTICE MEDICINE CO

215 W ANN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

DEPICT INC

1460 NAUD ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

1401 S MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

B M SPORTSWEAR

1405 S MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

A & F DISTRIBUTING CORP

1457 N MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

TRUE VISION 1421 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ENTERTAINMENT STUDIOS

NICK'S CAFE 1300 N SPRING ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
POSSIBLE, INC 126 W ELMYRA ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

HIGHLAND PARK BREWERY

1220 N SPRING ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

AIKIDO CENTER OF LOS
ANGELES

1211 N MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LA TRADE CO

218 W ANN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JADETIME E GIFTS

1005 N MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

AMBER TRADING INC

1009 N MAIN ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

HOMEBOY INDUSTRIES

130 BRUNO ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

STARLIGHT BEAUTY SUPPLY | 1028 N ALAMEDA ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Cco

UV SUPPLIES 960 N MAIN ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
USPS ALAMEDA CARRIER 1055 N VIGNES ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ANNEX

OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 101 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 102 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 103 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 104 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 105 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 106 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 107 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 108 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 109 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 110 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 111 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 112 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 113 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 114 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 115 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 880 N ALAMEDA ST 116 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 117

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 118

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 119

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 120

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 121

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 122

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 123

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 124

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 125

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 126

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 127

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 128

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 201

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 202

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 203

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 205

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 206

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 207

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 208

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 209

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 210

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 211

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 212

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 217

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 218

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 219

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 221

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 222

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 223

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 224

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 225

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 226

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 227

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 228

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 317

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 318

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 319

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 320

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 321

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 322

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 323

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 324

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 325

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 326

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 327

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 328

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 413

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 414

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 415

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 416

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 417

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 418

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 419

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 420

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 421

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 422

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

880 N ALAMEDA ST 423

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 101

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 102

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 103

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 104

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 105

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 106

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 107

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 108

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 109

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 110

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 111

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 112

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 113

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 114

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 115

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 116

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 117

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 118

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 119

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 120

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 121

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 122

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 123

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 124

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 201

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 202

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 203

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 205

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 206

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 207

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 208

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 209

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 210

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 211

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 212

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 217

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 218

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 219

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 221

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 222

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 223

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 224

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 225

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 226

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 227

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 228

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 229

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 230

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 231

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 232

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 233

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 234

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 235

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 236

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 237

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 238

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 239

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 240

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 241

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 242

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 243

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 317

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 318

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 319

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 320

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 321

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 322

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 323

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 324

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 325

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 326

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 327

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 328

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 329

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 330

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 331

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 332

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 333

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 334

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 335

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 336

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 337

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 338

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 339

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 340

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 341

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 342

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 343

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 413

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 414

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 415

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 416

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 417

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 418

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 419

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 420

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 421

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 422

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 423

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 424

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 425

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 426

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 427

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 428

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 429

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 430

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 431

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 432

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 433

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 434

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 435

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 436

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 437

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 438

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 439

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 440

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 441

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 442

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 443

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 525

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 526

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 527

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 528

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 529

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 530

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 531

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 532

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 533

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 534

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 535

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 536

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 537

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 538

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 539

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 540

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 541

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

888 N ALAMEDA ST 542

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

UNION STATION

800 N ALAMEDA ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

THE ROYAL PAGODA MOTEL

995 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ANNA'S CLASSIC CUTS

993 N BROADWAY B

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

DR THOMAS-NI N. HWEE

993 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

FAR EAST NATIONAL BANK

977 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

GOLDEN DRAGON PARADE

823 N HILL ST, 1ST FLR

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHOENIX BAKERY

969 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

409 BAMBOO LN

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT

408 BAMBOO LN

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

DSR DESIGN INC

951 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PLUM TREE INN

913 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHO BROADWAY

942 N BROADWAY 102

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 101

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 102

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 103

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 104

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 105

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 106

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 107

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 108

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 109

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 110

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 111

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 112

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 113

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 114

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 115

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 116

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 117

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 118

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 119

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 120

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 121

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 122

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 123

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 124

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 125

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 126

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 127

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 128

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 129

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 130

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 131

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 132

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 133

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 134

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 135

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 136

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 137

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 138

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 139

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 140

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 141

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 142

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 143

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 144

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 145

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 146

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 147

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 148

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 149

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 150

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 151

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 201

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 202

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 203

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 205

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 206

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 207

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 208

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 209

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 210

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 211

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 212

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 213

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 214

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 215

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 216

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 217

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 218

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 219

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 221

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 222

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 223

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 224

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 225

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 226

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 227

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 228

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 229

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 230

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 231

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 232

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 233

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 234

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 235

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 236

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 237

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 238

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 239

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 240

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 241

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 242

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 243

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 244

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 245

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 246

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 247

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 248

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 249

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 250

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 251

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 301

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 302

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 303

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 304

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 305

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 306

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 307

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 308

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 309

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 310

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 311

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 312

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 313

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 314

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 315

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 316

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 317

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 318

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 319

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 320

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 321

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 322

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 323

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 324

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 325

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 326

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 327

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 328

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 329

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 330

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 331

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 332

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 333

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 334

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 335

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 336

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 337

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 338

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 339

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 340

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 341

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 342

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 343

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 344

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 345

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 346

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 347

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 348

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 349

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 350

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 351

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 401

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 402

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 403

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 404

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 405

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 406

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 407

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 408

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 409

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 410

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 411

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 412

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 413

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 414

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 415

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 416

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 417

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 418

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 419

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 420

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 421

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 422

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 423

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 424

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 425

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 426

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 427

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 428

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 429

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 430

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 431

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 432

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 433

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 434

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 435

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 436

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 437

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 438

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 439

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 440

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 441

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 442

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 443

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 444

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 445

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 446

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 447

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 448

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 449

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 450

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 451

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 452

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 501

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 502

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 503

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 504

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 505

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 506

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 507

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 508

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 509

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 510

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 511

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 512

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 513

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 514

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 515

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

900 N BROADWAY 516

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 517 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 518 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 519 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 520 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 521 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 522 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 523 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 524 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 525 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 526 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 527 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 528 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 529 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 530 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 531 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 532 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 533 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 534 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 900 N BROADWAY 535 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OWSLA GOODS 1001 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 411 BERNARD ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 BERNARD ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 414 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 414 1/2 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1016 DOYLE PL LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1016 1/2 DOYLE PL LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1018 DOYLE PL LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHO 87 1019 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
HUMAN RESOURCES LOS 410 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
ANGELES
MAKE ROOM LOS ANGELES | 1035 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 5 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 415 COTTAGE HOME ST 6 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 445 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 5 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 6 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 6A | LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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Owner/Occupant ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP

OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 7 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 8 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 9 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 10 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 11 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 12 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 14 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 433 COTTAGE HOME ST 15 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 425 COTTAGE HOME ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 425 COTTAGE HOME ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 425 COTTAGE HOME ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 425 COTTAGE HOME ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 425 COTTAGE HOME ST 5 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 419 COTTAGE HOME ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 419 COTTAGE HOME ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 419 COTTAGE HOME ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 419 COTTAGE HOME ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 5 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST 6 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 427 COTTAGE HOME ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1201 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CATHEDRAL HIGH SCHOOL

1253 BISHOPS RD

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ST BRIDGET CHINESE
CATHOLIC CHURCH

510 COTTAGE HOME ST

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CASA ITALIANA

1051 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ST PETER'S ITALIAN

1039 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CATHOLIC CHURCH

OCCUPANT 438 SAVOY ST 1 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 438 SAVOY ST 2 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 438 SAVOY ST 3 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 438 SAVOY ST 4 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LI HING OF HONG KONG

1231 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT

1039 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST A LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST B LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST C LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST D LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST A LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST B LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST C LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 455 SAVOY ST D LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 449 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 441 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 441 1/2 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 439 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 439 1/2 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 443 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 443 1/2 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 419 SAVOY ST LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
NUNOS USA AWNINGS 1301 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1319 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1319 1/2 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1321 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1321 1/2 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1323 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
HH HAIR 1327 N BROADWAY 101 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 102 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 103 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 104 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 105 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 201 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 202 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 203 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 204 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 205 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY 206 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1327 N BROADWAY B LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1335 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1337 N BROADWAY LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 101 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 102 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 103 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 104 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 105 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 106 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 107 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 108 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 109 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 110 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 201 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 202 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 203 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 204 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 205 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

C-26




LOS ANGELES AERIAL RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT

APPENDIX A

Owner/Occupant ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 206 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 207 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 208 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 209 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
OCCUPANT 1311 N BROADWAY 210 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

MANDARIN PLAZA

970 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

LATELY RESTAURANT

970 N BROADWAY 114

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

SOUTH WILLARD

970 N BROADWAY 205

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

SUMMIT WESTERN

970 N BROADWAY 220

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

STEEP LA

970 N BROADWAY 112

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ECKHAUS LATTA

980 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

CHINESE FRIENDS

984 N BROADWAY

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
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PURPOSE OF THIS
VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE

Provide an introduction to the
proposed Project

Provide an overview of the CEQA
process and timeline

Accept comments on the scope
of the EIR at Station 11

HOW CAN |
COMMENT DURING
THE SCOPING PERIOD?

Comments must be sent by
11:59 PM on November 16, 2020
via one of the following:

This Virtual Click a link at Station 11 and
Open House fill out a comment form

LAART @metro.net

Attention: Mr. Cory Zelmer
Deputy Executive Officer

Metro

One Gateway Plaza Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

For More Information

Please visit metro.net/aerialrapidtransit,
or please call 213-418-3423
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HOW TO
PARTICIPATE

Use your mouse to “click and drag” the
virtual room to rotate and view all materials.
Click on the buttons above each poster/video
for a full-screen view.

OPEN HOUSE
ROAD MAP

Please make sure you view our welcome
video and visit each of our 11 stations. Please
provide your scoping comments at Station 11
by 11:59 PM on November 16, 2020, which

is the close of the scoping period associated
with the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this
project.

STATION

n Examples of
Gondola Systems

STATION

Welcome

STATION STATION

How to YOU 4pe Purpose of the

Hi
2 Participate ¢ Project

STATION STATION

Spanish n . .
Materials Project Overview

STATION STATION

n Cantonese n CEQA Process +
Materials Timeline

STATION STATION

H What is Aerial m Environmental
Rapid Transit? Topics to be Studied

STATION

Provide Your
Scoping Comments




LOS ANGELES AERIAL RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT EIR|

MATERIALES
EN ESPANOL

Favor de acceder a los
siguientes materiales
en espanol:

Aviso de Preparacion
(NOP)

Hoja informativa

Grabacion de la Reunion
Virtual de Consulta
Publica Bajo CEQA

(estara disponible después
de la reunion)
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WHAT IS AERIAL
RAPID TRANSIT?

Aerial rapid transit (ART) is a proven,
safe, sustainable, high capacity, and
highly efficient form of transportation.
The proposed aerial gondola system
would include aerial cables, passenger
stations, a non-passenger junction,
towers to support the aerial cables
between the stations/junction, and
gondola cabins for the passengers.

In an aerial transit system, cabins are
suspended above grade by cables
strung between stations and towers.
The system is typically propelled by an
electrically-powered motorized wheel.
Modern applications have seen the
evolution of aerial transit technology as
a feasible mode of urban rapid transit.

The cabins would allow for sitting
or standing; would accommodate
wheelchairs, baby strollers, and
bicycles; and would be fully ADA
compliant.

Each cabin would have a security
camera on board with a feed to the

control room as well as a “push to talk”
button.




LOS ANGELES AERIAL RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT EIR|

EXAMPLES
OF GONDOLA
SYSTEMS

A ) T

La Paz, Bolivia

Lantau Island, Hong Kong London, England
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PURPOSE OF
THE PROJECT

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC is
proposing the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project.

® Expand mobility options for transit riders through
a direct connection between Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS) and Dodger Stadium, a regional
event center, via an aerial gondola system.

® Provide a permanent transit connection to
Dodger Stadium, servin% all Dodger home games
and events, increasing the percentage of Dodger
game attendees who access from public transit
connections at LAUS.

® Enhance connectivity for the surrounding
communities b?/ linking to the Los Angeles State
Historic Park, Elysian Park, and the region’s rapidly
growing regional transit system at LAUS.

® Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and aid in
improving air quality through the reduction of
vehicle miles traveled and vehicular congestion in
and around Dodger Stadium, on neighborhood
streets, arterial roadways, and freeways during
game and special event days.

® LA ART has the potential to improve air quality
and increase transit access for underserved
communities and for state and City parks.

® Provide a proven, safe, quiet, sustainable,
high capacity, and highly efficient form of
transportation that would function as both a
reliable rapid transit system and first/last mile
connector.

® Provide an iconic new regional tourist destination
that offers scenic views of Los Angeles.
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PROJECT
OVERVIEW

Project Location and Setting

City: The proposed Project would generally be located within
Los Angeles the public right-of-way, and would travel generally along
Alameda Street, Spring Street, and Bishops Road from LAUS

Communities:

El Pueblo to Dodger Stadium. In connection with providing additional
. transit service adjacent to the Los Angeles State Historic

Chinatown .

Mission Junction Park, the proposed Project would fly over the Park and

Elysian Park SR-110 near Dodger Stadium. The surrounding land uses

include high and medium density residential, commercial,
retail, institutional, transit-related infrastructure (road and
rail), parks and open space, and public facilities uses.

Union Station
Solano Canyon

Project Description

® The Project would connect Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) to the
Dodger Stadium property via an aerial gondola system, reducing traffic
congestion and expanding mobility options for transit riders.

e The aerial gondola system would include aerial cables, passenger stations,
a non-passenger junction, towers to support the aerial cables between the
stations/junction, and gondola cabins for passengers.

® The Project would have a maximum capacity of approximately 5,500
people per hour per direction, and the travel time from LAUS to Dodger
Stadium would be approximately six or seven minutes.

® Public benefits being considered for the proposed Project include support
for a pedestrian bridge between North Broadway and the Los Angeles
State Historic Park.

Proposed Route

The Project would generally be located in the public right-of-way and would
commence adjacent to Union Station and El Pueblo following Alameda
Street and Spring Street in a northeast direction, flying over the Los Angeles
State Historic Park to Bishops Road and then flying over the SR-110 and
terminating at Dodger Stadium.

Two potential alternatives for providing transit service adjacent to, and flying
over the Los Angeles State Historic Park are being considered (Spring Street
Alternative and the Broadway Alternative).

Two Potential Alternatives

Spring Street Alternative: Broadway Alternative:

Elysian Park S8IAnG. Elysian Park S8IAnG.

G Canyon ' G Canyon

N\ Los Angeles State | N\ Los Angeles State
DODGER o ' DODGER  \ riistoric Park.

5 Historic Park \ Historic Park
STADIUM By \ STADIUM %, e
\ N
R

>
”,
&
%,

s Missiof Missiol
Jun Jun
E Chinatown !
A 1

1

PR v 2 P 4
Union 1 1 Union 1
i Existirg Metro Rail Existirg Metro Rail

Chinatown

Statiol Lines and Stations Lines and Stations

Amtrak/Metrolink f Amtrak/Metrolink
and Stations and Stations

Proposed Spring Proposed Broadway
Street Alternative Alternative

In the proposed Spring Street The Broadway Alternative would fly
Alternative, near the intersection of over the Los Angeles State Historic
Spring Street and Ann Street, the Park near the Metro L Line (Gold) right-
aerial gondola system would travel of-way and continue northwest to an
northwest with a Park Station on intermediate station at the intersection
Spring Street and fly over the Los of North Broadway and Bishops Road.
Angeles State Historic Park.
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CEQA PROCESS +
TIMELINE

CEQA OVERVIEW

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies
LLC is proposing the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid
Transit Project (proposed Project). The Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) is the lead agency in the
preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the proposed Project in
accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) statutes and guidelines,
as amended (Public Resources Code, Section
21000-21178 and California Code of Regulations
Title 14, Chapter 3 Section 5000-15387).

What is the
Purpose of the
EIR?

The purpose of the
Draft EIR is to evaluate
the potential for
environmental impacts
associated with
implementation of the
proposed Project, and
to provide mitigation
measures where
required.

Notice of Preparation
October 1, 2020

WE ARE HERE

Public Scoping Period
October 1, 2020 —
November 16, 2020

v

Virtual Open House
October 1, 2020 —
November 16, 2020

v

Virtual Scoping Meeting
October 22, 2020

Distribute Draft EIR +
Notice of Availability
(NOA)

Public Review Period

Draft EIR Public Meeting

Prepare Final EIR

Final EIR Certification and
Project of Approval

File Notice of
Determination (NOD)
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ENVIRONMENTAL
TOPICS TO BE
STUDIED

The purpose of the Draft EIR is to disclose the impacts of
the proposed Project on the environment. The Draft EIR
will address all environmental topics listed in Appendix G
of the CEQA Guidelines, as listed below.

Aesthetics

Agriculture and forestry
resources

Air quality
Biological resources

Cultural and historic
resources

Energy
Geology and soils
Greenhouse gas emissions

Hazards and hazardous
materials

Hydrology and water
quality

Land use and planning
Mineral resources
Noise

Population and housing
Public services
Recreation
Transportation

Tribal cultural resources
Utilities and service systems
Wildfire
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

LOS ANGELES AERIAL RAPID
TRANSIT PROJECT

A Project Proposed by Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC is proposing the
Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project, which would connect Los
Angeles Union Station to the Dodger Stadium property via an aerial
gondola system in downtown Los Angeles. Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency in
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to evaluate
the potential environmental effects associated with construction and
operation of the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project.

WHAT IS AERIAL EXAMPLES OF
RAPID TRANSIT? GONDOLA SYSTEMS

Aerial rapid transit (ART) is a proven, safe,
sustainable, high capacity, and highly efficient
form of transportation. The proposed aerial
gondola system would include aerial cables,
passenger stations, a non-passenger junction, il
towers to support the aerial cables between the Portland, Oregon
stations/junction, and gondola cabins for
passengers. In an aerial transit system, cabins are
suspended above grade by cables strung
between stations and towers. The system is
typically propelled by an electrically-powered
motorized wheel. Modern applications have seen  BS= Helanlisia
the evolution of aerial transit technology as a
feasible mode of urban rapid transit.

i i g

La Paz, Bolivia

The cabins would allow for sitting or standing;
would accommodate wheelchairs, baby strollers,
and bicycles; and would be fully ADA compliant.

Each cabin would have a security camera on
board with a feed to the control room as well as a

“push to talk” button. :
push to talk” butto Lantau Island, Hong Kong London, England
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PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Location and Setting

City: Los Angeles

Communities:

El Pueblo
Chinatown
Mission Junction

The proposed Project would generally be located

Elysian Park
Union Station
Solano Canyon

within the public right-of-way, and would
travel generally along Alameda Street, Spring
Street, and Bishops Road from LAUS to Dodger

Stadium. In connection with providing additional

transit service adjacent to the Los Angeles State
Historic Park, the proposed Project would fly
over the Park and SR-110 near Dodger Stadium.
The surrounding land uses include high and
medium density residential, commercial, retail,
institutional, transit-related infrastructure (road
and rail), parks and open space, and public
facilities uses.

Project Description

The Project would connect Los Angeles
Union Station (LAUS) to the Dodger Stadium
property via an aerial gondola system,
reducing traffic congestion and expanding
mobility options for transit riders.

The aerial gondola system would include
aerial cables, passenger stations, a non-
passenger junction, towers to support the
aerial cables between the stations/junction,
and gondola cabins for passengers.

The Project would have a maximum capacity
of approximately 5,500 people per hour per
direction, and the travel time from LAUS to
Dodger Stadium would be approximately six
or seven minutes.

Public benefits being considered for the
proposed Project include support for a
pedestrian bridge between North Broadway
and the Los Angeles State Historic Park.

PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT

Expand mobility options for transit riders
through a direct connection between LAUS
and Dodger Stadium, a regional event
center, via an aerial gondola system.

Provide a permanent transit connection

to Dodger Stadium, serving all Dodger
home games and events, increasing the
percentage of Dodger game attendees who
access from public transit connections at
LAUS.

Enhance connectivity for the surrounding
communities by linking to the Los Angeles
State Historic Park, Elysian Park, and the
region’s rapidly growing regional transit
system at LAUS.

Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and

aid in improving air quality through the
reduction of vehicle miles traveled and
vehicular congestion in and around Dodger
Stadium, on neighborhood streets, arterial
roadways, and freeways during game and
special event days.

LA ART has the potential to improve air
quality and increase transit access for
underserved communities and for state and
City parks.

Provide a proven, safe, quiet, sustainable,
high capacity, and highly efficient form of
transportation that would function as both
a reliable rapid transit system and first/last
mile connector.

Provide an iconic new regional tourist
destination that offers scenic views of Los
Angeles.
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CEQA PROCESS + TIMELINE

What is the Purpose of the EIR?

The purpose of the Draft EIR is to evaluate
the potential for environmental impacts
associated with implementation of the
proposed Project, and to provide mitigation
measures where required.

HOW TO PARTICIPATE
IN PUBLIC SCOPING

How to Comment

October 1 to November 16, 2020

Comments must be submitted by 11:59 pm on
November 16, 2020, via any of the following:

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE

LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org

Notice of Preparation
October 1, 2020

EMAIL

LAART @metro.net

Public Scoping Period
October 1, 2020 -
November 16, 2020

MAIL

Virtual Open House

Attention: Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Learn More at a Virtual Meeting

A Virtual Scoping Meeting will be held
on October 22, 2020, from 6:00-8:00 pm.

Login information for the Virtual
Scoping Meeting, as well as the Notice
of Preparation, project information, and
schedule updates, is available at

metro.net/aerialrapidtransit. For ADA

accommodations please call 213-418-3423.

HRPXER = UNE
metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

Para obtener informacion en espanol, visite

metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

FOR MORE INFORMATION
Go to: metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

October 1, 2020 -
November 16, 2020

Virtual Scoping Meeting
October 22, 2020

Distribute Draft EIR +
Notice of Availability

(NOA)

Public Review Period

Draft EIR Public Meeting

Prepare Final EIR

Final EIR Certification and
Project of Approval

File Notice of
Determination (NOD)
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HOJA INFORMATIVA I

AVISO DE PREPARACION DE UN REPORTE DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL

PROYECTO DE TRANSPORTE AEREO
RAPIDO EN LOS ANGELES

Un Proyecto Propuesto por Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies LLC propone el Proyecto
de Transporte Aéreo Rapido de Los Angeles, que conectaria Los Angeles
Union Station con el area del Dodger Stadium a través de un sistema de
goéndola aérea en el centro de Los Angeles. La Autoridad de Transporte
Metropolitano del Condado de Los Angeles (Metro) es la agencia que
encabeza la preparacién del Reporte de Impacto Ambiental (EIR, por
sus siglas en inglés) para evaluar los potenciales efectos ambientales
asociados a la construccion y operacion Proyecto de Transporte Aéreo
Rapido de Los Angeles.

('.QUI'E ES EL TRANSPORTE EJEMPLOS DE SISTEMAS
AEREO RAPIDO? DE TELEFERICO

El transporte aéreo rapido (ART, por sus siglas en
inglés) es un medio de transporte probado, seguro,
sustentable, de alta capacidad, y altamente eficiente.
El sistema de gondola area propuesto incluiria cables
aéreos, estaciones de pasajeros, una interseccién sin
pasajeros, torres de soporte para cables entre las
estaciones/interseccion, y cabinas del teleférico para
los pasajeros. En un sistema de transporte aéreo, las
cabinas estan suspendidas en el aire por cables
conectados entre estaciones y torres. El sistema es
generalmente impulsado por un rotor eléctrico
motorizado. Aplicaciones modernas han permitido la
evolucién de la tecnologia de transporte aéreo hacia
un método viable de transporte urbano rapido.

Isla Roosevelt,
] I
La Paz, Bolivia

CABLE CABLE
(GUIA) (GUIA)

ESTACION TORRE TORRE ESTACION

Las cabinas permitirian sentarse o pararse; serian
compatibles con sillas de ruedas, carriolas y bicicletas;
y funcionarian conforme a la Ley de Americanos con
Discapacidades (ADA, por sus siglas en inglés).

Cada cabina contaria con una camara de seguridad
abordo con acceso desde el cuarto de control ademéas 1
de un botdén de comunicacion “presione para hablar”. IR SN Londres, Inglaterra




HOJA INFORMATIVA | PROYECTO DE TRANSPORTE AEREO RAPIDO EN LOS ANGELES

VISION DEL PROYECTO

Ubicacion del Proyecto y Configuracion
Ciudad: Los Angeles

Comunidades:
El Pueblo
Chinatown
Mission Junction

Elysian Park
Union Station
Solano Canyon

El Proyecto propuesto estaria ubicado dentro del
derecho de paso publico y viajaria generalmente
sobre Alameda Street, Spring Street, y Bishops Road
desde LAUS hasta el Dodger Stadium. Ademas

de proveer un servicio adicional de transporte

hacia Los Angeles State Historic Park, el Proyecto
propuesto pasaria sobre el Parque y la SR-110
cerca del Dodger Stadium. El uso de suelo de

los alrededores incluye alta y mediana densidad
residencial, comercial, de negocio, institucional,
infraestructura del transporte (caminos y ferrocarril),
parques y areas abiertas, y uso de servicios
publicos.

Descripcion del Proyecto

® El Proyecto conectaria Los Angeles Union
Station (LAUS, por sus siglas en inglés) con el
area del Dodger Stadium a través de un sistema
de gondola aérea, reduciendo la congestién de
trafico y expandiendo las opciones de movilidad
para los usuarios de transporte publico.

® El sistema de gondola area propuesto incluiria
cables aéreos, estaciones de pasajeros, una
interseccion sin pasajeros, torres de soporte
para cables entre las estaciones/interseccion, y
cabinas del teleférico para los pasajeros.

® El Proyecto tendria una capacidad maxima de
aproximadamente 5,500 personas por hora, y
el tiempo aproximado de viaje desde LAUS al
Dodger Stadium seria de seis a siete minutos.

® Los beneficios publicos considerados para el
Proyecto propuesto incluyen el apoyo para la
instalacion de un puente peatonal entre North
Broadway y Los Angeles State Historic Park.

PROPOSITO DEL PROYECTO

Expandir las opciones de movilidad para los
usuarios de transporte publico a través de una
conexion directa entre la LAUS y el Dodger
Stadium, un centro regional de eventos, via un
sistema de gondola aérea.

Proveer una conexion de transporte
permanente al Dodger Stadium, para asistir a
juegos locales de los Dodgers y otros eventos,
incrementando el porcentaje de asistentes a
juegos de los Dodgers que usen las conexiones
de trasporte publico desde la LAUS.

Mejorar la conectividad de las comunidades
cercanas conectando Los Angeles State
Historic Park, Elysian Park, y el sistema
regional de transporte en LAUS que esta
creciendo rapidamente.

Reducir las emisiones de gases de efecto
invernadero y ayudar a mejorar la calidad

de aire a través de la reduccion de millas
viajas por vehiculo y la congestion vehicular
dentro y alrededor del Dodger Stadium, calles,
avenidas, y freeways del area durante dias de
juego y eventos especiales.

El LA ART tiene el potencial de mejorar la
calidad de aire e incrementar el acceso a
transporte en comunidades con servicios de
transporte limitados y parques estatales y de la
Ciudad.

Proveer un medio de transporte probado,
seguro, silencioso, sustentable, de alta
capacidad, y altamente eficiente que
funcionaria tanto como un sistema de
transporte rapido confiable, asi como un

primer/ultimo conector de milla.

Proveer un nuevo destino turistico iconico que
ofrece vistas panoramicas de Los Angeles.
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COMO PARTICIPAR
EN LA CONSULTA
PUBLICA BAJO CEQA

¢Como puede someter sus
comentarios?
Octubre 1 a noviembre 16 del 2020

Comentarios deberan de ser sometidos a mas
tardar a las 11:59 pm del 16 de noviembre del 2020,
usando cualquiera de los siguientes métodos:

JORNADA VIRTUAL DE

PUERTAS ABIERTAS
LAARTvirtualopenhouse.org

CORREO ELECTRONICO

LAART@metro.net

CORREO

Atencion: Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Aprenda mas en la Reunion Virtual

Una reunién virtual de participacion publica
se llevara a cabo el 22 de octubre del 2020,
de las 6:00 a las 8:00 pm.

Informacion de acceso para la Reunion Virtual
de Participacion Publica, ademas del Aviso

de Preparacion, informacion del Proyecto, y
actualizaciones del calendario, estan disponibles

en metro.net/aerialrapidtransit. Para asistencia

relacionada con ADA, por favor llame al
213-418-3423.

HEDPXER - = U #
metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

For information in English, visit

metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

PARA MAS INFORMACION
Visite: metro.net/aerialrapidtransit

PROCESO CEQA +
CALENDARIO

¢Cual es el proposito del EIR?

El proposito del borrador del EIR es el de evaluar
el potencial de impactos ambientales asociados
a la implementacion del Proyecto propuesto,

y establecer las medidas de mitigacion si son
requeridas.

Aviso de Preparacién
octubre 1, 2020

Periodo de Consulta Publica Bajo CEQA
octubre 1, 2020 — noviembre 16, 2020

Jornada Virtual de Puertas Abiertas
octubre 1, 2020 — noviembre 16, 2020

Reunioén Virtual de Consulta
Publica Bajo CEQA
octubre 22, 2020

Distribucion del Borrador del EIR +
Aviso de Disponibilidad (NOA)

Periodo de Revision Publica

Reunién Publica Sobre
Borrador del EIR

Preparacion del EIR Final

Certificacion Final del EIR'Y
Aprobacion del Proyecto

Declaracion de Aviso de
Determinacion (NOD)
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ATTACHMENT F

VIRTUAL SCOPING MEETING COMMENTS
- Written
- Meeting Transcript of Oral Comments

- Q&A Box

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT APPENDIX OCTOBER 2022
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 4:.53 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter from El Pueblo Department [LAART] [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXIL:ref ]

Attachments: EIPueblo_LAART Letter_ 111620 pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Edgar Garcia [edgar.garcia@lacity.org]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 4:49 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: arturo.chavez@lacity.org

Subject: Letter from El Pueblo Department [LAART]

To Cory Zelmer,

On behalf of El Pueblo General Manager Arturo Chavez and myself as Assistant General Manager, please see attached acomment
letter as part of the NOP for the LAART DEIR.

Feel free to reach out to us at any point.
Thanks again,
Edgar Garcia

Assistant General Manager
323-377-6634

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuXIL:ref
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA

BOARD OF ‘ 3 EL PUEBLO DE LOS ANGELES
COMMISSIONERS A » "“-_n HISTORICAL MONUMENT

ARTURO CHAVEZ
General Manager

DAVID W. LOUIE
PRESIDENT

PATRICIA ALARCON
VICE PRESIDENT 125 PASEO DE LA PLAZA, SUITE 300
SERLIE COLLADO LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
SALVATORE DICOSTANZO ERIC GARCETTI TEL: (213)485-6855
FABIAN GARCIA MAYOR TDD: (213)473-5535
JESSE MAREZ FAX: (213) 485-8238

NATALIE SAMARJIAN
AARON THOMAS

11-13-2020

Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Cory Zelmer,

On behalf of the El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument Authority Department (“El
Pueblo”), thank you for the opportunity to provide comments as part of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit
Project (LAART). Apart from its role as lead agency in preparation of the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR), the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
continues to be an important partner for El Pueblo owing to our shared civic objectives and
our close proximity to Los Angeles Union Station.

The El Pueblo City Department was created by the enactment of Ordinance No. 167902 in
1992 and is charged with the powers, duties and functions relative to the operation,
management, maintenance and control of the historic 22 acre site. Our mission statement is
to “promote, safeguard, and preserve the City’'s birthplace and culturally diverse heritage
through the effective management of its commercial and historical resources and events.”

Centered around the Los Angeles Plaza, El Pueblo encompasses the oldest original
settlement of Nuestra Seriora la Reina de los Angeles as founded in 1781 by forty-four
settlers from present-day northern Mexico. The district serves as the historic and symbolic
heart of the city, celebrating the diverse origin of the city’s Native American, Spanish, African,
Mexican, Anglo-American, Chinese, Italian, and French cultures as well as other communities
spanning the early development of Los Angeles.

In 1972, the historic El Pueblo area was listed on the National Register of Historic Places as
the Los Angeles Plaza Historic District. Today, the historic district encompasses 22
contributing buildings and sites from a total of 29 resources. Numerous buildings and sites
are individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places, California Register of
Historical Resources, California Historical Landmarks as well as designated as Historic-

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER Recycable andmadefromrocydedwaske @
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Cultural Monuments by the City of Los Angeles. As one of the oldest developed sections of
the city, the general area of El Pueblo contains significant archeological resources, most
notably a section of the late 18" century Zanja Madre, the city’s first water conveyance
system and possibly oldest surviving infrastructure in the city.

It should be noted that the El Pueblo Department manages a larger area beyond the National
Register district boundaries to include park land, landscaped areas, automobile parking lots,
and public right of ways. As stated earlier, we are also in close proximity to Los Angeles
Union Station as well as the Los Angeles Civic Center, U.S. Highway 101, and private
property.

On October 8, 2020, representatives from LAART provided a project presentation at a
regularly scheduled public meeting of the El Pueblo Commission. As an informational item,
no action was taken by the El Pueblo Commission. Questions from members of the
Commission and the general public were taken with responses from the project
representatives.

We welcome continued updates and presentations from project representatives as the project
proceeds through the EIR process and commit to being in close contact with the lead agency
and associated representatives. Based on early renderings and discussions, the sections of
the El Pueblo grounds most closely in physical proximity to the proposed project development
is along Alameda Street. This section of the El Pueblo is comprised of Placita de Dolores,
Biscailuz Building, Plaza Substation, Avila Annex, Winery Building, along with associated
sidewalks (including Zanja Madre interpretive pavers), parking spaces, and landscaping.

On behalf of EIl Pueblo, thank you so much for this opportunity to provide initial comments.
You may also reach Assistant General Manager Edgar Garcia at edgar.garcia@lacity.org for
continued discussions and communication.

Sincerely,
Arturo Chavez N

General Manager

El Pueblo De Los Angeles Historical Monument
125 Paseo De La Plaza, Suite 300

Los Angeles CA 90012

(213) 485-8222

arturo.chavez@lacity.org

Cc: Office of Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti
Office of Councilmember Kevin D. Leon, Council District 14
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

October 1, 2020 Governor’s Office of Planning & Research

Cory Zelmer Oct 02 2020
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6 STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: 2020100007, Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project, Los Angeles County
Dear Mr. Zelmer:

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

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of
2014) (AB 52) amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal
cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074) and provides that a project with an effect
that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is
a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.2). Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any fribal cultural
resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice
of preparation, a notice of negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on
or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a general plan or
a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1,
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).

Both SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the
federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal
consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154
U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early
as possible in order to avoid inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and
best protect fribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as
well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with
any other applicable laws.

Page 1 of 5



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal noftification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally offiliated California Native American fribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.

b. Thelead agency contact information.

c. Notfification that the California Native American fribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.

Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).

d. A “Cadlifornia Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is

on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).

(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

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

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

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

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

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

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the fribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

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

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a fribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified fribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on
a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot
be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

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

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

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:
i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural
context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.
b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking info account the tribal cultural values
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:
i. Profecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the fraditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.
¢c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.
d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect
a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).
f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave
arfifacts shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise
failed to engage in the consultation process.
c. Thelead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources
Code §21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation fitled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices” may
be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_ CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office of Planning and
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,”  which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14 05_Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18's provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If alocal government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC
by requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(@)(2)).
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.
3. Confidentidlity: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(b))
4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:
a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures
for preservation or mitigation; or
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File" searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/.

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation

in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends
the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/2page id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. |If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known culfural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent fo the APE.

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

d. |[f asurvey isrequired to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
a. The finalreport containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.
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3. Contact the NAHC for:
a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the
Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for
consultation with tribes that are fraditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the
project’s APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the
project site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation
measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including fribal cultural resources)
does not preclude their subsurface existence.
a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for
the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.
b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions
for the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.
¢. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions
for the tfreatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health
and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., fit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and
associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

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

Sincerely,

amabuw/@*lwn,

Andrew Green
Cultural Resources Analyst

cc: State Clearinghouse
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 4:29 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Caltrans District 7 Comment Letter - Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - NOP -
SCH# 2020100007 - GTS# 07-LA-2020-03382 [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GYx8cD:ref ]

Attachments: 07-LA-2020-03382 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - NOP - SIGNED_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Higgins, Anthony@DOT [anthony.higgins@dot.ca.gov]

Sent: 11/10/2020, 12:05PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: state.clearinghouse @opr.ca.gov

Subject: Caltrans District 7 Comment Letter - Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - NOP - SCH# 2020100007 - GTS# 07-LA-2020-
03382

Greetings,
Please see the attached Caltrans comment letter for the following project:

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project — NOP
SCH# 2020100007
GTS# 07-LA-2020-03382

Best,

Anthony Higgins

Transportation Planner

Caltrans District 7, Division of Planning
100 S. Main Street, MS-16

Los Angeles, CA90012

(213) 266-3574

anthony.higgins @dot.ca.gov

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GYx8cD:ref
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7- OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING
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LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 Making Conservation
PHONE (213) 266-3571 a California Way of Life.
FAX (213) 897-1337

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

November 10, 2020

Cory Zelmer

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project —
Notice of Preparation (NOP)
SCH# 2020100007
GTS# 07-LA-2020-03382
Vic. LA-110 PM 24.729

Dear Cory Zelmer:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The proposed Project would
connect Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS), Los Angeles State Historic Park, Dodger Stadium,
and Elysian Park via an aerial gondola system, reducing traffic congestion and expanding mobility
options for transit riders. The proposed route would travel generally along Alameda Street, Spring
Street, and Bishops Road from LAUS to Dodger Stadium. The proposed Project includes options
for an intermediate station to provide additional transit service adjacent to the Los Angeles State
Historic Park and the location where the proposed Project flies over portions of the Park (the
Spring Street Alternative and Broadway Alternative). The proposed aerial gondola system would
include aerial cables, passenger stations, a non-passenger junction, towers to support the aerial
cables between the stations/junction, and gondola cabins for the passengers. When complete,
the proposed Project would have a maximum capacity of approximately 5,500 people per hour
per direction, and the travel time from LAUS to Dodger Stadium would be approximately six or
seven minutes. Public benefits being considered for the proposed Project include support for a
pedestrian bridge between North Broadway and the Los Angeles State Historic Park.

The nearest State facility to the proposed project is SR-110. After reviewing the NOP, Caltrans
has the following comments:

Based on the information provided, both the Spring Street and Broadway alternatives greatly
enhance the transportation network and help Caltrans meet its statewide goals. Caltrans
considers the following project elements to be especially important to creating an equitable
addition to Los Angeles’ transit network:

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



Cory Zelmer
November 10, 2020
Page 2

A high-quality transit option for people walking and biking to and from Elysian Park and
Los Angeles State Historic Park.

¢ A mobility hub at the Dodger Stadium station which greatly improves the accessibility to,
from, and within Elysian Park.

e A high-capacity rapid transportation option for events and games at Dodger Stadium,
which should significantly reduce noise and greenhouse gas emissions in the
surrounding neighborhoods.

e A pedestrian bridge connecting North Broadway to Los Angeles Historic Park is critical
to the project’s success, as it will allow communities North and South of the Park to
access the intermediate station regardless of which alignment is chosen.

Caltrans encourages projects of this nature that create high quality transportation alternatives
for local and inter-regional trips. State-level policy goals related to sustainable transportation
seek to reduce the number of trips made by driving, reduce Greenhouse Gas (GHG), and
encourage alternative modes of travel. Caltrans’ Strategic Management Plan has set targets of
tripling trips made by bicycle and doubling trips made by walking and public transit, as well as
achieving a reduction in statewide, per capita, vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Similar goals are
embedded in the California Transportation Plan 2040, Draft California Transportation Plan 2050,
and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Connect SoCal (2020-2045
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy). Statewide legislation such as
AB 32 and SB 375, as well as Executive Order S-3-05 and N-19-19, echo the need to pursue
more sustainable development. Projects, like the one proposed, can help California meet these
goals.

Additionally, both the Spring Street and Broadway alternatives involve the direct aerial crossing
of SR-110. As a result, the project will require extensive collaboration with Caltrans staff for
various permits and design approvals. Caltrans looks forward to reviewing the forthcoming Draft
Environmental Impact Report for additional project analysis as well as confirmation that the
project will result in a net reduction in per capita VMT.

Finally, in the spirit of cooperation, Caltrans staff is available to work with your planners and traffic
engineers for this project, if needed. If you have any questions, please contact project coordinator
Anthony Higgins, at anthony.higgins@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2020-03382.

Sincerely,
ya (Fmenasn

MI¥A EDMONSON
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief
cc.  Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

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



From: Zelmer, Cory <ZelmerC@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 8:34 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha <Fareeha.Kibriya@aecom.com>
Cc: Jusay, Anthony <JUSAYA@metro.net>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: LA Art

FYI- see attached

From: Rojas O'Shea, Cheryl@CalSTA <Cheryl.Rojas.OShea@calsta.ca.gov>

Sent: Friday, November 6, 2020 1:00 PM

To: Washington, Phillip <WashingtonP@metro.net>

Cc: Rockwell, Holly <RockwellH@metro.net>; Zelmer, Cory <ZelmerC@metro.net>; Kim, David S@CalSTA
<David.S.Kim@calsta.ca.gov>; Konove, Elissa@CalSTA <Elissa.Konove @calsta.ca.gov>; Edison, Chad R.@CalSTA
<Chad.Edison@calsta.ca.gov>

Subject: LA Art

Good Afternoon Mr. Washington,

I am attaching a letter from Secretary Kim regarding the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART). The original
letter will be mailed today.

Thank you.

Cheryl Rojas O’'Shea

Administrative Assistant

Secretary David Kim

California State Transportation Agency
915 Capitol Mall, Suite 350B
Sacramento, CA 95814

X.CalsTA
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Secretary

November 6, 2020

Mr. Philip A. Washington

Chief Executive Officer

Los Angeles County-Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Los Angeles Aerip Epid Transit (LA ART)

Dear Mr. Washington:

| have been briefed on the proposed aerial gondola project which would connect Union Station
to one of the most popular and visited sports venues in the nation, Dodger Stadium and
surrounding parks and communities. It is noteworthy that aerial transit has emerged as a
meaningful and effective form of rapid transit in cities such as La Paz, Bolivia, Mexico City,
Mexico, and here in the United States in New York (Roosevelt Island) and Portland, Oregon.

| look forward to seeing the project move through the environmental process. Angelenos have
been at the forefront of reimagining a transit-oriented future and the LA ART has the potential to
add another tool in the overall toolkit to reduce vehicle trips and help meet our state’s critical
greenhouse gas emission reduction goals. Should the proposed project become a reality, it
also has the potential to benefit surrounding disadvantaged communities, especially if
implemented with intermediate station options.

| applaud Metro’s leadership in advancing innovative ideas and look forward to staying engaged
as the project undergoes environmental review and public input.

ce: Holly Rockwell, LA Metro
Cory Zelmer, LA Metro

California Transportation Commission * Board of Pilot Commissioners ¢ California Highway Patrol « Department of Motor Vehicles
Department of Transportation ¢ High Speed Rail Authority = Office of Traffic Safety * New Motor Vehicle Board




From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 8:54 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - NOP/EIR [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuRDc:ref ]

FYI-The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Marks,Alexander S [amarks@mwdh20.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 7:05 AM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: scarlson@mwdh?20.com; ddoesserich@mwdh2o0.com; rdeleon@mwdh2o0.com
Subject: Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - NOP/EIR

Dear Mr. Zelmer -

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) reviewed the attached notice of preparation of an
environmental impact report for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit
Project (LAART) .

Metropolitan’s headquarters office building is located adjacent to the southern boundary of Union Station, east of the First 5LA
building, and north of the 101 Freeway. The approximately 522,682 square foot building consists of a 12-story high-rise tower with an
attached five-story wing.

We have no comments on the LAART project at this time; however, please keep us on the notification list of the project’s future
milestones, including release of the draft environmental impact report.

Thank you,
Alex Marks

Alex Marks, AICP
Environmental Specialist

The Metropolitan Water District
(213) 217-7629

Thiscommunication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain information that is confidential or
legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, copying, dissemination, distribution or use of thiscommunication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of

the communication, along with any attachments or embedded links, from your system.
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 1:32 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: CDFW comments on LA Aerial Rapid transit NOP [
ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GYxA4N:ref]

Attachments: CDFW comments on LA Aerial Transit NOP_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Silva, Felicia@Wildlife [felicia.silva@wildlife.ca.gov]

Sent: 11/10/2020, 2:12PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: victoria.tang@wildlife.ca.gov; andrew.valand@wildlife.ca.gov; state.clearinghouse @opr.ca.gov; ruby.kwan-
davis@wildlife.ca.gov; susan.howell@wildlife.ca.gov; erinn.wilson-olgin@wildlife.ca.gov

Subject: CDFW comments on LA Aerial Rapid transit NOP

Good Afternoon Mr. Zelmer,

Please see the attached letter regarding CDFW’s comments on the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project Notice of Preparation for
a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. If you have any questions or
concerns relating to this letter, please feel free to contact CDFW at your convenience. Thank you for the opportunity to comment and
have a good day.

Regards,

Felicia Silva

Environmental Scientist | California Department of Fish and Wildlife
South Coast | Region 5 | Habitat Conservation Planning Program

4665 Lampson Ave, Suite C | Los Alamitos, CA 90720

Temporary office number (562) 292-8105 | Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov
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CALIFORNIA
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\WILDLIFE

State of California — Natural Resources Agency GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director #
South Coast Region

3883 Ruffin Road

San Diego, CA 92123

(858) 467-4201

www.wildlife.ca.gov

November 9, 2020

Cory Zelmer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles CA, 90012

LAART @metro.net

Subject: Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project Notice of Preparation for a Draft
Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles County, SCH #2020100007

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project
(Project).

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those
activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we
appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that
CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.

CDFW'’s Role

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources, and holds those resources
in trust by statute for all the people of the State [Fish & G. Code, 88 711.7, subdivision (a) &
1802; Public Resources Code, § 21070; California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, § 15386, subdivision (a)]. CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the
conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary
for biologically sustainable populations of those species (Id., § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of
CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public
agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that
have the potential to adversely affect state fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Public Resources
Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, 8§ 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including lake and streambed
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, 8§ 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take”, as defined by state law, of any
species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, §
2050 et seq.), or state-listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish
& G. Code, 81900 et seq.) authorization as provided by the applicable Fish and Game Code will
be required.
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Corey Zelmer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Page 2 of 7

November 9, 2020

Project Location: The proposed Project is located in the City of Los Angeles (City), within or
adjacent to the communities of El Pueblo, Union Station, Chinatown, Mission Junction, Solano
Canyon, and Elysian Park. The proposed Project would generally be located within the public
right-of-way, would fly over Los Angeles State Historic Park, and State Route (SR)-110 near
Dodger Stadium. The surrounding land uses include high and medium density residential,
commercial, retail, institutional, transit-related infrastructure (road and rail), parks and open
space, and public use facilities.

Project Description and Objectives: The purpose of the proposed Project is to expand
mobility options for transit riders through a permanent direct transit connection between Los
Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and Dodger Stadium via an aerial gondola system. The
proposed Project aims to reduce traffic congestion and associated greenhouse gas emissions
during game and special event days. The proposed Project provides the potential to increase
transit access for open space, parks, and the surrounding communities by linking to the Los
Angeles State Historic Park, Elysian Park, and the region’s rapidly growing regional transit
system at LAUS. The proposed Project would function as a rapid transit system, a first/last mile
connector, and a new regional tourist destination that offers scenic views of Los Angeles.

Comments and Recommendations

CDFW offers the following comments and recommendations to assist the City in adequately
identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct, and indirect
impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources.

Specific Comments

1) Nesting Birds. Figures 2 and 3 of the Notice of Preparation shows the aerial gondola system
traveling through some portion of Los Angeles State Historic Park, and adjacent to Solano
Canyon and open space areas. CDFW is concerned that an increase in human presence
and noise both during and post construction may impact avian species in these areas.
Project activities occurring during the breeding season of nesting birds could result in the
incidental loss of fertile eggs, or nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest abandonment in trees
directly adjacent to the Project boundary. The Project could also lead to the loss of foraging
habitat for sensitive bird species.

a) CDFW recommends that measures be taken to avoid Project impacts to nesting birds.
Migratory nongame native bird species are protected by international treaty under the
Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (Code of Federal Regulations, Title
50, § 10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code
prohibit take of all birds and their active nests including raptors and other migratory
nongame birds (as listed under the Federal MBTA).

b) Proposed Project activities including (but not limited to) staging and disturbances to
native and nonnative vegetation, structures, and substrates should occur outside of the
avian breeding season which generally runs from February 15 through August 31 (as
early as January 1 for some raptors) to avoid take of birds or their eggs.

c) If avoidance of the avian breeding season is not feasible, CDFW recommends surveys
by a qualified biologist with experience in conducting breeding bird surveys to detect
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2)

protected native birds occurring in suitable nesting habitat that is to be disturbed and (as
access to adjacent areas allows) any other such habitat within 300-feet of the
disturbance area, 500-feet for raptors, and 0.5 a mile for special status species. Project
personnel, including all contractors working on site, should be instructed on the
sensitivity of the area. Changes (including reductions and increases) in the nest buffer
distance may be appropriate depending on the avian species involved, ambient levels of
human activity, screening vegetation, or possibly other factors.

d) CDFW recommends providing an analysis of the increased activity due to aerial gondola
operation. Such an analysis should include the expected increase in aerial traffic along
the alignment and the subsequent change in sound levels and frequency of noise
relative to a no build alternative. The analysis should include forecasted changes in
sound and seismic levels resulting from the long-term daily operation of the aerial line
after construction has completed. Using these expected elevated levels of sound and
vibration, further consideration should be given to potential impacts to nearby nesting
bird species.

Bat Species. A review of California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) indicates
occurrences of several bat species within the Project vicinity. These species include,
western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus), big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis),
hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), and pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus). The mastiff, free-tailed,
and pallid bat species are all designated California Species of Special Concern. Despite the
high diversity and sensitivity of bats in Southern California, numerous bat species are known
to roost in trees and structures throughout Los Angeles County. Project disturbance
activities from construction may impact trees, vegetation, and/or structures that may provide
roosting or foraging habitat and therefore has the potential for the direct loss of bats. In
addition, CDFW is concerned that an increase in human presence and noise post
construction due to aerial gondola system operations may also disturb foraging and roosting
habitat for bats in the area.

Bats are considered non-game mammals and are afforded protection by state law from take
and/or harassment (Fish and Game Code, § 4150, California Code of Regulations, § 251.1).
A DEIR should provide a thorough discussion of potential impacts to bats from construction
and operation of the Project to adequately disclose potential impacts and to identify
appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures. The DEIR should describe feasible
measures which could minimize significant adverse impacts (CEQA Guidelines,
815126.4[a][1]). CDFW recommends providing an analysis of the increased activity due to
aerial gondola operation (see Specific Comment 1d).

General Comments

1)

Biological Baseline Assessment and Impact Analysis. CDFW recommends providing a
complete assessment and impact analysis of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the
Project area, with emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, sensitive, regionally
and locally unique species, and sensitive habitats. Impact analysis will aid in determining
any direct, indirect, and cumulative biological impacts, as well as specific mitigation or
avoidance measures necessary to offset those impacts, as referred in General Comment 3
and 4. CDFW recommends avoiding any sensitive natural communities found on or adjacent
to the Project. CDFW also considers impacts to Species of Special Concern a significant
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direct and cumulative adverse effect without implementing appropriate avoid and/or
mitigation measures. The DEIR should include the following information:

a)

b)

d)

f)

Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of environmental
impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region [CEQA
Guidelines, § 15125(c)]. The DEIR should include measures to fully avoid and otherwise
protect Sensitive Natural Communities from Project-related impacts. Project
implementation may result in impacts to rare or endangered plants or plant communities
that have been recorded adjacent to the Project vicinity. CDFW considers these
communities as threatened habitats having both regional and local significance. Plant
communities, alliances, and associations with a state-wide ranking (CDFWa, 2020) of
S1, S2, S3 and S4 should be considered sensitive and declining at the local and regional
level.

A thorough, recent, floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural
communities, following CDFW's Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to
Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (CDFW, 2018);

Floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and vegetation impact
assessments conducted at the Project site and within the neighboring vicinity. The
Manual of California Vegetation, second edition, should also be used to inform this
mapping and assessment (Sawyer, 2008). Adjoining habitat areas should be included in
this assessment where site activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts offsite.
Habitat mapping at the alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions;

A complete, recent, assessment of the biological resources associated with each habitat
type on site and within adjacent areas that could also be affected by the Project.
CDFW’s California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) in Sacramento should be
contacted to obtain current information on any previously reported sensitive species and
habitat. CDFW recommends that CNDDB Field Survey Forms (CDFWb, 2020) be
completed and submitted to CNDDB to document survey results.

A complete, recent, assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered, and other
sensitive species on site and within the area of potential effect, including California
Species of Special Concern and California Fully Protected Species (Fish & Game Code,
88 3511, 4700, 5050 and 5515). Species to be addressed should include all those which
meet the CEQA definition of endangered, rare or threatened species (CEQA Guidelines,
8 15380). Seasonal variations in use of the Project area should also be addressed.
Focused species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of
day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required.
Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in consultation with
CDFW and the USFWS; and,

A recent, wildlife and rare plant survey. CDFW generally considers biological field
assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare
plants may be considered valid for a period of up to three years. Some aspects of the
proposed Project may warrant periodic updated surveys for certain sensitive taxa,
particularly if build out could occur over a protracted time frame, or in phases.


https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities#sensitive%20natural%20communities
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=18959&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=18959&inline
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data
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2) Project Description and Alternatives. To enable CDFW to adequately review and comment

3)

4)

on the proposed Project from the standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, and wildlife, we
recommend the following information be included in the DEIR:

a) A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed
Project, including all staging areas and access routes to the construction and staging
areas; and,

b) A range of feasible alternatives to Project component location and design features to
ensure that alternatives to the proposed Project are fully considered and evaluated. The
alternatives should avoid or otherwise minimize direct and indirect impacts to sensitive
biological resources and wildlife movement areas.

CESA. CDFW considers adverse impacts to a species protected by CESA to be significant
without mitigation under CEQA. As to CESA, take of any endangered, threatened, candidate
species, or State-listed rare plant species that results from the Project is prohibited, except
as authorized by state law (Fish and Game Code, 88 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §
786.9). Consequently, if the Project, Project construction, or any Project-related activity
during the life of the Project will result in take of a species designated as endangered or
threatened, or a candidate for listing under CESA, CDFW recommends that the Project
proponent seek appropriate take authorization under CESA prior to implementing the
Project. Appropriate authorization from CDFW may include an Incidental Take Permit (ITP)
or a consistency determination in certain circumstances, among other options [Fish & Game
Code, 88 2080.1, 2081, subds. (b) and (c)]. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant
modification to a Project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a
CESA Permit. Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, may require
that CDFW issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of an ITP unless the Project
CEQA document addresses all Project impacts to CESA-listed species and specifies a
mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of an ITP. For
these reasons, biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of
sufficient detail and resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA ITP.

Biological Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts. To provide a thorough discussion of
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources,
with specific measures to offset such impacts, the following should be addressed in the
DEIR:

a) A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic
species, and drainage. The latter subject should address Project-related changes on
drainage patterns and downstream of the Project site; the volume, velocity, and
frequency of existing and post-Project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion and/or
sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and, post-Project fate of runoff from the
Project site. The discussion should also address the proximity of the extraction activities
to the water table, whether dewatering would be necessary and the potential resulting
impacts on the habitat (if any) supported by the groundwater. Mitigation measures
proposed to alleviate such Project impacts should be included,;

b) A discussion regarding indirect Project impacts on biological resources, including
resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
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5)

6)

7

ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.qg.,
preserve lands associated with a Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP, Fish &
Game Code, § 2800 et. seq.). Impacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in adjacent areas,
should be fully evaluated in the DEIR,;

¢) An analysis of impacts from land use designations and zoning located nearby or
adjacent to natural areas that may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human interactions.
A discussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce these conflicts
should be included in the DEIR; and,

d) A cumulative effects analysis, as described under CEQA Guidelines section 15130.
General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated future projects,
should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plant communities and wildlife
habitats.

Compensatory Mitigation. The DEIR should include mitigation measures for adverse Project-
related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats. Mitigation measures should
emphasize avoidance and reduction of Project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, on-site
habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed in detail. If on-site mitigation is not
feasible or would not be biologically viable and therefore not adequately mitigate the loss of
biological functions and values, off-site mitigation through habitat creation and/or acquisition
and preservation in perpetuity should be addressed. Areas proposed as mitigation lands
should be protected in perpetuity with a conservation easement, financial assurance and
dedicated to a qualified entity for long-term management and monitoring. Under
Government Code section 65967, the lead agency must exercise due diligence in reviewing
the qualifications of a governmental entity, special district, or nonprofit organization to
effectively manage and steward land, water, or natural resources on mitigation lands it
approves.

Translocation/Salvage of Plants and Animal Species. Translocation and transplantation are
the processes of moving an individual from the Project site and permanently moving it to a
new location. CDFW generally does not support the use of, translocation or transplantation
as the primary mitigation strategy for unavoidable impacts to rare, threatened, or
endangered plant or animal species. Studies have shown that these efforts are experimental
and the outcome unreliable. CDFW has found that permanent preservation and
management of habitat capable of supporting these species is often a more effective long-
term strategy for conserving sensitive plants and animals and their habitats.

Moving out of Harm’s Way. To avoid direct mortality to wildlife that may be on site, CDFW
recommends that a qualified biological monitor approved by CDFW be on site prior to and
during ground activities to move out of harm’s way any special status species or other
wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or killed by grubbing or Project-related
construction activities. It should be noted that the temporary relocation of on-site wildlife
does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of offsetting Project impacts
associated with habitat loss. If the Project requires species to be removed, disturbed, or
otherwise handled, we recommend that the DEIR clearly identify that the designated entity
shall obtain all appropriate state and federal permits.
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Conclusion

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP to assist the City in identifying and
mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. If you have any questions or comments
regarding this letter, please contact Felicia Silva, Environmental Scientist, at (562) 430-0098 or
by email at Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

DocuSigned by:

Eriun Wlsom.

BBES8CFE24724F5...
Erinn Wilson
Environmental Program Manager |

Ec: CDFW
Victoria Tang, Los Alamitos — Victoria. Tang@wildlife.ca.gov
Felicia Silva, Los Alamitos — Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov
Andrew Valand, Los Alamitos — Andrew.Valand@wildlife.ca.qgov
Ruby Kwan-Davis, Los Alamitos — Ruby.Kwan-Davis@widlife.ca.gov
Susan Howell, San Diego — Susan.Howell@wildlife.ca.gov
CEQA Program Coordinator, Sacramento — CEQA@wildlife.ca.gov

State Clearinghouse, Sacramento — State.Clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 10, 2020 9:57 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: South Coast AQMD Staff NOP Comments for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit

Project [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GYx6mm:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Lijin Sun [Isun@agmd.gov]

Sent: 11/10/2020, 9:34 AM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: South Coast AQMD Staff NOP Comments for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

Attached are South Coast AQMD staff’s comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los
Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project (South Coast AQMD Control Number: LAC201001-17). Please contact me if you have any
guestions regarding these comments.

Thank you,

Lijin Sun, J.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765
Direct: (909) 396-3308

Fax: (909) 396-3324

*Please note that the building is closed to the public.

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GYx6mm:ref
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4 Air Quality Management District
e 21805 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 - www.aqmd.gov

SENT VIA E-MAIL: November 10, 2020
LAART @metro.net

Cory Zelmer, Deputy Executive Officer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project (Proposed Project)

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. Our comments are recommendations on the analysis of
potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in the Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR). Please send a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion and public release directly
to South Coast AQMD as copies of the Draft EIR submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded.
In addition, please send all appendices and technical documents related to the air quality, health
risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all emission calculation spreadsheets,
and air quality modeling and health risk assessment input and output files (not PDF files). Any
delays in providing all supporting documentation for our review will require additional review time
beyond the end of the comment period.

CEQA Air Quality Analysis

Staff recommends that the Lead Agency use South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook and
website! as guidance when preparing the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses. It is also recommended
that the Lead Agency use the CalEEMod? land use emissions software, which can estimate pollutant
emissions from typical land use development and is the only software model maintained by the California
Air Pollution Control Officers Association.

South Coast AQMD has developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast
AQMD staff recommends that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the
emissions to South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds® and
localized significance thresholds (LSTs)* to determine the Proposed Project’s air quality impacts. The
localized analysis can be conducted by either using the LST screening tables or performing dispersion
modeling.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all
phases of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed Project. Air quality
impacts from both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated.
Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of
heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road

! South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Handbook and other resources for preparing air quality analyses can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/cega/air-quality-analysis-handbook.

2 CalEEMod is available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

3 South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa’handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds. pdf.

4 South Coast AQMD’s guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.
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Cory Zelmer 2 November 10, 2020

mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction
worker vehicle trips, material transport trips, and hauling trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may
include, but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers and air pollution control
devices), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe
emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, such as sources that generate or
attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis. Furthermore, emissions from the overlapping
construction and operational activities should be combined and compared to South Coast AQMD’s
regional air quality CEQA operational thresholds to determine the level of significance.

If the Proposed Project generates diesel emissions from long-term construction or attracts diesel-fueled
vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency
perform a mobile source health risk assessment®.

In the event that implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD,
South Coast AQMD should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the Draft
EIR. The assumptions in the air quality analysis in the EIR will be the basis for evaluating the permit
under CEQA and imposing permit conditions and limits. Questions on permits should be directed to
South Coast AQMD’s Engineering and Permitting staff at (909) 396-3385.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the Proposed Project results in significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires
that all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized to minimize these
impacts. Any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be analyzed. Several resources to
assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed Project include
South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook®, South Coast AQMD’s Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan for the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan®, and Southern California Association of
Government’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan for the 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy’.

South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that air quality, greenhouse
gas, and health risk impacts from the Proposed Project are accurately evaluated and mitigated where
feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Isun@agmd.gov.

Sincerely,
Lijin Sun
Lijin Sun, J.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LS
LAC201001-17
Control Number

5 South Coast AQMD’s guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis.

6 South Coast AQMD’s 2016 Air Quality Management Plan can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf (starting on page 86).

7 Southern California Association of Governments’ 2020-2045 RTP/SCS can be found at:
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/PEIR/certified/Exhibit-A_ConnectSoCal PEIR.pdf.
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 11:02 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: zelmerc@metro.net; jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] California State Parks Response to NO [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXZM:ref ]
Attachments: LA ART NOP Letter_FINAL_11162020_state of CA_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: West, Jerry@Parks [jerry.west@parks.ca.gov]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 6:30 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: California State Parks Response to NOP

Mr. Zelmer,

Attached is California State Parks response to the NOP of the EIR for the LA ART project associated with Los Angeles State Historic
Park.

Thank you,

Jerry West

District Superintendent
Angeles District
California State Parks
1925 Las Virgenes Rd
Calabasas, Ca 91302
Cell 310-699-3211

ref. 00Df42UDS._5005GZuXZM:ref
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November 16, 2020

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for Los
Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

The California Department of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) welcomes
the opportunity to comment on the Nofice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit
Project (Project). Asyou are aware, State Parks is a State Agency as defined by
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and our mission is to provide for
the health, inspiration, and education of the people of California by helping
preserve the state’s extraordinary biodiversity, protecting its most valued natural
and cultural resources, and creating opportunities for high quality outdoor
recreation.

After almost 20 years in the making, Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP)
held a grand opening in 2017 celebrating the new park, which provides the city
and surrounding communities with much-needed public open space and iconic
views of downtown, while also protecting valuable historic resources within the
urban core of Los Angeles. We understand the intent of the project proponents
is that the Project will likely result in numerous public benefits, including traffic
reduction, better air quality, and improved transportation connectivity for the
surrounding communities, all of which are consistent with the state’s broad
environmental goals. While State Parks generally supports efforts to achieve
these types of environmental benefits, State Parks also recognizes that the
Project will likely impact LASHP in ways that are not fully understood at this time.

The Project has two proposed alternative alignments, both of which interface
with and pass over LASHP, presumably each with their respective supporting
infrastructure, including towers, stations, and junctions. It will be important to
evaluate these project elements in detail to determine the extent to which
these planned improvements may negatively impact LASHP, including such
things as its view shed, archaeological resources, character, and sense of place.
To the extent negative impacts to LASHP may occur, State Parks will be
interested in working collaboratively with the Project team to identify



appropriate mitigation measures needed to avoid, offset and/or reduce such
impacts.

State Parks looks forward to working with the Project feam to get more
information about the project and to identify opportunities to avoid and/or
mitigate any impacts to LASHP, while also achieving important environmental
public benefits resulting from the Project.

Sincerely,

Weat

Jerry West
District Superintendent, Angeles District
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 11:42 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: FW: LA ART - Gondola Project; Joint Comment Letter [
ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuU7R:ref ]

Attachments: LA Art - Gondola Project; Joint Comment Letter, 4838-4483-9634 v 1_pdf.html

FYl From Homeboy Industries and CA Endowment

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Sara Atsbaha [satsbaha@sheppardmullin.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 11:34 AM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: afraijo@sheppardmullin.com; jmahramas@sheppardmullin.com
Subject: FW: LA ART - Gondola Project; Joint Comment Letter

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

Please find attached a joint comment letter on behalf of The California Endowment and Homeboy Industries in response to LA ART’s
proposed gondola project.

Thank you,

Sara Atsbaha

+1 213-617-4151 | direct

+1 916-207-1849 | cell
SAtsbaha@sheppardmullin.com | Bio

SheppardMullin

333 South Hope Street, 43rd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-1422

+1 213-620-1780 | main

www.sheppardmullin.com | LinkedIn | Twitter

Attention: This message is sent by a law firm and may contain information that is privileged or confidential. If you received this
transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the message and any attachments.

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuU7R:ref
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The
California
Endowment

INDUSTRIES

November 16, 2020

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Phillip A. Washington

Metro CEO

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

E-Mail: LAART @Metro.net

Mayor Eric Garcetti
Metro Board Chair

200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Notice of Preparation (NOP) - Comment Letter for Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit
Project

Dear Mr. Washington and Honorable Metro Board Chair, Mayor Garcetti:

The California Endowment (“TCE”) and Homeboy Industries (“Homeboy”) submit this comment
letter to Metro as the lead agency for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project (the “Project”
or “Gondola”) to express our respectful opposition to the Project. As proposed, the Project does
not appear to fundamentally reduce congestion, improve mobility to Dodger Stadium, or benefit
working families in the region. Furthermore, the lack of transparency by the Project proponents
to date raises serious alarms regarding their commitment to a robust participatory process for the
public and organizations within the Project’s sphere of influence. We strain to understand how
this privately-funded project with a per-person ticket price of $30 meets any of Metro’s stated
objectives to increase transportation options for the millions of Angelinos who rely on Metro as a
transportation lifeline, many of whom struggle with lower wages and income inequality.

We speak both as Metro’s neighboring property owners and as non-profit organizations
committed to the prosperity and equitable treatment of the people and communities that comprise
our great City, County, and Los Angeles region. We know the benefit of having groups come
together with a shared vision to create a transformative addition to the City of Los Angeles (“City”).
We fear the proposed Project is on its own path towards quickly implementing a development that
is detrimental to that shared vision and does not represent the needs of local residents, business
owners, community stakeholders, or even Dodgers fans. Existing public transit between Union
Station and Dodger Stadium via a zero-emission bus that is free to the public, is efficient, cost
effective, does not impose additional burdens on the surrounding community, and is a beneficial
alternative to the Project that should be explored and expanded. Based on currently available
materials, the Project’s anticipated benefits do not outweigh the burden to the public due to the
likely displacement and congestion that a project of this scale would cause.
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I.  The Project Description Is Inconsistent with CEQA

The California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.
(“CEQA”) requires a stable and consistent project description to facilitate public participation in
the decision-making process. County of Inyo v City of Los Angeles (1977) 71 CA3d 185, 192.
(“Only through an accurate view of the project may affected outsiders and public decision-makers
balance the proposal's benefit against its environmental cost...”). As of the date of this letter, the
route, location and specifications of Project infrastructure have not been made available to the
public, preventing meaningful public discourse on Project impacts. Substantial questions about
the Project and potential Project impacts remain unanswered. For example, we understand the
Project has been represented by LA ART (the “Applicant”) as benefitting all Angelenos and
specifically reducing personal vehicle use during the baseball season— a period of approximately
6-7 months, which typically includes 100 home games at Dodger Stadium. However, there is
nothing in the materials to account for the increase in traffic from personal vehicle use in and
around the areas created by the Project or further traffic burdens to the surrounding neighborhood
during the remaining 265 days of the year. We are deeply concerned that the Project has been
designed and fast-tracked with no meaningful consideration for, or engagement with, the very
community it is supposed to serve. Moreover, the Project would require significant use of public
resources.

Equity and Community Impact

As proposed, the Project imposes a substantial burden on surrounding communities without
providing any meaningful benefits to those communities. In addition, we have seen no efforts
made to provide vital Project information to the public, such as the placement, height and
dimensions of Gondola towers or to involve the community in determining whether the Gondola
provides any benefit to the people whose neighborhoods will be directly impacted by this Project,
such as Chinatown. We request that Metro and the Applicant disclose all Project details to the
public, to be vetted with the community in advance of further Project review and to determine
consistency with Metro’s own action plan for community engagement and outreach protocol as
described in the 2019 Public Participation Plan and Connect Us Action Plan. The detailed Project
specifications should be reviewed by the public before, not after, the full project scope is disclosed
through the publication of an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”). CEQA requires that a project
be analyzed with a static project description, which must be in place before commencing the
required environmental analysis. Here, the Project’s potential impacts demand a full disclosure
of the project details for public consideration before commencing environmental review. The
Project must be analyzed in the context of the local neighborhoods and the potential future
expansion of important community-serving uses in the area.

Public Resources for Private Use

Additionally, the Project is attempting to address a supposed public transportation problem which
has yet to be clearly identified, with a purported solution that is not even connected to the Metro
system. While we recognize that there may be benefits in certain public/private partnerships,
such relationships work best when the public entity remains firmly in control of ensuring its public
purpose and not delegating its role to private projects that are designed to generate a profit.
Metro’s crucial transportation services to low-income households, and Black and Brown
communities throughout Los Angeles are more critical now than ever. These services include
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transportation to grocery stores, medical care facilities, employment centers for essential workers,
and other necessities. Given the substantial need for public transportation and investment in
public infrastructure, is now the right time for Metro to be expending limited resources managing
environmental review for a private project that will serve no meaningful benefit to the broader
public as a transportation alternative? Respectfully, we believe these limited resources may best
be redirected towards the expansion of cost-effective bus and rail lines that serve LA’s
commuters.

Greater Transparency Is Needed

Despite multiple inquiries from stakeholders and the public, questions like these, and questions
about the nature of Project itself remain unanswered. The Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) was
released on October 1, 2020 and a public scoping meeting was held on October 22, 2020
(“Scoping Meeting”). Documentation from these events and meetings with the Applicant and
Metro failed to disclose crucial Project details to the public and the community most impacted by
the Project. By not producing an Initial Study along with the NOP or releasing comprehensive
Project details at the Scoping Meeting, the Applicant has further limited the ability of stakeholders
to meaningfully engage in dialogue about the merits of the project and permit the Applicant to
meet its legal obligation of soliciting meaningful input about the scale, scope and character of the
development.

Il.  The Project In Relation to the Surrounding Neighborhoods

Metro and the Applicant have not provided sufficient information to the public to adequately
evaluate potential impacts on surrounding neighborhoods. As proposed, the Project would
transport riders between Union Station and Dodger Stadium in enclosed gondolas via a system
of towers and cables that would move between passenger stations. The Project appears to
include at least three passenger stations, at Union Station, Dodger Stadium, and the Los Angeles
State Historic Park. Metro’s Scoping Meeting materials state that the Project will provide game-
day transportation capacity of between 10,000 and 12,000 fans, which could reduce up to 3,000
vehicle trips to Dodger stadium for each game.! Total capacity at Dodger Stadium is
approximately 56,000 fans, including 16,000 parking spaces. Each individual gondola could
accommodate 30-40 passengers per ride.? The Project would operate year-round, and also
provide access to Elysian Park. The Project will bisect Alameda street and has been touted as a
zero-emissions alternative mode of transportation that “could” reduce neighborhood and freeway
congestion.® The total trip time, one-way, is estimated to take seven minutes over a one-mile
distance.*

TCE, Homeboy and the communities along Alameda Street, between Union Station and the Los
Angeles State Historic Park have deep roots in this area. The Project will negatively impact many
current and proposed socially beneficial projects planned for the community, including Homeboy's
proposed transitional housing project, TCE’s existing Center for Healthy Communities conference
center, and the proposed Hope Village area. TCE is invested in expanding access to affordable,

1 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 20.
2 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 22.
3 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 20.
4 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 23.
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guality healthcare for underserved communities. TCE’s goal is to create a future California that
offers equitable healthcare services for all individuals. TCE believes in fostering a welcoming
community where all individuals can learn and grow together. Under its Building Healthy
Communities initiative, TCE has partnered with fourteen diverse communities across California
to help expand opportunities to bolster neighborhood health. Through this endeavor, TCE has
focused on community health through a variety of strategies, including the health of local schools,
overall public health, environmental health and racial justice, and anti-displacement.

Since 1988, Homeboy Industries has provided support and training opportunities for formerly
gang-involved and incarcerated men and women. Homeboy serves over 10,000 former gang
members from across Los Angeles that constitute Homeboy’s client base. Homeboy’s clients are
provided a variety of services, free of charge, including case management, mental health
services, legal services, and education. Additionally, some clients participate in an 18-month
employment program allowing them to successfully find a stable job. Homeboy Industries is at
the Southeast corner of N. Alameda Street and Bruno Street adjacent to where the Project is
proposed. Homeboy provides services to thousands of people every month at this location. By
offering former gang members a place to work, Homeboy provides them with a safe and
supportive environment to learn skills and support their families. Homeboy has also established
the Global Homeboy Network, partnering with other organizations across the globe to bring job
skills training, cost-free programs and services, and social enterprise employment to local
neighborhoods.

The Project, without a comprehensive redesign, will be a significant barrier to both TCE and
Homeboy’s current operations and their ability to further expand their crucially important services
to more people in Los Angeles County. Both TCE and Homeboy are already strategically planning
for the future growth of these community service uses and programs and are acutely aware of
how the Project impedes these expanded services.

TCE Center for Healthy Communities Campus Los Angeles

TCE’s Building Healthy Communities Initiative is focused on empowering local communities to
change the conditions, policies and practices that create racial, health and opportunity disparities
in communities. TCE is partnered with fourteen communities across California to engage in place-
based community change initiatives to build healthy and safe neighborhoods for children to grow
up in. Much of this work is accomplished by creating spaces for collaboration by nonprofit service
providers. The Center for Healthy Communities on Alameda is such a space.

TCE’s Center for Healthy Communities campus has become an anchor pillar of the region’s
nonprofit community, annually hosting thousands of conference attendees to work on the wellness
gaps in our community.®> Every year TCE welcomes over 150,000 guests to its campus. For
example during 2019, the Center for Healthy Communities Campus hosted an average of 8
conferences per day for community stakeholders such as the City of Los Angeles, the County of
Los Angeles, and LA Metro. This includes over 500 Grantee conferences, 700 Government
conferences, and 800 non-profit conferences annually. At TCE, we strive to continue to expand
these programs and are actively planning on adding additional programming space, that will

5 The California Endowment <https://www.calendow.org/the-center-for-healthy-communities/los-angeles/>
(as of November 2, 2020).
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increase our daily visitor count and help to complete the vision of the campus. Completing the
TCE campus will foster the development of additional community leadership, civic engagement,
and transitional housing support in the community. The California Endowment’s Center for
Healthy Communities represents opportunities for civic engagement and participation by the
nonprofit sector in improving community well-being in the region. Completing the TCE campus is
also complementary to the shared vision of a establishing a “Hope Village” for the further
advancement of the community. Over the last several years, The Endowment has reached out
to the City to discuss the possibility of using the triangle park immediately adjacent to TCE for the
benefit of the community and has regularly supported its maintenance and upkeep. This park
and adjacent street were anticipated to be part of the expanded TCE campus envisioned in the
Hope Village project. Given the proximity of the Project along Alameda Street to the TCE campus,
it would be a significant impediment to completing the campus and expanding these community
service uses.

Homeboy Industries

Homeboy strives to change the way the world views, judges and treats Southern California’s most
marginalized people. To achieve these goals, Homeboy is planning a campus expansion that will
accommodate additional programming and social enterprises for the benefit of the community,
including transitional housing and daycare services. Access to these services is an important
contributor to community health and stability. Homeboy is aligning their strategic plan to stand
with, heal, and invest in those that we serve. Homeboy’'s programs serve approximately 275
clients at any one time, and serve an additional 150 clients per week. Homeboy’s campus
expansion is necessary to achieve the ambitious service goal of doubling the number of trainees
and community clients Homeboy serves annually.

Hope Village

Homeboy and TCE have partnered in a shared vision for the future of the community focused on
the potential development of Hope Village, re-imagining the geographic triangle between the
downtown Men’s Central Jail, the Homeboy campus, and The California Endowment’s Center for
Healthy Communities campus. See Figure 1 below for a map of the Hope Village proposal area.
This endeavor will help transform the area into a social services corridor for the City and County
of Los Angeles and would fill a gap in our societal safety net by providing a sustainable and
compassionate solution to recidivism in our justice system. This shared vision involves creating
a community that provides services to support inmates who are too often released from jail directly
into cycles of hopelessness and homelessness. Homeboy Industries has a demonstrated track
record of transforming lives harmed by crime and violence to ones marked by healing, hope, and
employment.
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Figure 1.

The County of Los Angeles has been instrumental in their involvement in our efforts of making
Hope Village areality. We look forward to continuing to work with the County to imagine replacing
what is now a footprint of the jail along with other vacant, aging properties, with an integrated,
bustling village of services and structures. Such community services would include mental health
and substance abuse treatment facilities; job training and referral services; supportive,
transitional, and affordable housing developments; and a dedicated center for civic engagement
and community leadership.

Through the work of TCE, Homeboy, and other local organizations, this area of Los Angeles has
already evolved from a forgotten sector of our community to a thriving hub for events and
gatherings. While we are supportive of smart development that fosters community equity and
multi-modal transportation options, the Project as proposed poses a dire risk to furthering these
goals and impedes the growth in services that the community needs to thrive. TCE and Homeboy
oppose the Project as proposed, given the lack of transparency and information currently
available to the public regarding the Project, and the Project’s inability to function as a beneficial
or economically affordable transit option for the community.

We are concerned that the Project as proposed will prevent these community defining
developments from becoming a reality. Metro and the Applicant have simply not released
sufficient details for the public to adequately assess the numerous ways these future goals would
be put in jeopardy. However, even with the limited information that is available, the Project would
present a permanent obstruction to future growth in the area by virtue of its proximity adjacent to
both the TCE and Homeboy campuses along Alameda Street. Specifically, any future
development of these properties would be prohibited or at a minimum, inhibited next to and under
the Project towers and cable infrastructure due to fire and life safety requirements. Additionally,
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the Project would have a variety of operational impacts, including noise, privacy and safety
concerns. The Project must take these community serving developments into account and be
redesigned to not imperil their future.

lll.  Lack of Project Details Results in Inadequate Community Engagement

For the public to adequately evaluate how the Project can be modified to better serve the
community, Metro and the Applicant must make available additional Project details. Our primary
concern is that the Project is not reflective of the community and will serve as a physical
impediment to expanding more equitable community-serving opportunities. The Project serves a
targeted, private interest that does not appear to substantially benefit the broader commuting
public, particularly the low-income community who may wish to attend a Dodger game or visit
Elysian Park with members of their family. The estimated cost of $30 per passenger does not
allow the Project to serve the needs of the community as a useful and regular means of
transportation. As proposed, the Project appears to be a private tourist attraction that is
positioning itself as a public benefit that requires the use of public access and public resources.
While collaboration between the public and private sectors is often necessary to collectively solve
the City’s most pressing transportation challenges in ways that serve all Angelenos, a heightened
level of scrutiny is required when taxpayer public resources are involved. Since this Project
requires the utilization of substantial public resources and imposes a burden on the community,
there must be a corresponding and proportionate benefit to the broader community. In other
words, the communities most burdened by this Project should not be those least benefitted by its
existence. Further, the high cost per ride prevents those who live the closest to the Project from
utilizing it. This will alienate the community by creating only a tourist attraction while forcing the
community to take on the lion’s share of the negative environmental and social impacts. The
public must be more involved in this early stage, especially since the Project depends on
government investment through potential easements, licenses, land funding, and other
mechanisms that will be necessary for its construction.

To determine the direct and indirect negative impacts on the aforementioned community-defining
developments, specific Project details need to be released before Metro begins preparation of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”). The Project’s lack of transparency has made it
difficult for the community that may be directly impacted by this Project to provide meaningful
feedback during the public comment period on the Notice of Preparation, which should be
incorporated into the Project before Metro moves forward with the environmental analysis. Many
fundamental questions and project features remain undisclosed or undetermined. We, and the
communities most affected by the Project, need to understand and evaluate these Project
components before they become the predetermined elements of a project to be studied in an
environmental impact report. These questions include:

1. What is the total number and proposed location of the Project towers, cabling system, and
any other mechanical support infrastructure?

2. What government provided easements or licenses will be necessary to construct the
gondola system and supporting infrastructure?

3. What setbacks or other limitations will apply to future development on properties adjacent
to the gondola system?
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4. What Project features are being included to address the significant noise, community
safety, and privacy issues that will inevitably arise by bringing thousands of new tourists
to the community daily?

5. How will Metro rail operations of the L line be affected by constructing the Project? The
community relies on this transportation to get to work every day. The Project itself doesn’t
provide a practically useful transportation mode for these individuals.

6. What closures and modifications to the streets in the community will be both temporarily
and permanently affected to accommodate this Project? How will these closures and
modifications to streets benefit a community that is already heavily trafficked?

7. The Project necessitates the need for public land. How is this land being acquired? The
Project must disclose the overall land acquisition plan and costs surrounding the
acquisition of public lands. TCE and Homeboy have significant concerns about the use of
public lands for private benefit.

8. Where will Project users park their cars? What measures will be implemented to prevent
parking and transportation impacts on the adjacent communities?

9. Metro and the Applicant have not shared Project details regarding how it will ensure the
security and safety of the local community given the introduction of thousands of new
visitors to the community.

Meaningful Community Engagement Requires Disclosure of Project Details

The Project has progressed through this first public comment period without publishing
fundamental details regarding the Project design and functions. Metro should demand the
Applicant provide critical details about the Project and engage the community and stakeholders
to shape and design a project that addresses both the community’s future needs and the vehicular
traffic that the Project is purporting to address. How local residents and businesses envision their
future neighborhood is crucial to understanding how any new development can be built to be
compatible with the vision for the neighborhood. This is especially the case for a development
that will alter the landscape and built environment as significantly as the Project. As Metro knows,
crafting a stable project description is essential to providing a comprehensive environmental
analysis for public review. It is unacceptable for the public to have to wait until the release of the
DEIR to be provided with basic project details, especially when the community has not been
involved in the Project’s design process.

The Applicant’'s Approach is Inconsistent with Metro’s Community Engagement Objectives

Metro requires high standards for community engagement. Metro’s own 2019 Participation Plan
describes Metro’s standards for community engagement and participation. Specifically, the 2019
Participation Plan described a variety of methods utilized “to engage diverse communities and
create ongoing public access, participation and input throughout the environmental process.”®

6 Metro, 2019 Public Participation Plan, October 2019, page 32.
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The Public Participation Plan further states that “[a] comprehensive public participation plan is
one that provides early and ongoing access for all stakeholders, while demonstrating the
principles of environmental justice[.]”” Metro also employs a four factor analysis in helping to
determine various social, cultural, economic, and historic barriers that could prevent a member of
the public from participating in the public decision-making process.? The Participation Plan calls
for Metro to undertake a comprehensive engagement plan that could include stakeholder briefings
and workshops, community update meetings, newsletters, and online media outreach.® Metro
has not met these important public communication standards for the Project.

Additionally, Metro’'s “Connect US” Action Plan provides a roadmap for how Metro can
successfully develop linkages through a community-driven process for all projects. Specifically,
“[a] core objective of Connect US is that the process be community driven. The [Connect US] plan
reflects the community’s voice regarding how best to enhance paths leading to and from Union
Station and the 1st/Central Station.”® To ensure the engagement process was also inclusive,
“[tIhe outreach strategy was built on a multi-lingual approach to encourage as many people as
possible to participate, and included Spanish, Chinese (or Mandarin), Japanese and Korean
translation and interpretation.”!

The Connect US Plan saw engagement by Metro of over one hundred entities in the study area
and the organization of three community events, a design charette, and a multitude of other
project briefings and neighborhood conversations.'? This level of community engagement is a
new framework of accountability for public transit projects. Metro must ensure the same level of
community and stakeholder engagement for the LA Art Project before moving forward with an
environmental review of a project of this scale and level of complexity. We request that the public
be engaged in a meaningful and comprehensive way so that the Project can better represent the
needs of the community rather than simply a private interest.

The Applicant’s inability to address even these basic Project details during the initial public
comment period is concerning, as it implies a lack of consideration for the future vibrancy of the
community and its residents. Many participants at the Scoping Meeting expressed concern that
there hasn’t been enough public outreach, that the Project does not fit the context of the
surrounding neighborhoods, and that it does not provide a realistic public transit option.

TCE and Homeboy are advocates for smart development and growth, but future projects must
provide actual benefits to the communities they serve. As we understand the Project, it appears
to be a simple tourist attraction that will provide no practical benefit to the community. Rather, it
will have negative environmental and social impacts that will disrupt the bright future of area that
has been decades in the making. We therefore oppose the Project as proposed because based
on publicly available information, it represents an unacceptable disruption to future civic
engagement and equitable community growth.

71d.

8 1d at pages 32-33.

91d at page 33.

10 Metro, Connect US Action Plan, October 22, 2020, page 14.
1 d.

12 Metro, Connect US Action Plan, October 22, 2020, page 17.
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IV. Policy Implications
a. Historic Displacement at Chavez Ravine

Given Metro’s dedication to community involvement, and LA’s ugly history of displacing
communities for private gain, now, more than ever, it is crucial to include the community
stakeholders in the evaluation process for projects that impact their homes and livelihoods.

Now home to Dodger Stadium, Chavez Ravine is one such example of that displacement. In the
early 1950s, the City labeled Chavez Ravine as “blighted,” targeting the area for redevelopment
as a series of public housing units called the “Elysian Park Heights Project.”** At the time, the
neighborhood was home to many Mexican-American families, who were prevented from living in
many other parts of the City by racially-driven redlining policies. To accommodate the
redevelopment of Chavez Ravine, City officials used coercive means to displace these families
from their homes and property, including forced eviction, eminent domain, and offering minimal
compensation far below actual property values.'* Displaced families were told that they would be
able to return to reside in the newly-constructed public housing units once the project was
completed.’®> However, the City abandoned the Elysian Park Heights Project by 1953.1¢ Although
the City had acquired the property at Chavez Ravine on the condition that the property be used
for the public’s benefit, a June 1958 voter initiative authorized the City to trade Chavez Ravine to
a private party for the construction of Dodger Stadium.’

This abuse of local land use policy is in part related to stifling the voices of community
stakeholders. We fear history will repeat itself with the Project in Chavez Ravine. One solution
is to ensure that adequate information about the Project and related developments is made
available to the public for comprehensive evaluation of Project’s current and future impacts. For
example, as discussed in more detail below, the materials provided by Metro and the Applicant
do not provide sufficient information to determine how the Project will impact parking, traffic, and
congestion in and around Dodger Stadium — an area notorious for its parking and traffic issues.
Similarly, there are no answers for why the Project does not provide additional parking of any
kind, which negates the Applicant’s claims that the Project can be used as an alternate method
of transportation. Unless and until the Metro and the Applicant can provide additional Project
specifications, the Project can only be viewed for what it is: a tourist attraction for the benefit of
private enterprise, constructed by burdening surrounding communities with yet unknown traffic,
noise and congestion implications. This is one of many reasons why we must object to the Project
as proposed.

13 Elina Shatkin, LAist: The Ugly, Violent Clearing of Chavez Ravine Before it Was Home to The Dodgers
<https://laist.com/2018/10/17/dodger_stadium_chavez_ravine_battle.php (as of November 3, 2020).

4 1d.

15d.

16 ]d.

171d.
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b.  Project Construction and Operation

During the Scoping Meeting, the Applicant stated that the Project would primarily utilize the public
right-of-way for the route and the location of the passenger loading stations and towers. However,
no details have been provided as to how the gondola towers and any supporting mechanical
infrastructure can be sited to avoid the need for acquiring private land or the compensation to
local government for use of public land. If the Project can be completed mostly within the public
right-of-way, it is unclear how it qualifies as a public project.

The public right-of-way is limited to public projects and should not support private interests unless
the public is compensated for the public resources. The public should be engaged before
formalizing the project description as to the status and process for acquiring the land outside of
the public right-of-way and how Metro is either justifying the Project as a public project or is being
compensated by the Applicant for the use of the public right-of-way.

Additionally, we are concerned that the Project will significantly affect the Alameda Triangle Park,
one of the only green spaces along Alameda and near both TCE and Homeboy. The community
needs to be consulted through project workshops and design charettes before any modifications
are made to these indispensable public spaces. Any future projects in the area need to enhance
these community serving areas, not eliminate the precious few that exist. Further, we understand
that one of the Project alternatives will analyze the possibility of providing additional passenger
entry locations at or near Alameda park. Not only will this further degrade the nearby open space,
but it will necessitate the need for further parking in the area to accommodate the additional
passenger ingress to the gondola system.

c. Project Operations and Privacy

Our primary concern is that the Project does not provide a public transit option equally accessible
by all members of the community. The cost of admission to ride the gondola, proposed at $30
per person, is well beyond the means of most families in Los Angeles as a mode of public
transportation. When coupled with the cost of Metro transportation and a ticket to a Dodger game,
the Project’s proposed pricing for an individual passenger makes it clear that the Project is not
geared towards the majority of Metro riders and residents of the region.

Further, by encouraging an increase in tourism in the area to utilize the gondolas, the Project will
increase traffic in an area already impacted by inadequate parking and pedestrian amenities.
TCE and Homeboy strive to build healthy and sustainable communities and these impacts will
further detract from the livability of the neighborhoods along Alameda. The foundation of a healthy
society is grounded in the individuals who already make-up the fabric of the community. As the
Project further induces rapid visitor growth, those that have invested in the community for
generations will be left with a Project that simply does not serve their needs and detracts from the
ability for future smart growth. Any project in this area should be designed against the backdrop
of protecting and serving the local community. We expect that the Applicant and Metro want to
deliver a final project with these exact goals in mind. Unfortunately, the Project as proposed is
antithetical to achieving these goals.

The community is being asked to absorb the negative impacts of the Project without having direct
benefit or input in the design and implementation. The Applicant cannot hope to create a Project



The California Endowment and Homeboy Industries
November 16, 2020
Page 12

that benefits the community without engaging the individuals that comprise the community in any
meaningful way. For example, the Project either does not have a plan for or has not disclosed
information related to a variety of topics paramount to the public interest and will directly affect
the future of the community. At a minimum, TCE and Homeboy believe any Project must
comprehensively resolve the following concerns before moving forward.

i.  How will the Project provide sufficient parking near the passenger stations?

ii.  How will the Project reduce the impact of 3,000 displaced vehicle trips to Union
Stations and the State Historic Park?

iii. How is the Project justifying the additional traffic being injected into this
community on every non-gameday of the year?

iv.  What is the proposed future use of the vacant parking lots at Dodger Stadium
caused by the Project?

v. How does the proposed cost of a single ride allow the Project to serve the
needs of the community as a useful means of alternative/last-mile
transportation?

vi.  How will operational times be limited to maintain the peace and quiet and
security of the local communities along the Project route, especially during
Dodger night games?

vii.  In light of the COVID-19 pandemic, how is this Project responsive to future
pandemics or public health emergencies?

viii. ~ How will Project modifications to accommodate the public health concerns
described above impact the operational effectiveness of the system?

ix.  How will emergency access to the system work? Especially in the event of an
earthquake.

Additionally, the height of the Project at approximately 200 feet is also a significant privacy
concern for those along the route. For both commercial and residential properties along Alameda,
there would be a direct line of sight from the right-of-way into all adjacent properties. While we
understand that in an urban environment it's difficult to manage all privacy concerns, having such
a tall structure in the public right-of-way is a unique situation that warrants special attention and
innovative solutions from the Applicant.

V.  Environmental Implications

Once Metro and the Applicant engage the community to formulate a project description that fits
the community, then, and only then, can a comprehensive environmental analysis be completed.
Even with the limited Project details, there are a multitude of environmental impacts implicit in the
fundamental Project concept that warrant serious analysis. Metro, as the lead agency, has an
obligation to thoroughly study the following environmental implications on the specific community



The California Endowment and Homeboy Industries
November 16, 2020
Page 13

that the Project will impact. A sufficient environmental analysis must consider the specific
conditions of the area and not merely provide a generic analysis that doesn't fit the realities of the
community.

a. Construction and Operational Noise

The Project's proposed route is planned to be adjacent to residential, commercial, and
educational properties between Union Station and Dodger Stadium, primarily following Alameda
Street before jogging to the northwest near the Los Angeles State Historic Park. Although the
Applicant indicates that most of the Project will be constructed within the public right-of-way,*® the
lack of disclosure and planning of the gondola tower and supporting mechanical infrastructure
locations in relation to these existing uses makes community assessment related to construction
and operational noise impossible. Due to the lack of information, we must assume that
construction of the Project without further modification will cause significant noise impacts to
sensitive receptors. The Applicant and Metro must disclose proposed locations of all towers along
the proposed route. Further, the Project should be modified to minimize the number of towers.
Any necessary towers or non-passenger junctions should be studied in locations that are not
proximate to any sensitive receptors. Community workshops would be helpful in determining the
best locations for the Project towers and related infrastructure before moving forward with a
project description that studies inappropriate tower locations.

Additionally, the Applicant and Metro need to disclose how the Project is planning to address
operational noise impacts. Operational noise that will impact the community will come from two
primary sources. First, the gondolas mechanical infrastructure will cause a consistent increase
in noise along the route. This will be amplified near towers and passenger loading stations. Since
the Project is primarily focused on providing a novel experience for fans attending a Dodger game,
the gondola will be used primarily for Major League Baseball (“MLB”) games approximately 100
days out of the year. A weekday Dodger game begins at approximately 7:00 pm local time and
ends, on average, at about 10:00 pm. Unfortunately, this means that the gondola system will be
in operation throughout most weekdays, at least until 12:00 am (or until all visitors can ride the
gondola back to Union Station). This is a significant burden to place on a community for almost
a third of the year. The hardship on the community living and working near this attraction is not
balanced by any benefits to the local area.

In addition, it is not clear that the Applicant and Metro have considered the noise intrusion by the
mass of people moving into and out of the area throughout the day and night. The Applicant will
inevitably be unable to control rowdy fans in the late-night weekday hours when the rest of the
community is trying to rest. Serious thought needs to be given as to these operational concerns
and whether the Project should be limited in its hours of operation, especially on hon-gamedays.
Metro should begin a dialogue with the community to address these significant concerns before
moving forward with the environmental analysis.

18 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 23.
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b.  Traffic and Parking

After various conversations with the Applicant and Metro, it is apparent that there is not currently
a plan to deal with the displaced parking from Dodger Stadium into the community. The Project
materials state that on an average gameday, the Project will displace approximately 3,000 vehicle
trips and 10,000-12,000 individuals.'®* While this seems beneficial to the community, without a
well-developed parking plan, the communities surrounding Union Station and the State Historic
Park will be overflowing with vehicles forced to park on surface streets. In addition, the overflowed
parking may threaten cyclist safety by increasing congestion on narrowed streets.

Further, the cost of parking near the stations will only add to the already exorbitant cost of a trip
on the gondola. Metro has indicated that while the Project does not currently propose the
construction of additional parking, Union Station is already at capacity and unlikely to be able to
accommodate the additional parking needs of up to 3,000 new vehicles. The communities
surrounding Union Station and the State Historic Park also have insufficient existing parking
facilities to accommodate the population influx that the Project is anticipating. These vehicles will
then utilize the surrounding neighborhood streets, further causing traffic congestion. If Metro
intends to utilize existing facilities near the proposed passenger loading stations, this information
must be made available for public comment. Without these details, the initial noticing period
cannot facilitate meaningful discourse on the Project.

The Applicant and Metro have disclosed no assumptions about traffic impacts and parking loss
on non-gamedays. Since the gondola would operate throughout the year, the Project would
increase traffic in the community throughout the entire year. The daily increase in vehicles to the
area will also dramatically increase correlated greenhouse gas and air quality impacts. The
Project is essentially asking the community to bear the environmental impacts of the Project
without consideration for their future needs.

Finally, there is already a very effective Metro public transit option between Station and Dodger
Stadium. The Dodger Stadium Express buses provide a convenient and free transit option
between Union Station and Dodger Stadium with the purchase of a ticket to the game. The
Dodger Stadium Express is a clean air public transportation option, diverting approximately
11,500 tons in its 24-year existence.?’ Many riders of the express bus park at Union Station to
catch the bus. Metro should continue to focus on this as a primary transit option for the community
instead of the private gondola system. While the Project intends to divert vehicle trips to Dodger
Stadium, it will likely be more successful at occasionally diverting riders of the Dodger Stadium
Express. These riders are already taking an environmentally friendly and more cost-efficient
transit option. The Project’s transportation assessment must study the adverse impacts the
Project will have on the Dodger Stadium Express and the parking supply at Union Station.

19 Metro, Scoping Meeting Presentation, October 22, 2020, page 20.

20 Metro, Dodger Stadium Express <https://www.metro.net/riding/dodger-stadium-express/> (as of
November 2, 2020).
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The Applicant should also explain any additional sustainable features being adopted in the
construction and operation of the Project. Based on the Project details, it does not appear that
any additional sustainable features are being considered beyond the unlikely traffic diversion.

c. Community Degradation

The Project also will create a tourist attraction in the area that will undoubtedly lead to substantial
unplanned visitor growth. This investment will lead to a change in the local population that
otherwise does not represent the current community and will further hinder the ability to build out
necessary community-serving uses such as Hope Village. By transforming the area into primarily
a tourist destination, current residents and small business owners will be economically driven out
of the area. Based on currently available information, the Applicant and Metro have not
considered any measures to prevent displacement resulting from the Project. Public resources
should be directed towards socially beneficial groups that help the existing community thrive, not
projects that simply seek to eventually replace the current population. TCE and Homeboy have
spent decades fostering just these types of community-sensitive projects. The Project as
proposed puts into jeopardy our ability to continue to help the individuals that call this area their
home.

The Project will further degrade the community by obstructing scenic viewsheds. The Project’s
proposed height will greatly reduce views in the east-to-west direction across Alameda. Based
on the current plans, towers are slated to be approximately 200 feet in height. At this height and
with the gondolas operating throughout the entire year, views from east-to west across the area
will be permanently obstructed. Further, the late-night operations of the gondola on gamedays
will necessitate significant lighting both for security and to comply with FAA regulations that will
further negatively impact the livability of the area.

d. Historic Resources

We are also concerned with how the Project will affect historic Dodger Stadium. If the Project is
able to relieve the need for approximately 3,000 vehicle spaces at the stadium, the Applicant
needs to disclose how those newly vacant parking areas will be repurposed. Our understanding
is that a portion of that area will be a storage facility for the gondolas. Constructing such a facility,
and any other future development considerations related to the Project, needs to be studied for
impacts to the historic stadium and discussed with the community at this stage of the review
process.

Further, there are a variety of other historically designated buildings, or buildings eligible for listing,
along the Project route. Any such structures should be studied as a part of the DEIR. The
community should be informed as soon as possible as to whether the Project would necessitate
modifications or indirect impacts to these structures. If so, the Project route should be altered to
avoid construction near any designated or eligible resource.

e. Biological
The Project’s proposed route and design materials need to be comprehensively studied to

determine potential negative impacts to two of the only green open spaces in the community.
These include the Alameda Triangle Park and the Los Angeles State Historic Park. Both of these
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parks are slated to accommodate a Project tower or passenger junction, which will greatly alter
the very intent of an open space. Specifically, the State Historic Park will now become a boarding
site for the Project, taking away from the relaxing and bucolic atmosphere traditionally associated
with the park. Further, the Alameda Triangle Park would be rendered unusable given its already
modest size. The Project should be designed to accommodate rather than infringe on these
community open spaces. We would request that the Project be modified to avoid any use of local
parks.

The Project’s route involves a multitude of glass and metal gondolas suspended over 100 feet
above the ground. The system will undoubtedly have a negative impact on migratory birds and
other avian species near passenger loading stations and throughout the entire proposed route.
The final Project should include materials and design elements that minimize impacts to avian
species. Any gondola operations should be limited during nesting season to ensure minimal
impacts to nesting birds.

VI. Conclusion

We request that the Applicant and Metro engage the community in a transparent and meaningful
way before proceeding with its CEQA analysis. This can be accomplished by releasing Project
details, addressing the questions and concerns detailed in this letter, and scheduling a variety of
community workshops shops and design charettes. Our organizations are only two of many that
serve and thrive in the sphere of the proposed Project. A thorough and robust community
engagement effort is essential given the vulnerabilities experienced by the neighborhoods along
the path of the project. Further, this form of outreach plan would be in-line with Metro’s own goals
for providing sufficient public engagement. Homeboy and TCE believe that the Project does not
provide sufficient benefits to a community burdened with negative economic, social, and
environmental impacts. Without further direct input from the community and modification to the
Project design and operations, we have no choice but to oppose approval.

While TCE and Homeboy are advocates for smart development and growth, this Project as
proposed benefits a private interest, and does not serve a public purpose. Therefore, unless and
until these issues of transparency, equity, and community benefit can be satisfactorily addressed,
The California Endowment and Homeboy Industries respectfully oppose the Project. We are
happy to help facilitate a more robust community conversation to assess how the Applicant can
help shape the future of this cherished community in a meaningfully way. We look forward to
beginning these conversations and request that Metro, as the lead agency, demand that the
Applicant provide the crucial Project details outlined in this letter to the public. Metro should pause
their work until such action occurs, along with implementation of a detailed engagement plan and
Project modifications.
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Respectfully,
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CEO
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Kevin Keller, City of LA Deputy Planning Director

Gilbert Cedillo, LA City Council Member for District 1

Kevin de Ledn, LA City Council Member for District 14
Wendy Carrillo, California Assembly Member for District 51
Maria Elena Durazo, California State Senator for District 24
Cory Zelmer, Metro Deputy Executive Officer



From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 2:53 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW Notice of Preparation for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - Los Angeles

Conservancy Comments [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuWel:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Erik Van Breene [vanbreene @laconservancy.org]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 2:51 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: afine@laconservancy.org

Subject: Notice of Preparation for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project - Los Angeles Conservancy Comments

Mr. Zelmer,

Please find the Los Angeles Conservancy's comments for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid T ransit Project NOP. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to reach out.

Best,
Erik

Erik Van Breene

Preservation Coordinator

Los Angeles Conservancy

523 West Sixth Street, Suite 826

Los Angeles, CA90014

(213) 430-4206 | vanbreene@laconservancy.org

Pronouns: He / His / Him / Mr.

laconservancy.org
E-News — Facebook — T witter — Instagram

Membership starts at just $40
Join the Conservancytoday
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LOS ANGELES
CONSERVANCY

523 West Sixth Street, Suite 826
Los Angeles, CA 90014

213 623 2489 ofrice
November 16, 2020 213 623 3909 Fax

laconservancy.org
Sent Electronically

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Director, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email: LAART@metro.net

RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Los Angeles Aerial
Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

On behalf of the Los Angeles Conservancy, I am writing to comment on the
Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LAART) Project Notice of Preparation
(NOP). The proposed LAART Project would connect Los Angeles Union
Station to Dodger Stadium via an aerial gondola system. The proposed
project would serve as a replacement to the current shuttle system used
during Dodger’s baseball games. The proposed route would travel along
Alameda Street, Spring Street, and Bishops Road with a platform located on
Alameda Street and Dodger Stadium.

L. Significant and unavoidable impacts to historic
resources will occur due to the proposed project

The Conservancy would like to better understand the proposed project as
we believe it will likely result in significant indirect impacts to historic
resources by impacting important viewsheds. With a proposed platform on
Alameda, the Project will alter sightlines of Union Station as well as
pedestrians within El Pueblo and Olvera Street.

As envisioned it appears the proposed Alameda platform will interrupt
iconic views of Union Station and change its context. Simultaneously,
construction of project infrastructure such as towers and wires to carry
gondolas will most likely be visible from inside Olvera Street, thus changing
the experience for tourists and patrons. A key component of the Olvera
Street experience is the ability to be taken back in time. Gondolas overhead
will change the feeling of this important attraction.
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II. Alternatives to the proposed plan must be considered

A key policy under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is the lead agency’s duty to
“take all action necessary to provide the people of this state with historic environmental qualities
and preserve for future generations examples of major periods of California history.” To this
end, CEQA “requires public agencies to deny approval of a project with significant adverse
effects when feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures can substantially lessen such
effects.”2 The fact that an environmentally superior alternative may be more costly or fails to
meet all project objectives does not necessarily render it infeasible under CEQA.3 Reasonable
alternatives must be considered “even if they substantially impede the project or are more
costly.” Likewise, findings of alternative feasibility or infeasibility must be supported by
substantial evidence.5

Because the aerial transit system will have significant indirect impacts on historic resources,
Metro must consider all viable alternatives. Currently, the proposed plan has a single station
proposed for Union Station, however, Metro should explore alternative siting and/or multiple
locations for this station as a way to potentially reduce indirect impacts to historic resources.

III. Conclusion

The current proposal for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Tramway Project is planned for a location
immediately adjacent to the heart of historic Los Angeles. We strongly encourage the Metro’s
project team to explore all viable alternative sites for the proposed Alameda Street platform as
well as alternative routes to minimize and avoid impacts.

We welcome the continued opportunity to work with Metro staff and representatives to develop
an outcome that will both provide Dodger fans with greater access to the stadium while also
protecting historic viewsheds and existing experiences.

1Public Resource Code, Sec. 21001 (b), (c).

2 Sierra Club v. Gilroy City Council (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 30, 41; also see Public Resources Code §§ 21002,
21002.1.

3 Guideline § 15126.6(a).

4 San Bernardino Valley Audubon Soc’y v. County of San Bernardino (1984), 155 Cal.App.3d 738, 750;
Guideline § 15126(d)(1).

> Public Resources Code § 21081.5.
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About the Los Angeles Conservancy:

The Los Angeles Conservancy is the largest local historic preservation organization in the United
States, with nearly 5,000 members throughout the Los Angeles area. Established in 1978, the
Conservancy works to preserve and revitalize the significant architectural and cultural heritage
of Los Angeles County through advocacy and education.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 430-4203 or afine@laconservancy.org should you
have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Adritn S oft Fire.

Adrian Scott Fine
Director of Advocacy
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 9:15 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: Attached is my letter for my comments about the LA METRO LA ART projects. [
ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuOvY:ref ]

Attachments: Letter to LAMETRO LAART_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: david burns [david.allen.burns@gmail.com]

Sent: 11/15/2020, 8:35PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: david.allen.burns@gmail.com

Subject: Attached is my letter for my comments about the LA METRO LA ART projects.

Hi There,
Attached is my letter for my comments about the LA METRO LA ART projects.

Thank you,
David

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuOvY:ref
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AFallen Fruitlenaiessorcnara

David Burns and Austin Young

844 4 Sanborn Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90029
http:/lwww.fallenfruit.org

323 810 0081

November 13, 2020
Re: LA ART and LASHP

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles CA 90012

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

| am an artist and activist and have worked in and contributed to the health of the
neighborhoods that surround The Los Angeles State Historic Park for many years.
From 2013-present | began working on a project called the “Monument to Sharing” as a
permanent work of art sited at the entrance of The Los Angeles State Historic Park
(LASHP). The artwork was created by engaging the historic and diverse communities
around LASHP and planting fruit trees for everyone to share. The participants include
Homeboy Industries, The Brewery, William Mead Housing, Solano Canyon School and
adjoining Community Garden, Chung King Road Business Association, Las
Promotoras, and more. The main artwork is located at LASHP. It is an installation of 32
mature orange trees that are installed into reclaimed storm culverts that are wrapped
with poetic prose. The words for the poem comes from the community in three
languages (English, Spanish, and Mandarin Chinese) that describe why this part of Los
Angeles is important to them.

The poem is translated in English (see below) to illustrate how vital and important this
area is to the community. A way to paraphrase the poetic verse is to understand that
this part of Los Angeles is special because everyone has a place here.

| am extremely concerned about the proposed gondola system proposed for the LA
ART and the proposed impact on the surrounding community and the park itself.
LASHP is a landmark for all of the city and county of Los Angeles, it is a destination that
offers open green space for everyone to share, every day. For the city of Los Angeles
this is a rare gift. Compared to other major cities in the world Los Angeles has a dearth
of green parks and parkways for communities, however LASHP tips the scale back
towards that model of shared green spaces as successful urban development initiatives
as seen in other parts of the world -- New York City’s highline, Atlanta’s Beltway, and
New Orleans Lafitte Greenway quickly come to mind.

The presentation to create a transportation station at the entrance to LASHP destroys
the recreational use of the park and permanently obstructs the use of public space. The
confiscation of public land to support private business at the Dodger Stadium property is



egregious and shameful. There is no real benefit to the public for the Spring Street
Station. It confiscates the western part of the LASHP with a terminal that is
inappropriate in scale to the surrounding buildings and the park itself. It permanently
destroys the main entrance to LASHP and destroys a nationally awarded work of art
called “Monument to Sharing.”

Should LA ART continue with this project — it is clear that the Broadway Street Station
would serve the Chinatown community and provide a pedestrian bridge into the park,
therefore connecting the historically separated community with a walk path that could
share the access to public transportation.

Connecting communities should be the message — not destroying public park space. |
strongly oppose the Spring street station proposal and can support at Broadway street
station as a vibrant choice for a new downtown.

J Z
David Burns

Co-Founder of Fallen Fruit

Respectfully,

MONUMENT TO SHARING (version in English)

Yes, | have a story. It's a beautiful story and a... Well to us it's “bonita.”

My childhood stands out when | think about the neighborhood.

We came to this country out of necessity for a better life.

Like all immigrants we arrived with nothing.

People helped us with food.

Now that we've been here for so long, we share with people in need.
Everyone here is different in their own way.

My family is from Mexico.

My Kids lived their lives here and always shared with our community.
Sharing is really just time, spending time or taking time to do something with others.
If you give someone an orange, you are sharing with them.

Sharing means you are making someone happy.

There is a woman always by the parking lot.

Sometimes | say hi and give her something. | know she has it kinda rough.
Sharing... is an expression of love, showing how much you want to connect.
| share my life with my kids, everything | learn, everything | do.

We have a big harvest in our culture.

We worship anything that comes from the ground.

My family is from Vietnam and they came here during the war.

| like that it's quiet and beautiful here, everyone is nice and friendly.

My family does this thing where we get a bunch of fruit and we put it into a shrine.
It's always safe here.

Everyone knows each other.

We used to get oranges we would find floating down the river.

| ate an orange with my friend and we split it, cut it in half.

| grew up in El Salvador. | was born in Belize. I'm from Korea.

It is important to be around different types of people.

It is important to experience nature and have room to breathe.



My whole life | needed to be in a melting pot area that was open to different cultures like this.
I moved here from the Northwest.

The more people | meet, the more | feel connected.

I make a really good apple pie. you and |1? Share a pie together.

I’'m Guatemalan.

My family makes caramelized figs.

Put them in the oven and they come out sweet and crunchy.

I've been here 28 years, from Canton.

My wife and | gathered Jujubees yesterday.

In Chinese culture, they are good for flavoring because they’re sweet.
Sharing is survival for everybody.

Sharing is essential to life —it's how you meet new friends.

| was born in Michoacéan.

I've been here for 56 years.

| share my lemon tree.

Whoever wants one, go for it. It's for everyone, not just for me.

When | leave here, it will stay.

Sharing is like love.

My greatest happiness is making sure someone else is taken care of.
When I'm eating something the only thing that makes it taste the epitome of awesome, is to say to the
person next to me... “here.”







From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:50 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LA ART Project [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXRl:ref ]
Attachments: LA ART Letter Support_lItalian American Museum_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Marianna Gatto [marianna@italianhall.org]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 5:31 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: david.louie@cbrela.com; hello@laart.la
Subject: RE: LA ART Project

Kindest regards,

Marianna

Marianna Gatto

Executive Director-Historian

Italian American Museum of Los Angeles
125 Paseo de la Plaza Suite #200

Los Angeles, CA 90012

213.485.8432

www. lAMLA.org

IAMLA COVID-19 PROCEDURES

@i e

MASKS REQUIRED ~ SOCIAL DISTANCING STAY HOME IF SICK
F ¢ If you are feeling sick or
and  experiencing any COVID-19

WASH HANDS RESERVATIONS APPOINTMENTS
ENCOURAGED REQUIRED
y

Wash and sanitize your hands
frequentl

Connect with us on Facebook Instagram Twitter

Be part of history. Join the Italian American Museum of Los Angeles.

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuXRl:ref
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ITALIAN AMERICAN MUSEUM OF LOS ANGELES

Board of Directors
THE HISTORIC ITALIAN HALL ~ Cory Zelmer

FOUNPATION " peputy Executive Officer, Metro

presigient ONE Gateway Plaza
PAULPAGNONE ] os Angeles, CA 90012

Vice President
RICHARD FLAMMINIO
November 16, 2020
Treasurer
CHARON D'AIELLO sANDOVAL ~ Dear Mr. Zselmer

Secretary
JOSEPHINE MAHONEY | gm writing on behalf of the Italian American Museum of Los
Board Members  ANngeles to express our conditional support for the Los Angeles
J. PETER BARBARA — Aerial Rapid Transit project (LA ART).

ANDREW CAPONE
CARL A. CAPOZZOLA

JASON DINAPOLI . .
anTHONY FEDErico  As stakeholders of El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument

m\g‘&%ﬁ% and as an organization dedicated to the preservation of history and

ROBERTDE PIETRO  the city’s birthplace, we recognize the project’s potential for
SAMMY PERRICONE  mijtigating traffic and promoting economic development and tourism
in the vicinity.
Advisory Board Members
CHARLES P. CUSUMANO

steveriBoLl  We have some concerns about the project’s design and lack of
Honorary Board Members  KEEPING With the neighborhood’s historic character, however. We
HON. JOE BUSCAINO - |ook forward working with you to address these issues as the design

HON. KEVIN DELEON .
HON. ERIC GARCETTI  and planning process advances.

Executive Director Kindest rega rds
MARIANNA GATTO !

Marianna Gatto

125 Paseo de la Plaza, Suite 200 * Los Angeles, CA + 90012
PHONE:(213)485-8432 « FAX:(323)663-3180
WWW.ITALIANHALL.ORG



11/12/2020 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR Scoping Comment Form

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR
Scoping Comment Form

Thank you for visiting the virtual open house for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping
period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. Please provide your scoping comments below. You
can also provide your email to be added to our email list.

What should be addressed in the EIR? (Please note there is no character limit so please provide
all your comments here)

We would like the station for Chinatown be located at the current Gold line station. This would drive
business into the commercial area and more importantly, the area has a tremendous amount of offsite
parking. Parking has always been a problem in the residential areas near Dodger Stadium. The
Bishop/Broadway proposed station will not provide offsite parking. The Spring Street station will not feed
business into the Chinatown businesses.

Secondly, we would like the architecture of the stations to reflect the history and culture of the area.
Chinatown, El Pueblo, and the Union Station should have stations that compliment the current architecture
of the historical buildings in their area. In addition to the building design, there should be plans to enhance
the nearby public areas with landscaping and art that reflects the cultural significant of the area.

We will be submitting a Community Impact Statement to the City of Los Angeles to reflect these
recommendations.

Full Name

wilson gee

Organization/Affiliation

Historical Cultural North Neighborhood Council

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1Qjqqsspzgk5SkQ5LAzImrLIg6hdDhjClgillHpy64ol/editéresponse=ACYDBNgnE0Zs2sJZ11JgQ5-loLvs5ia9kEoyCXoi... 1/2



11/12/2020 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR Scoping Comment Form

Please provide your email if you would like to be notified when the Draft EIR is available.

gee.hcnnc@gmail.com

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1Qjqqsspzgk5SkQ5LAzImrLIg6hdDhjClgillHpy64ol/editéresponse=ACYDBNgnE0Zs2sJZ11JgQ5-loLvs5ia9kEoyCXoi... 2/2
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From: Cortez, Michael <CortezMic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 23, 2020 9:47 AM
To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: Jusay, Anthony

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: Ariel Gondola

Good Morning Fareeha,

As | was looking back at my emails on the project | came across this email which | don’t believe | sent to you. It was from Valerie
Garciawho is with the El Pueblo Merchants Association. Thought this should also be recorded during scoping period.

Best,
Michael

From: Valerie <vgarcia021@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 11:40 PM

To: andrea.conant@consensusinc.com; Cortez, Michael <CortezMic@metro.net>
Cc: arturo.chavez@lacity.org

Subject: Re: Ariel Gondola

Hi Andrea and Michael,
Thanks for reaching out.
Just a little background:

My family has been on Olvera Street since 1930. We are celebration our 90th year.
| also serve on the Historic Cultural North Neighborhood Council.

We are cautiously optimistic to see that this project is going through. It should bring more people to the area.

That being said however, we have two major issues with the conceptual drawing:

1. The platform is too modern.

It is sitting between two very historical places (El Pueblo and Union Station). Maybe the concept can go from historical at our end to
progressively modern, ending at Dodger Stadium. We already have a modern piece that does not fit with Olvera Street/El Pueblo over
our mural. It sticks out like a sore thumb. People ask us, “What is that UFO doing on top of one of your buildings?" Just because
something is modern does not mean it needs to look modern.

Gentrification is happening all around us but it is our duty/responsibility to preserve this historic core for future generations.

2. The stairway on the west side of Alameda looks like it takes toooo much area away from our Plaza de Dolores and the back area of
Olvera Street. We would need to see more detailed designs to be able to determine if any changes need to be made before it impact us.

We really need to see if we can get changes made in these two areas to help preserve our historic core.

The merchants are willing to host a meeting with LA ART when they have time.

Please let me know if you need anything else from us.

Valerie Hanley
Casa California (W-10 Olvera St.)
(C) 213-716-1373

From: Andrea Conant <andrea.conant@consensusinc.com>

To: Carvajal, Elizabeth <CarvajalE @metro.net>; Valerie <wgarcia021@aol.com>

Cc: Cortez, Michael <CortezMic@metro.net>; Abraham Mercado <Abraham.Mercado@consensusinc.com>; Contact LA ART
<hello@laart.la>

Sent: Mon, Oct 5, 2020 10:32 am

Subject: Re: Ariel Gondola
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Thanks Elizabeth. Hello Valerie, my colleague Abraham Mercado tried to reach out to you but it appears we had the wrong number on file. He
will be reaching out to you shortly.

Thank you,

Andrea

Andrea Conant
Consensus
213.802.1115 (d)
213.255.1176 (m)

From: "Carvajal, Elizabeth" <CarvajalE@metro.net>

Date: Monday, October 5, 2020 at 9:46 AM

To: Valerie <vgarcia021@aol.com>

Cc: Michael Cortez <CortezMic@metro.net>, Andrea Conant <andrea.conant@consensusinc.com>
Subject: RE: Ariel Gondola

Hi Valerie,

I hope that you are well. | want to connect you with Andrea Conant (copied) from the team that is leading this project. She will be able to
provide more project information and advise on how you can provide input.

Best,

Elizabeth

From: Valerie <warcia021@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, October 2, 2020 5:34 PM

To: Canvajal, Elizabeth <CarvajalE @metro.net>
Subject: Ariel Gondola

Hi Elizabeth,
Do you have any information for the Ariel Gondola project?

The rendering on the short video has many of us very worried. Such a modern structure in between to very historic places.
A stairway that covers up part of the back of Olvera Street.

Any help would be appreciated.

Valerie Hanley
(C) 213-716-1373
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 4:09 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Discover Torrance - Dodger Stadium Gondola Project [

ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuX57:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Debbie Hays [debbie@discovertorrance.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 3:57 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: Discover Torrance - Dodger Stadium Gondola Project

Good afternoon, Mr. Zelmer!

My name is Debbie Hays, and work with Discover Torrance, our City’s Visitors’ Bureau, and we frequently partner with Los Angeles.
We are excited for the Dodger Stadium Gondola Project, however, are very concerned if the station location ends up being proposed
in the 34-acre Los Angeles Historic State Park (LASHP), itself. To create a transportation station at the entrance to LASHP, destroys the
recreational use of the park and permanently obstructs the use of public space. It also would take away a nationally awarded work of
art called “Monument to Sharing.” We don’t have enough greenspace, and this is a destination that offers open green space for
everyone to share, every day.

The goal, of course, is to connect communities, not destroy this once-in-a-lifetime-opportunity that, through grassroot efforts,
brought a park and culture to some of the most underserved, park-poor communities in the heart of the nation’s second largest city
in the United States.

Therefore, | strongly oppose the Spring Street station proposal, but . . . | can support the Broadway Street station, as a vibrant choice
for a new downtown.

Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts on placement of the Station location.
Sincerely,

Debbie Hays ©
Sales/Community Relations

C: 310.561.7806
E: Debbie@DiscoverTorrance.com
W: DiscoverTorrance.com

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuX57:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 8:51 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment & Virtrual Open House website [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuRp2:ref ]
FYlI-Comment

Also the virtual open has concluded as the comment has stated but on our website we said by 11:59pm today. | just checked and it
says itis closed. Will we be getting it back up or can this be an issue if we need to keep up an extra day?

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Susan Karat MacAdams [susan.macadams@gmail.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 8:02 AM

To: langstonc@metro.net; kbarger@lacbos.org; mayor@cityofinglewood.org; sheila@bos.lacounty.gov;
councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org; fasanaj@accessduarte.com; robert.garcia@longbeach.gov; markridley-
thomas@bos.lacounty.gov; councilmemberkevin.deleon@Ilacity.org; firstdistrict@bos.lacounty.gov; laart@metro.net;
mike.bonin@lacity.org; anajarian@ci.glendale.ca.us; washingtonp@metro.net; cmaryland@ward-edc.org; mayor.garcetti@lacity.org
Cc: rim@m-consultants.net

Subject: FATAL FLAWS AERIAL TRAMWAY UNION STATION TO DODGER STADIUM

Attached please find comments regarding the Aerial Tramway Proposal from Union Station to Dodger Stadium (LA ART).

There are several web links embedded in the comments which connect the reader to the referenced material. Unfortunately, the
Metro web connection for the LA ART Virtual Open House Meeting has been turned off prematurely, so any reference to that link will
lead to an error message.

The LA ART fact sheet is still opening, but does not contain the same information:
https://media.metro.net/2020/ART-Factsheet.pdf

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Susan Karat MacAdams

Vice President, Train Riders Association of California, TRAC

Board Secretary, Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society, LAUSHS
Track and Alignment Specialist

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuRp2:ref
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From: Susan Karat MacAdams
3404 Harford Rd.

Baltimore MD 21218
susan.macadams@gmail.com
443-557-8283

November 16, 2020

To: Mr. Cory Zelmer

Metro Deputy Executive Officer

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: FATAL FLAWS in the Aerial Rapid Transit Project from Union Station to Dodger Stadium

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

On Thursday, October 22, 2020, Metro held an Open House to begin the process of conduct-
ing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project, a
proposed fixed guided tramway from Union Station to Dodger Stadium.

Project description: https://laartvirtualopenhouse.org

Enclosed are my comments regarding this proposal. In summary, the current design of the Aer-
ial Rapid Transit Project (referred to here as “Tramway”) contains so many fatal flaws, it ap-
pears infeasible as a new transportation corridor. As a solution, consider renewing the shorter
Dodger Stadium tramway design from 1990 which only carried passengers up the steep hill-
side of Chavez Ravine to the Dodger Stadium parking lot and was to be built a thousand feet
south of the current proposal’s location. To reach this tramway, fans exited the Chinatown Gold
Line Station, walked a pedestrian corridor through Chinatown and crossed a pedestrian only
bridge over the Pasadena Freeway; the pedestrian only infrastructure is currently in place.

Formerly, | was the High Speed Rail Planning Manager at Metro and track and alignment engi-
neer for the Red, Blue and Green Lines. Prior to that experience, | worked in construction and
design of subway and light rail projects in Baltimore, Boston, and Washington DC.

| am currently the Vice President of the the Train Riders Association of California (TRAC) and
am their Washington DC Representative. Also, | am the Board Secretary for the Los Angeles
Union Station Historical Society (LAUSHS). Both sets of boards are Section 106 Consultants
designated by the Federal Railroad Administration. Consulting party status entitles the partici-
pant to share their views, receive and review pertinent information, offer ideas, and consider
possible solutions together. We actively continue to provide comments regarding any proposed
changes to the Los Angeles Union Station’s Nationally recognized historic property.

BACKGROUND ON DODGER STADIUM TRAMWAY, NEWS ARTICLES

The expense of Metro’s effort for the Tramway EIR is being reimbursed by Frank McCourt’s in-
vestment firm. The gondola’s drop-off station would be at the Dodger Stadium on private land;
McCourt owns a 50 percent stake in this land which is currently being used as parking lots for
the stadium. Below are news articles of interest.
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Ross Zellen, B/R Sports (March 29, 2012)
https://bleacherreport.com/articles/1120695-dodgers-sale-details-mccourt-still-owns-the-
parking-lots-fans-need-to-resist
“The most important thing is to not give more money to Frank McCourt. Forcing him out by
not letting his “economic interest” have any pull in Chavez Ravine, or even Los Angeles as
a whole, will be the true end to his destructive era and the real ushering in of a new Dodger
franchise.”

Bill Shaikin, LA Times (May 4, 2012)
https://www.latimes.com/sports/la-xpm-2012-may-04-la-sp-0505-dodgers-land-20120505-
story.html
The Dodgers’ new owners will pay $14 million per year to rent the parking lots from an enti-
ty half-owned by Frank McCourt, according to land-use documents intended to “facilitate
the orderly development” of the property surrounding Dodger Stadium.

The potential uses for the property include shops and restaurants, homes and offices, and
another sports venue, according to documents obtained Friday by The Times. The docu-
ments also discuss the possibility of parking structures on the land....citing as examples
the restaurants and clubs surrounding AT&T Park in San Francisco and Petco Park in San
Diego.

Brittany Martin, Los Angeles Magazine (August 10, 2018)
https://www.lamag.com/citythinkblog/gondola-proposal/
Aerial Rapid Transit Technologies—a company founded by Drew McCourt, the son former
Dodgers owner Frank McCourt, who is also a major investor—submitted the plan through
Metro’s Unsolicited Proposals policy.

“We take seriously any idea that provides a good alternative to driving, and we’re eager to
consider this proposal from the private sector and advise our Metro Board accordingly,”
Metro CEO Phillip A. Washington wrote in a statement about the gondola plan.

It’s not the first time a tramway to Dodger Stadium has been proposed. The idea was first
floated in a 1990 study of transportation options for Dodger Stadium conducted by the Los
Angeles County Transportation Commission, but, back then, nothing really happened with
the idea.

1990 TRAMWAY STUDY TO DODGER STADIUM

From my prior knowledge of the history of Metro track alignments, around 1990, one of the
reasons for choosing the current location of the Chinatown Gold Line Station (and there were
many alternatives) was the proposed tramway connection to Dodger Stadium as was cited in
the above Los Angeles Magazine article. This tramway would have collected passengers on
the west side of the Pasadena Freeway near Lookout Drive and Stadium Way and carried pas-
sengers up Chavez Ravine to the stadium parking lot. To gain access to the tramway, fans
crossed a pedestrian-only bridge which still exists today and is shown on Dodger Stadium
maps as “Pedestrian Bridge to Chinatown Metro.”

Dodger Stadium map showing “Pedestrian Bridge to Chinatown Metro,” see lower right corner:
https://dodgers.mlblogs.com/dodger-stadium-parking-and-transportation-2015-36f5a40bfb26

This would be an extremely challenging tramway option without a pedestrian bridge currently
in place and in use over the freeway. The planning and construction of any bridge over any
freeway takes many years of effort and many millions of dollars. During my tenure as the High


https://bleacherreport.com/articles/1120695-dodgers-sale-details-mccourt-still-owns-the-parking-lots-fans-need-to-resist
https://bleacherreport.com/articles/1120695-dodgers-sale-details-mccourt-still-owns-the-parking-lots-fans-need-to-resist
https://www.latimes.com/sports/la-xpm-2012-may-04-la-sp-0505-dodgers-land-20120505-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/sports/la-xpm-2012-may-04-la-sp-0505-dodgers-land-20120505-story.html
https://www.lamag.com/citythinkblog/gondola-proposal/
https://dodgers.mlblogs.com/dodger-stadium-parking-and-transportation-2015-36f5a40bfb26
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Speed Rail Planning Manager at Metro, | investigated this pedestrian bridge and believe it was
constructed by the Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering (BOE). In addition, several Metro staff
remembered the previous tramway effort and their input has been added here; these ideas are
not mine nor are they new.

To reach this shorter tramway, passengers would leave the Chinatown Station through the
mezzanine level of Blossom Plaza (which did not exist until recently), cross Broadway at the
pedestrian crosswalk and continue through the center of Chinatown Plaza. Continuing on this
pedestrian-only path towards the stadium, maybe after a good meal and a few souvenirs, the
fans would cross Hill Street, continue on the next pedestrian-only path through another shop-
ping plaza and follow Chung King Road. They would cross Yale Street and climb a wide spiral
ramp to reach the pedestrian bridge over the Pasadena Freeway. Today the bridge is primarily
used by the students of Cathedral High School and their track team.

The bridge would need renovation, but appears structurally sound. There is more on that topic
at the end of this report.

Unfortunately, access to the foot bridge from the end of Chung King Road is currently blocked
by two small apartment buildings. Metro apparently owned these parcels on Yale Street for a
long time, waiting for the initial tramway project to be completed but sold them about a decade
ago.

The smaller tramway project failed because of the opposition from the vendors at Dodger Sta-
dium. Today, the Chinatown community could combine with the adjacent gentrified urban
dwellers to support this worthy tramway alternative.

FATAL FLAWS IN THE 2020 AERIAL TRAMWAY DESIGN

Whenever there is a single fatal flaw in a proposal, the plans are shelved and the public never
sees the project. This new proposal should have been shelved. It is not innovative, it is invasive
and destructive of the existing infrastructure. The additional burden of maintenance, repairs,
infrequent and irregular use of gondola cars, sudden changes in the Dodger schedule that re-
sult in sudden changes in tramway operating hours, any one of these reasons should be suffi-
cient to bring any further study of the new Aerial Tramway to a halt.

Currently, Metro uses transit buses to take fans to Dodger Stadium for free, as long as they
have a ticket. The bus ride takes 15 minutes and is one mile in length; the buses depart from
the front of Union Station in the shade of the old ticketing concourse. On average, less than
5,000 people use the bus per game. Each bus holds 80 crammed Dodger fans, which means
60 busloads per game. After the game, the buses are driven back to the maintenance yard
where they are cleaned and serviced. The new Tramway will remain in place after each game
like a white elephant occupying a lot of space and requiring a lot of maintenance outside of a
standard maintenance facility.

Who cleans the gondola cars? Do workers arrive in the middle of the night with mops and
buckets? Do they have to re-start the Tramway to gain access to clean each vehicle? Who
checks and services the operating system? Where is your shop for repairs? Up in the air?
There is no need for the time and expense of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Tramway Project. There are too many fatal flaws. Six major flaws are listed here.

1.) HAZARDS
The existing LAPD helicopter flight patterns conflict with Tramway support towers and cables,
potentially resulting in catastrophic accidents
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Helicopters throughout Los Angeles frequently use the airspace above freeways to travel from
place to place. Some helicopters are private but many are on official business for the purpose
of checking traffic, weather and emergencies.

Hooper Heliport, located on the roof of the Piper Technical Center, is the world's largest rooftop
helicopter airport. This facility is adjacent to Union Station and is home to the Los Angeles Po-
lice Department's (LAPD) Air Support Division, the largest metropolitan police aviation unit in
the United States.

When LAPD helicopters depart Hooper Heliport to follow the Pasadena Freeway corridor, they
fly northward away from Union Station on a similar path as the proposed Tramway route from
Union Station to Dodger Stadium. The first new obstacle in the path of the LAPD helicopter will
be at Alameda and Alpine Streets where a tall support structure will be built, similar to a high
voltage tower. Gondola cables will stretch from the this tower across six lanes of Alpine Street,
over the Gold Line aerial structure, to the next support tower beyond the Homegirl Cafe. The
cables must be high enough over the Gold Line structure to clear the electrical catenary wires.

To raise the tramway higher than the Gold Line catenary system, the support towers must be at
least 200 feet tall. The bottom of the gondola car must be of a sufficient distance so an arc of
electricity produced by the catenary does not fry the gondola passengers. Hot weather will
cause the Tramway cables to sag and the support columns must be tall enough to accommo-
date that sag.

These large metal support towers will stand directly across the street from the eight story Metro
Apartments on Alameda. The residents of the building will be able to clearly see the faces of
passengers in the gondola cars. Were the tenants of THE METRO@Chinatown Apartments no-
tified of the Tramway public meeting? What about Homeboy Industries? The Tramway will fly
right over the roof of the Homegirl’s restaurant and large bakery. Both the Metro apartment
dwellers and Homeboys will be severely impacted during the construction of the Tramway.

Another dangerous airspace obstacle will be the cable wires above the Pasadena Freeway at
Bishop Road. The support towers will be much higher than those near the Homegirl Cafe. Dur-
ing the public presentation, the Portland Tramway was shown as an example of an aerial tram.
In a similar aerial climb, the tramway system in Oregon uses 500 foot tall support columns.
The height of the support structures for the Dodger Stadium Tramway could easily be as high
as Portland’s. The terrain certainly is similar to Portland. See photo below.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Portland Aerial _Tram#/media/File:PortlandTramCar3.jpg

General aviation rules prohibit helicopters from flying below 500 feet. This airspace regulation is
governed by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). But the LAPD helicopters have an ex-
ception to that rule and they are allowed to fly lower than 500 feet for purposes of surveillance
and emergencies.

LAPD helicopters cannot share the same airspace with Tramway support columns and the ca-
ble wires, either at day or at night. The results could be catastrophic. This is a fatal flaw.

Many different organizations use the airspace corridors such as the Los Angeles Fire Depart-
ment, Fox News, ABC, CBS and NBC. In order to change the airspace rules, the FAA should
have been contacted previous to any public meeting. It takes ten years for the FAA to give their
approval for revisions to the airspace; each affected party will have to accept the new regula-
tions, which, given the emergency use of this corridor, seems infeasible. This is a fatal flaw.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Portland_Aerial_Tram%2523/media/File:PortlandTramCar3.jpg
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Why wasn’t the Tramway project discussed internally at Metro with the LAPD prior to beginning
the expensive process of conducting an EIR? This is a fatal flaw.

Hooper Heliport can easily be seen from the 22nd floor of Metro’s Headquarters at One Gate-
way, the same floor as Project Manager Cory Zelmer’s office. Could Mr. Zelmer please look out
the window to determine if the heliport is still in operation?

2.) TRANSPORTATION
Ridership numbers don’t add up

From the proposal: “The Project would have a maximum capacity of approximately 5,500 peo-
ple per hour per direction, and the travel time from LAUS to Dodger Stadium would be approx-
imately six or seven minutes.”

No other aerial system in the world can carry that many people except Disneyland. If the
Tramway moves 5,500 people per hour and each car holds on average 35 people, 160 gondola
cars will be needed for passengers per hour (35 passengers x 160 gondola cars= 5,550 pas-
sengers). That means each gondola car arrives and fills with passengers every twenty seconds.
Each time a gondola car arrives at Dodger Stadium, it must also empty every twenty seconds.
Each trip potentially will include children, the elderly and handicap, people who don’t drive.
This is a fatal flaw. This is not Disneyland. This sounds dangerous. Not enough people can
travel on this system to warrant the time and expense of an EIR.

3.) TRANSPORTATION
The proposal displays misinformation about the convenience of using Union Station to transfer
to the Alameda Tramway Station

From the public meeting: “LA ART is proposed to directly link Dodger Stadium to the Los An-
geles region’s public transit system via the regional transit hub at Union Station connecting to
Metro’s B (Red), L (Gold), and D (Purple) Rail Lines, the upcoming Regional Connector with
connections to the A (Blue) and Metro E (Expo) Lines, as well as Metrolink, Amtrak, and sup-
porting bus, bicycle, and pedestrian connections.”

The entrance to the Tramway is located on Alameda Street about 800 feet from Union Station
platforms. From the proposal, it is estimated that over 10,000 passengers would disembark
from trains and exit Union Station through the confusing array of the passenger tunnel, the
waiting area, out the front door and along Alameda Street to the Tramway Station located in a
public right-of-way outside the perimeter of Union Station property. There is not a one way flow
of Dodger fans; there is cross traffic from commuters, tourists and business people.

On baseball evenings, Alameda street is generally full of cars locked in rush hour traffic. Par-
ents with children will have to navigate through this maze, maybe for the first time in their lives,
and walk along a crowded sidewalk to reach the Tramway entrance and pay their fare, then
climb stairs and ramps to wait in line with thousands of people, while below, cars are still
stalled in traffic, until the family reaches the platform and is rushed into a gondola car.

The distance traveled is not a simple platform transfer within Union Station. This is not a safe
design for families. And when the families return home, it will be dark, walking back to Union
Station might not be as friendly as in the daylight.

Therefore, the above quoted statement from the initial presentation misleads the public into

believing that transferring to the Tramway is as pretty as the picture on page 25, “Los Angeles
Union Station Alameda Station.” Passengers walking along Alameda Street will find a very dif-
ferent picture. The sidewalks will not be as wide. There will be no plaza, no fountain. There will
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be no trees. There will be no drop off lane as shown. Metro’s Esplanade Project Managers re-
ceived comments as early as January 2017 from the LAUSHS Board Members regarding the
elimination of traffic lanes and existing underground utilities. Metro Managers responded that
they did not have to discuss traffic reduction with the city’s emergency services, or investigate
large utilities because it was not part of their Environmental Review process.

At the October 2020 Metro Board Meeting, the Esplanade project was severely scaled back by
the LADOT, a municipal agency that oversees transportation planning, design, construction,
maintenance and operations within the city of Los Angeles. The LADOT should have been con-
sulted three years earlier about changing Alameda Street by removing and reconfiguring sever-
al lanes of traffic. They were not.

In addition, the Tramway Station is supported by a center column which blocks one lane of
traffic on Alameda. As stated, the Tramway cannot block any lanes of existing traffic on Alame-
da. Without the road diet proposed by the Esplanade project, Alameda street will be wider than
your rendering and the structural supports for the Tramway platform must be located on each
side of the street. Unfortunately, the existing sidewalk is too narrow for both pedestrians and
large support columns. This is a fatal flaw.

In addition, the tunnels for the Red Line subway are located near the proposed location of the
Alameda Tramway Station. Tramway stations need a huge wheel house for the gondolas and a
counter-weight for the guideway cables. It is unlikely that the street can carry that load without
transferring some of the load to the subway tunnels. Potential fatal flaw.

4.) HAZARDS
Large storm drain beneath sidewalk on Alameda will prevent construction of the Alameda
Tramway Station

In the rendering of the Tramway station platform on page 25, trees are shown on the Union
Station side of Alameda. This is not possible as there is an 8 foot storm drain directly under the
sidewalk which prevents the planting of trees. This storm drainage system that surrounds
Union Station was built in 1932 by William Mulholland and is crucial for the drainage of storm
water away from City Hall and prevents Alameda from flooding. Unfortunately for designers
and developers, this large storm drain system, which surrounds Union Station on three sides,
creates a kind of dog collar constraint for any future of development in the area.

Large support columns for the Tramway Station cannot be built on top of this storm drain on
the east side of Alameda nor can they block the circulation on the sidewalks. Fatal flaws.

5.) TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Metro’s presentation states the Tramway would be good for, “reducing traffic congestion and
expanding mobility options for transit riders.” This is a false statement. The Tramway proposal
will be primarily for 80 home games during Dodger baseball season. The Tramway support col-
umns through Chinatown will block traffic all the time. The Tramway will not reduce traffic con-
gestion during most days and nights when there is no baseball game. Please revise this state-
ment. Passengers can more easily use the Gold Line or buses to reach the same destinations.
This misleads the public and is a fatal flaw.

6.) TRANSPORTATION

A large tramway transfer station will be built at Los Angeles State Historic Park or on Bishop
Road and Broadway which is unacceptable.

The Tramway alignment has two alternatives, each turn onto Bishop Road. A station stop will
be located at the turn and a very large turning house will be required. See photo. This turning
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house will be built either inside the perimeter of the Los Angeles Historic State Park or at the

corner of Broadway and Bishops Road. This is unacceptable. This is a fatal flaw.
Photo: Corner station in Hong Kong: http://gondolaproject.com/cornering/

SUMMARY

Even one fatal flaw is sufficient to stop a project from further study. When there are numerous
fatal flaws, the only solution is the “No Build” alternative. There is no need for the expense of
an EIR for this Aerial Tramway design: the facts don’t add up.

There is a solution, to build the shorter tramway proposed in 1990, the existing infrastructure is
still in place. After the Regional Connector opens through downtown Los Angeles, passengers
from Long Beach will have a single ride to the Chinatown Station, with no transfer at Union
Station needed. After the Gold Line opens to Claremont, the passengers from the San Gabriel
Valley will be happy to get off the train after an hour ride and take a walk and have a good
meal. Passengers traveling on the Red Line, EXPO, Metrolink and Amtrak can easily transfer at
Union Station to the Gold Line, no need to leave the station and walk out to Alameda Street.

It’s taken so long to build the entire light rail system, it seems the original intent of the pedestri-
an bridge over the freeway to Dodger Stadium and its connection to the Gold Line Station has
been forgotten. To encourage more pedestrian movement, a set of stairs could be added to the
steep hillside of Chavez Ravine, potentially weaving back and forth underneath the tramway.
The steps should be wide and well lit, with drought tolerant landscaping, standard practice
these days. The steps could remain open during the day for the community to use, and on
game nights, the step challenge could encourage fans to try a cardiovascular workout instead
of waiting for the tramway; it’s about a ten story climb.

Metro’s First Last Mile Strategic Plan (March 2014) included “Pathway Guiding Principles” to
consider when designing walking and bicycling paths to reach Metro Rail stations. The plan
identified five “values” for path design: safe, intuitive, universally accessible, efficient and fun.


http://gondolaproject.com/cornering/
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These design concepts can each be found along the existing pedestrian-friendly walkways in
Chinatown and will encourage people to take the train to Dodger games. The total walking dis-
tance from the Chinatown Station to Dodger Stadium is less than one-half mile.

The anticipation and thrill of the game is universal, and when any first timer exits the Chinatown
Station, they will be swept along with the Dodger Blue jerseys to follow this existing pedestrian
path. They won’t get lost.

With McCourt’s plans, the Dodger parking lot could still be developed with shops and restau-
rants, hotels and bars. Some of the residents of Echo Park will oppose the increase in traffic,
but others will prefer the convenience of the new shops and restaurants; it would be beneficial
for the Developers to strike a compromise within the surrounding communities.

Anyone interested in the former Metro tramway proposal should take a stroll through China-
town along the pedestrian path towards the bridge. The pedestrian-only crosswalks at Broad-
way and Hill should be a model for all other pedestrian crossings at transit stops on the Metro
system; there’s room on the sidewalks for over a hundred fans to wait at the same time. By
placing the crosswalks in the middle of the block, there is no danger from vehicles turning at an
intersection onto a pedestrian.

The bridge should be renovated, new security added, with colored lights illuminating the new
walking surface, see the example below. There can be only one color choice and that is Dodger
Blue. Even so, there are lighting designs that produce rainbow effects that could be used on
game nights. This would keep the children happy while waiting for their turn on the tramway.

The Meydan pedestrian bridge in Dubai glows neon Dodger Blue

Susan Karat MacAdams
Vice President, Train Riders Association of California (TRAC)
Board Secretary, Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society (LAUSHS)



From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 2:51 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW comments re NOP for proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project [

ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuWey:ref |

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Nagami, Damon [dnagami@nrdc.org]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 2:49 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: marissa@folar.org; julia.meltzer@clockshop.org

Subject: comments re NOP for proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit the attached comments on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for
the proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. We appreciate your consideration of our views.

Best regards,

DAMON NAGAMI
Senior Attorney, Nature Program
Director, Southern California Ecosystems Project

NATURAL RESOURCES
DEFENSE COUNCIL

1314 SECOND STREET
SANTA MONICA, CA 90401
T310.434.2300

F 310.434.2399
DNAGAMI@NRDC.ORG
NRDC.ORG

Please save paper.
Think before printing.

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuWcy:ref
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Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

Metro One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-6 Los Angeles, CA 90012
LAART @metro.net

RE: Comments on Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the
Proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

On behalf of Clockshop, Friends of the Los Angeles River, and the Natural Resources
Defense Council, we appreciate this opportunity to comment on the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Los
Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. Our organizations have long stood alongside
communities to advocate for, create, and protect the public lands that surround the Los
Angeles River. We have deep ties to Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP) and a
vested interest in seeing it successful as an asset for the community and the river.

We understand from the NOP that two potential route alignments for the Project are
being proposed: a Broadway alignment that follows Alameda, then Broadway, and
makes a 90 degree turn at Bishops Road (where a station would be located) to Dodger
Stadium; and a Spring Street alignment that follows Alameda, then Spring Street and
makes a 90 degree turn at about Ann Street to fly over LASHP up to Dodger Stadium.
The latter would appear to call for a sizable footprint on public lands and impact public
viewsheds that define the character of the state park. Neither option would appear to
create any equitable improvement to public transportation for the surrounding
communities.

In general, the NOP provides very little in terms of specific details about the proposed
project. Based on the information that is presented in the NOP, our greatest concerns —
and the areas where Metro should be sure to focus when preparing the draft EIR for
the Project — are as follows:

1. Scale and mass of the station design. We are concerned about the enormous scale
and mass of the proposed passenger station. Based on our preliminary understanding




of the physical considerations of a high capacity, high speed gondola—including the
need for a 90 degree turn at the Spring Street station, the need for a sizable footprint
to allow on- and off-loading via stairs, escalators and escalators, and the renderings
provided in the LA-ART presentation—we estimate that a Spring Street Station could be
approximately 75 feet tall, or as tall as a nine story building. Our understanding is that
a tower could be located within 300 feet of the Visitor Pavilion and the Ranger Station,
which are the major installations in the park—and yet the tower could be roughly four
times as tall as these structures. In order to fully understand the potential visual and
operational impacts to LASHP, the public needs much more information about the
Project, including more accurately rendered and scaled plans.

2. Obstructing the viewshed. Dangling three cables and gondola cars across the park
perpendicular to the long axis at its widest point may provide a negative visual impact
on public lands. LASHP could lose its iconic views of the downtown Los Angeles skyline.
Again, more detailed renderings need to be produced in order for the public to
understand the impact of this Project on the viewshed.

3. Impact on surrounding neighborhoods. The proposed Project does not appear to
solve the longstanding problem of how people from the surrounding neighborhoods get
to LASHP. A crosswalk and improved DASH bus service should be the priorities before a
gondola is considered.

Thank you for considering our comments, and please keep us apprised as to when the
draft EIR is available for review.

Best regards,

GO

Julia Meltzer Marissa Christiansen

Executive Director Executive Director

Clockshop Friends of the Los Angeles River
julia.meltzer@clockshop.org marissa@folar.org

Doz K Vs
Damon Nagami
Senior Attorney

Natural Resources Defense Council
dnagami@nrdc.org




From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 1:26 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha; andrea.conant@consensusinc.com

Cc: jusaya@metro.net; zelmerc@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter re: LA Aerial Rapid Transit NOP [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GYxCaV:ref ]
Attachments: 2020 _11 07 Letter to Cory Zelmer_pdf.html

Hi Fareeha and Andrea,
| am flagging this particular comment since they requested a meeting and its from State Park

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: Patricia Pérez [patricia@vpepr.com]
Sent: 11/10/2020, 4:38 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: avought1954@gmail.com

Subject: Letter re: LA Aerial Rapid Transit NOP

Attached you will find Los Angeles River State Park Partners’, a nonprofit organization dedicated to the support of the three
California State Parks along the Los Angeles River (Los Angeles State Historic Park, Rio de Los Angeles State Park, and the Bowtie
Parcel), response to the NOP for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit project.

We welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss these concerns. We look forward to working constructively with you and
the developers throughout this public process.

Sincerely,

Patricia Pérez
Chair

patricia@vpepr.com
(626) 390-6444

LG ANGELES BVER
Ctate Park

Partners

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GYxCaV:ref
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LOS ANGELES RIVER

State Park
Partners

November 10, 2020

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles CA 90012

Dear Cory:

The Los Angeles River State Park Partners, a nonprofit organization dedicated to the support of
the three California State Parks along the Los Angeles River (Los Angeles State Historic Park, Rio
de Los Angeles State Park, and the Bowtie Parcel), has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for
the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit project. We are writing to communicate some of our
specific concerns, as detailed below. Our cooperative association’s mission is to advocate on
behalf of our State Park lands. We request the issues we raise be addressed in planning
processes and future decisions for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit project by the developer
and LA Metro.

While we appreciate the inclusion of the statement in the NOP that “public benefits being
considered for the proposed Project include support for a pedestrian bridge between North
Broadway and the Los Angeles State Historic Park,” we are concerned about many aspects of
the proposed gondola system.

Our concerns are heightened by the limited specific discussion of LA ART’s impacts on the park.
We have repeatedly asked the LA ART team for additional information, most specifically the
exact size, configuration and design scheme of the station on Spring Street. In light of the lack
of information, the only responsible response is for us to voice our strong reservations.

We ask that the LA ART project and its impact on Los Angeles State Historic Park (LASHP) be
considered in the context of the history of the park in the Northeast Los Angeles neighborhoods
it serves and the City of Los Angeles.

In 1999, the erstwhile Southern Pacific railyard was considered for industrial development.
Developers aligned with city officials and promoted the 32-acre site for light industrial
development under the guise of creating a few big-box jobs. The community and
environmental groups organized to form the Chinatown Yard Alliance, which demanded that a
park and open space be built on that space. California State Parks stepped in to acquire the
parcel and worked closely with the community to address the community’s need for open
space. The final park was opened on Earth Day 2017.

1799 Baker Street, Los Angeles CA 90012 « www.larspp.org



Given the history of a multi-decade fight to establish parkland and open space as an alternative
to private development, the damage to the park which would be caused by the LA ART project
is especially concerning.

Los Angeles State Historic Park is now a gem among the State Parks in the Los Angeles area and
a national model for urban parks. But the State’s major investment that made LASHP possible
may be at risk if private interests are allowed to spoil the public good represented by the park.

Based upon what we have seen of the proposed LA ART project, we are strongly opposed to the
Spring Street Alternative and favor the Broadway Alternative.

Following review of the NOP to prepare a Draft EIR for the project, we ask that the following be
considered:

1. Scale and mass of the station design. We are most concerned by what we
understand to be the huge scale and mass of the station on the proposed Spring
Street Alignment. Based upon our preliminary understanding of the physical
considerations of a high capacity, high speed gondola, including the need for 90
degree turn at the Spring Street station, the need for a sizeable footprint to
allow on and off loading via stairs, escalators and elevators, and the renderings
provided in the LA ART presentation, we conclude that the Spring Street Station
would be approximately 75 feet tall, or as tall as a nine story building. The tower
will be located within 300 feet of the Visitor Pavilion and the Ranger Station
which are the major installations in the park, yet the tower will be roughly four
times as high as these structures;

2. Obstructing the viewshed from the park. Dangling three cables and large gondola
cars across the park perpendicular to the long axis of the park — envisioned by the
Spring Street Alignment -- maximizes the negative visual impact on the viewshed of
the park. Los Angeles State Historic Park will lose its iconic view of the downtown
Los Angeles skyline; these unobstructed and spectacular views are now being
promoted as a gondola benefit.

In addition to destroying the iconic views of the Los Angeles downtown, the cable
system would ensure it is no longer possible to fly kite or offer similar recreation
activities at the Los Angeles State Historic Park, long a favorite activity of park
visitors;

3. Architectural style of the station. We have no specific design information of the
design aesthetic of the Spring Street Station, however if it replicates the bird-in-flight
motif of the Alameda and Dodger Stadium stations then it will be in jarring contrast
to the design of the Los Angeles State Historic Park;

1799 Baker Street, Los Angeles CA 90012 « www.larspp.org



4. Public safety and nuisance control. We are very concerned that the Spring
Street Station would encourage pre and post-game partying and tailgating at Los
Angeles State Historic Park, with a concomitant increased need for public safety and
maintenance at the park;

5. Parking. A Spring Street Station, without an associated parking facility, would
increase parking problems in the Mission Junction neighborhood;

6. Pedestrian safety. The section of Spring Street between Ann and Sotelo streets
where the Spring Street Station is planned has a long-standing problem with
pedestrian safety. Spring Street is a high-traffic arterial and the lack of any
pedestrian crossing between College and Wilhardt Streets has made crossing
hazardous for all residents of Mission Junction who want to visit LASHP, especially
the students of Ann Street Elementary School and residents of the William Mead
Homes. The proposed station at this location will exacerbate the serious pedestrian
safety problem;

7. Impact on nature. The natural resources of the 32-acre Los Angeles State
Historic Park are an important constituent element of the Los Angeles River
ecosystem which is connected at the eastern end of the park. Potential impacts to
wildlife and plants should be studied during and post construction;

8. Impetus for gentrification. The neighborhoods surrounding Los Angeles State
Historic Park struggle with gentrification and disproportionate impacts on our
communities. The gondola would exacerbate the gentrification process.

We are concerned about the potential negative impacts of the proposed Los Angeles Aerial
Rapid Transit project on Los Angeles State Historic Park, which we view as the greatest threat to
Northeast Los Angeles open space in over 20 years. If the project were to advance, we would
favor the Broadway Alternative.

We welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss these concerns and our information
requests. We look forward to working constructively with you and the developers throughout
this public process.

/.

Patricia Pérez, Board Chair
Los Angeles River State Park Partners

1799 Baker Street, Los Angeles CA 90012 « www.larspp.org



From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 11:05 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Support for Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXxZq:ref
]

Attachments: scan_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Suzette Rivera [srivera@networkmedicalmanagement.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 6:34 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: david.louie @cbrela.com; ksim@networkmedicalmanagement.com; hello@laart.la
Subject: Support for Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Cory Zelmer,

See attached letter in support of the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project.

Sincerely,
F Suzette B. Rivera
2 N b Executive Assistant to Dr. Kenneth Sim
of Adminstration
W HDD"I:I”"E” Network Medical Management / Apollo Medical Holdings

1668 S. Garfield Ave., 2" Floor, Alhambra, CA 91801
Email: SRivera@Netw orkMedicalManagement.com
T 626. 586. 4213 | F 626. 943. 6324

This electronic message transmission, including any attachments, contains information from Network Medical Management which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity
named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic transmission in error, please notify the sender
immediately by a "reply to sender only" message and destroy all electronic and hard copies of the communication, including attachments

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuXxZq:ref
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Kenneth Sim, M.D., F.A.C.S.
Advance Surgeons Medical Group, Inc.
328 So. First Street, Suite F-G
Alhambra, CA 91801

Mr. Cory Zelmer
Deputy Executive Officer
Metro.

November 16, 2020

Dear Mr. Cory Zelmer,

| am writing to express my support for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit project proposed to
connect riders from Union Station to Dodger Stadium.

Angelenos are in dire need of this innovative transportation infrastructure. This aerial gondola’s
ability to eliminate thousands of cars off of the road before and after Dodger games will benefit
the community greatly with improved traffic and better air quality.

This zero-emission project also provides a much-needed and convenient alternative to driving to
connect communities, parks and the LA River. | urge the Metro Board of Directors to approve
this important project.

Sincerely,
ethy_
Kenneth Sim, M.D. F.A.C.S.

President
Advance Surgeons Medical Group, Inc.



From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 202011:17 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment for LA ART [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuxk5:ref ]
Attachments: CCSEP Comments_2020_11 16 pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park [ccsep.org@gmail.com]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 8:10 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: pmurphy468@roadrunner.com; evr.rosenberg@gmail.com
Subject: Public Comment for LA ART

Mr. Zelmer,
Please find attached our organization's public comment for the proposed LA ART project.
Regards,

Evan Rosenberg
Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

Sent via Superhuman

ref. 00Df42UDS. 5005GZuXk5:ref
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November 14, 2020

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer
One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-6

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comments from Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park on proposed Los Angeles Aerial
Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Zelmer,

The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park (CCSEP) is a 100% volunteer-based organization that has
served as the caretaker of Elysian Park for over 55 years. Since our inception, we have fought to
preserve, restore, and expand the park to ensure that future generations can enjoy and appreciate its
splendor. We have partnered with government agencies, other non-profits and community
organizations, local businesses, and thousands of citizen volunteers to carry out our mission.

We thank you for the opportunity to submit public comment regarding the proposed Los Angeles Aerial
Rapid Transit (LA ART) project:

Traffic from Dodger Stadium plagues the surrounding communities. Despite transit solutions like the
Dodger Stadium Express, the problem persists and may be getting worse. Of course, the siting of Dodger
Stadium means that the communities surrounding Elysian Park are disproportionately impacted by the
congestion, vehicle emissions, noise pollution, limited parking, and litany of other adverse impacts
stemming from events at Dodger Stadium that occur throughout the year.

Efforts to reduce congestion in this area should be of high priority and are encouraged by our
organization. The proposed LA ART project looks promising in this regard. The project claims to be able
to move up to 20% of Dodger Stadium capacity on game days thus providing relief to neighborhood
streets, arterial roadways, and freeways during game and special event days.

We view the project’s ability to meet these ambitious claims to be essential to its success. A
guantitative, demonstrable reduction in traffic congestion should not just be considered a project goal
but its minimum requirements. No project, regardless of funding source, should move forward unless
firm commitments to capacity and the ability to take cars off the road can be made.


https://elysianpark.org/about/mission/

EIYSIAN PARK

Should additional passenger stations be incorporated into the plan, appropriate measures to mitigate
traffic and parking impacts in these areas should be included. The use of parking permits and increased
enforcement alone will not suffice.

Understanding that the project will operate on non-game days to support congestion reduction and
additional access to the stadium, we would like to see mitigation measures in place to ensure there is
not a net increase of stadium traffic on non-game days. These should include restricting access to the
stadium by way of gondola only, including employees.

Finally, we see the proposed project as an opportunity to increase access to Elysian Park for which there
are virtually no public transit connections. We would like to see additional analysis of how the project
can contribute towards increasing access to Elysian Park.

The goals of the proposed project are laudable: Reduce congestion, improve air quality, reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, improve access to the stadium. Of course, this project can only be successful
if these goals are achieved and the tradeoffs are acceptable by the communities who are most affected.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide public comment and look forward to future iterations of this
project as it continues through the planning process.

Sincerely,

P fu;&,,a mWA#

Philip Murphy

President, Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

ccsep.org@gmail.com



Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
PO Box 411682, Los Angeles CA 90041
(626) 799-3925 laushs@earthlink.net
launionstationhs@earthlink.org
November 22, 2020

Mr. Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

Los Angeles Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ref: LA ART EIR Meeting--Updated
Dear Mr. Zelmer,

The Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society (LAUSHS) is an FRA Section 106 resource in
matters concerning the historic integrity of the iconic Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS), a
designated Los Angeles Historic Cultural Monument which is also listed on the National
Register of Historic Places. Consequently, LAUSHS recently participated in a virtual meeting
with the representatives of the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART) who are tasked with
fulfilling its mandated Environmental Impact Report (EIR) since the proposed cableway terminal
would be in close proximity to LAUS.

During the meeting, several issues and possible remedies were discussed as below:

1) Although LA ART stated that its proposed cableway terminal, to be sited near the
junction of Cesar Chavez Avenue and North Alameda Street, would not impinge on the
majestic view of the Hispanic Revival/Art Deco facade of LAUS, at 800 North Alameda
Street, no comprehensive renderings depicting the exact relationship between the
cableway terminal and LAUS were available due to a lack of time. However, LA ART’s
footprint map of the location indicated to us that the south end of the LA ART terminal
impinged on the view of the north end of LAUS” main building. Consequently, it is
LAUSHS’ opinion that the proposed LA ART terminal location would have a negative
visual impact on the historic and cultural integrity of LAUS.

2) The “futuristic” architecture of LA ART’s proposed terminal, which is based on the
wings of a bird in flight upside down, was presented as being in harmony with other Los
Angeles icons including the “Mid Century Modern” LAX airport theme building. It is



LAUSHS’ opinion that, although the long vacant LAX theme building is appreciated by
many Angelenos, its appearance has been likened to a gigantic tarantula or a hovering
sputnik from outer space. Consequently, we believe anything like it has no place in the
proximity of LAUS and El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument (Old Pueblo)
across Alameda Street from LAUS.

3) Among the significant architectural features of LAUS are its massiveness and its soaring,
curved archways which recall Spain’s great cathedrals. Indeed, LAUS has been called a
“Cathedral of Transportation” and in fact was once under consideration as an
interdenominational cathedral by the Catholic, Episcopal and Methodist churches. Such
intrinsically spiritual architecture would seriously argue with the breezy nature of LA
ART’s proposed cableway terminal.

4) Immediately behind LAUS is Hopper Heliport, the world’s largest rooftop heliport. Low-
flying helicopters may be at risk from LA ART’s cables, and if there is a collision the
debris could endanger LAUS, its campus and passengers. The potential level of damage
could be catastrophic.

5) The prevailing ambience of LAUS and the adjacent Old Pueblo is that of the Mission Era
of Hispanic California (1769-1833). The LA ART terminal would bring an inappropriate
“Disneyesque” amusement quality to the location. Granted, the “Disney” style of
amusement park is synonymous with contemporary Southern California living, but it
would be alien in the heart of Los Angeles’ historic district.

6) One of the generalized renderings that was presented by LA ART consultants is dated
because it depicts a long stand of trees along the eastside of Alameda Street that was
originally part of the Metro’s proposed “Esplanade” project. These trees have since been
deleted from the “Esplanade” project because their roots could interfere with a recently
discovered buried drainage pipe that borders the LAUS campus. The drainage pipe may
also have an impact on the cableway terminal structure as well. This possibility may need
to be addressed before LA ART commences work on the cableway terminal in the center
of Alameda Street, assuming that the location itself has been approved by the emergency
services and other interested government entities.

In conclusion, LAUSHS: suggests 3 options below that may remedy the proximity of LA ART
with LAUS:

Option A)
No build. Dodger Stadium is already served by LA Metro’s fast, frequent and efficient
Dodger Stadium Express buses that leave directly from LAUS and do not require walking
further to the LA ART terminal in the middle of Alameda Street. If Metro capacity needs
to be increased beyond the current bus fleet, there are high-capacity, multi-platform,
articulated buses that might be considered.



Option B)

Site the LA ART terminal further north on Alameda Street, to 1000 North Alameda
Street or further north and thus out of view of LAUS and the adjacent Hispanic Revival
Terminal Annex Post Office, which is also on the National Register of Historic Places.
This would place the cableway terminal in the vicinity of Los Angeles’ famous Philippe’s
restaurant, original home of the French-Dipped sandwich. Philippe’s is always mobbed
by Dodger fans on game days, but it may have additional capacity since customers from
the Terminal Annex Post Office (now closed) and LAUS’s staff have diminished over the
years. Imagine the ease of grabbing a world-famous Philippe’s French-Dipped sandwich
and then heading out the front door and onto the LA ART cableway to Dodger Stadium.

Option C)

Site the LA ART terminal at the former site of the Fr. Serra Statue. In response to a
speaker at the LA ART scoping meeting who represented businesses in the Old Pueblo
that favor the LA ART terminal at its current proposed location, because it may increase
consumer foot traffic, another option might be to locate the terminal southwest of the
proposed location to the former site of the Fr. Serra Statue. During recent demonstrations,
the statue was toppled by persons who apparently identified with the Indigenous
community, the original “Angelenos”. According to the Los Angeles Recreation and
Parks Department, the statue will not be returned to its original location but, after repairs,
it will be placed in the care of the Catholic Archdiocese and eventually resurrected on
church property, thus leaving its former location vacant. The trees that still stand around
the former statue location might possibly shield the view of the cableway terminal from

LAUS.

At the end of LAUSHS’ meeting with LA ART’s representatives, it was agreed that another
meeting will be held at a future date when LA ART can provide renderings that show LAUS
and LA ART’s terminal in reference to each other and when a representative of LA Metro
can attend. Moreover, the LA ART representatives agreed to consider having an architectural
scale model built because LAUSHS believes it would be the best way to demonstrate the
juxtaposition of the cableway terminal and LAUS. LAUSHS is opposed to a computer
simulation in lieu of a model due to the inherent shortcomings of the digital process and
because it’s believed that a 3-D model is easier and faster for LAUSHS and the public to
discern the issues in question.

Thank you for your interest.

Respectfully submitted,

7S
e gy
/ 1/ 7/

Tom Savio

Executive Director
Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society

cc: The Los Angeles Conservancy



From: Zelmer, Cory <ZelmerC@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 9:23 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: Jusay, Anthony; Cortez, Michael

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: BizFed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART) - SUPPORT
Attachments: LA ART Support Letter FINAL.pdf

See attached. Thanks

Cory Zelmer

Deputy Executive Officer

LA Metro

Countywide Planning & Development

213-922-1079

Metro’s mission is to provide world-class transportation for all.

From: Sarah Wiltfong <sarah.wiltfong@bizfed.org>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 8:02 AM

To: Zelmer, Cory <ZelmerC@metro.net>

Subject: BizFed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART) - SUPPORT

Good morning,

Please find BizFed's letter of support for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART).
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out.

Sincerely,

Join our effort to #ProtectAllLACountyWorkers in their fight against COVID-19! Click here to donate today and get involved!

l Sarah Wiltfong
310.213.8742 - sarah.wiltfong@bizfed.org
’ BizFed.org
A grassroots alliance of more than 200 diverse business groups mobilizing 450,000 employers that employ 4

million people in LA County.
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November 12, 2020

Mr. Philip A. Washington

Chief Executive Officer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit (LA ART) - SUPPORT
Dear Mr. Washington,

We are writing to you on behalf of the Los Angeles County Business Federation (BizFed). We
are an alliance of over 200 business organizations who represent 400,000 employers with 4
million employees in LA County.

We wish to communicate our enthusiastic support for the proposed Los Angeles Aerial Rapid
Transit (LA ART) aerial gondola project proposed to connect our region’s transportation hub
at Los Angeles Union Station to one of the most popular and visited sports venues in the
nation, Los Angeles Dodger Stadium and its surrounding parks and communities.

Aerial transit has emerged globally as meaningful and effective rapid transit in cities such as
La Paz, Bolivia, Mexico City, Mexico, and here in the United States in New York (Roosevelt
Island) and Portland, Oregon. Indeed, the La Paz system carried over 100 million people in
2019. And while there are a number of cities throughout North America studying aerial
rapid transit, Los Angeles is in the lead...so let’s keep LA ART on track!

BizFed looks forward to this innovative project advancing through the environmental
process and applauds Metro’s leadership in partnering with ARTT LLC. Realizing an aerial
rapid transit connection to one of our most iconic and well-attended sports venues - home
to our World Champion Los Angeles Dodgers! - is exciting and has BizFed's full support.

Sincerely,

Sandy Sanchez David Fleming Tracy Hernandez
BizFed Chair BizFed Founding Chair BizFed Founding CEO
FivePoint IMPOWER, Inc.

Los Angeles County Business Federation / 6055 E. Washington Blvd. #1005, Commerce, California 90040 / T: 323.889.4348 / www.bizfed.org
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BizFed Association Members

7-Eleven Franchise Owners Association of
Southern California

Action Apartment Association
Alhambra Chamber of Commerce
American Beverage Association
American Hotel & Lodging

American Institute of Architects - Los
Angeles

Angeles Emerald

Apartment Association of Greater Los
Angeles

Apartment Association, CA Southern Cities,
Inc.

Arcadia Association of Realtors

AREAA North Los Angeles SFV SCV
Associated Builders & Contractors, Inc.
Southern California Chapter
Association of Club Executives

Association of Independent Commercial
Producers

Azusa Chamber of Commerce

Bell Gardens Chamber of Commerce
Beverly Hills Bar Association

Beverly Hills Chamber of Commerce
BNI4SUCCESS

Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce
Building Industry Association - Baldyview

Building Industry Association - LA/Ventura
Counties

Building Industry Association - Southern
California

Building Owners & Managers Association of
Greater Los Angeles

Burbank Association of REALTORS
Burbank Chamber of Commerce

Business and Industry Council for
Emergency Planning and Preparedness

Business Resource Group

CA Natural Resources Producers Assoc
CalAsian Chamber

CalCFA

California Apartment Association- Los
Angeles

California Asphalt Pavement Association
California Association of Food Banks
California Bankers Association

California Bus Association

California Business Properties Association
California Business Roundtable

California Cannabis Industry Association
California Cleaners Association

California Construction Industry and
Materials Association

California Contract Cities Association
California Fashion Association
California Gaming Association
California Grocers Association
California Hispanic Chamber
California Hotel & Lodging Association

California Independent Oil Marketers
Association (CIOMA)

California Independent Petroleum
Association

California Life Sciences Association

California Manufacturers & Technology
Association

California Metals Coalition
California Restaurant Association
California Retailers Association
California Small Business Alliance

California Society of CPAs - Los Angeles
Chapter

California Sportfishing League

California Trucking Association
Californians for Balanced Energy Solutions
Carson Chamber of Commerce

Carson Dominguez Employers Alliance
CDC Small Business Finance

Central City Association

Century City Chamber of Commerce
Cerritos Regional Chamber of Commerce
Citrus Valley Association of Realtors

Commercial Industrial Council/Chamber of
Commerce

Construction Industry Air Quality Coalition

Construction Industry Coalition on Water
Quality

Council on Trade and Investment for
Filipino Americans

Covina Chamber
Culver City Chamber of Commerce
Downey Chamber of Commerce

Downtown Center Business Improvement
District

Downtown Long Beach Alliance

El Monte/South El Monte Chamber

El Segundo Chamber of Commerce
Employers Group

Engineering Contractor's Association

EXP

F.A.S.T.- Fixing Angelenos Stuck in Traffic
FilmLA

Friends of Hollywood Central Park

Fur Information Council

FuturePorts

Gardena Valley Chamber

Gateway to LA

Glendale Association of Realtors

Glendale Chamber

Glendora Chamber

Greater Antelope Valley AOR

Greater Downey Association of REALTORS
Greater Lakewood Chamber of Commerce

Greater Los Angeles African American
Chamber

Greater Los Angeles Association of
REALTORS

Greater Los Angeles New Car Dealers
Association

Harbor Association of Industry and
Commerce

Harbor Trucking Association

Historic Core BID of Downtown Los Angeles
Hollywood Chamber

Hong Kong Trade Development Council
Hospital Association of Southern California
Hotel Association of Los Angeles

Huntington Park Area Chamber of
Commerce

Independent Cities Association
Industry Business Council

Inglewood Airport Area Chamber of
Commerce

Inland Empire Economic Partnership

International Warehouse Logistics
Association

La Cafiada Flintridge Chamber

LA County Medical Association
LA Fashion District BID

LA South Chamber of Commerce
Lancaster Chamber of Commerce
Larchmont Boulevard Association
Latino Food Industry Association
Latino Restaurant Association
LAX Coastal Area Chamber
League of California Cities

Long Beach Area Chamber

Los Angeles Area Chamber

Los Angeles County Board of Real Estate

Los Angeles County Waste Management
Association

Los Angeles Gateway Chamber of
Commerce

Los Angeles Gay & Lesbian Chamber of
Commerce

Los Angeles Latino Chamber

Los Angeles Parking Association
Marketplace Industry Association
Motion Picture Association of America, Inc.
MovelLA

NAIOP Southern California Chapter
National Association of Royalty Owners
National Association of Tobacco Outlets
National Association of Women Business
Owners

National Association of Women Business
Owners - LA

National Hispanic Medical Association

National Latina Business Women's
Association

Orange County Business Council

Pacific Merchant Shipping Association
Pacific Palisades Chamber

Panorama City Chamber of Commerce
Paramount Chamber of Commerce
Pasadena Chamber

Pasadena Foothills Association of Realtors
PhRMA

Planned Parenthood Affiliates of California
Pomona Chamber

Propel LA

Rancho Southeast Association of Realtors
ReadyNation California

Recording Industry Association of America

Regional Black Chamber-San Fernando
Valley

Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce
Regional San Gabriel Valley Chamber
Rosemead Chamber

San Dimas Chamber of Commerce

San Gabriel Chamber of Commerce

San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership
San Pedro Peninsula Chamber

Santa Clarita Valley Chamber

Santa Clarita Valley Economic Development
Corp.

Santa Monica Chamber of Commerce
Sherman Oaks Chamber

South Bay Association of Chambers

South Bay Association of Realtors

South Gate Chamber of Commerce
Southern California Contractors Association
Southern California Golf Association
Southern California Grantmakers

Southern California Leadership Council

Southern California Minority Suppliers
Development Council Inc.

Southern California Water Coalition
Southland Regional Association of Realtors
Sunland/Tujunga Chamber
'g'lebYoung Professional at the Petroleum

u

Torrance Area Chamber

Town Hall Los Angeles

Tri-Counties Association of Realtors
United Cannabis Business Association
United Chambers - San Fernando Valley &
Region

United States-Mexico Chamber

Unmanned Autonomous Vehicle Systems
Association

US Green Building Council

US Resiliency Council

Valley Economic Alliance, The

Valley Industry & Commerce Association
Vernon Chamber

Vietnamese American Chamber

Warner Center Association

West Hollywood Chamber

West Los Angeles Chamber

West San Gabriel Valley Association of
Realtors

West Valley/Warner Center Chamber
Western Manufactured Housing Association
Western States Petroleum Association
Westside Council of Chambers

Westwood Community Council

Westwood Village Rotary Club

Whittier Chamber of Commerce

Wilmington Chamber

World Trade Center

Young Professionals in Energy - LA Chapter

Los Angeles County Business Federation / 6055 E. Washington Blvd. #1005, Commerce, California 90040 / T: 323.889.4348 / www.bizfed.org



From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 9:11 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: In Support of LAART [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuPOM:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Yuen, Gay [gyuen@exchange.calstatela.edu]
Sent: 11/15/2020, 9:47 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: david.louie@cbrela.com; hello@laart.la
Subject: In Support of LAART

To: Mr. Cory Zelmer,
Deputy Executive Officer
Metro

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

I've spoken on behalf of the Chinese American Museum in support of the LA Aerial Rapid Transit Project during several
community outreach zoom meetings. | am also writing today to indicate our support of the project in writing.

As you may know, the Chinese American Museum is part of the El Pueblo Historical Monument, so the Aerial Transit begins
and ends at our front door. We feel that the project, in general, will address many of the traffic congestion and parking
concerns that our surrounding neighborhoods understandably have every time there is a Dodgers game.

In addition, | was impressed with the dual exit design of the station closest to the Union Station. With one of the exits leading
directly into EI Pueblo, we feel that it would increase foot traffic for the stores, restaurants, and other public institutions within
the historical monument. It'll be better for business and better for families with children to learn about the diversity of Los
Angeles.

One of my most important recommendations is to have an intermediate station at Chinatown, near the business sections
where there are also restaurants and shops. It will be a natural stopping place, in addition to EI Pueblo, for families to eat and
shop before and/or after the games.

| see this project as being especially environmental and people friendly! | urge the Metro Board of Directors to approve this
important project.

Sincerely,

Gay Yuen, Ph.D.
909 W. College Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

2?7?

GAY YUEN, PH.D.

PRESIDENT

FRIENDS OF THE CHINESE AMERICAN MUSEUM
GQYUEN@SBCGLOBAL.NET



mailto:laart@metro.net
mailto:david.louie@cbrela.com
mailto:hello@laart.la
mailto:gqyuen@sbcglobal.net

EMERITA FACULTY

DIVISION OF CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION
CHARTER COLLEGE OF EDUCATION
CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, LOS ANGELES
GYUEN@CALSTATELA.EDU

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuPOM:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 1:48 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Submission of Public Comment [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXtb:ref ]
Attachments: Dodger’s Stadium Gondola - Public Comment from CCED_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: AMY ZHOU [aczhou@g.ucla.edu]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 10:17PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: ccedchinatown@gmail.com

Subject: Submission of Public Comment

To whomever it may concern,
Please accept this submission of public comment on behalf of Chinatown Community for Equitable Development (CCED).

Thank you,
Amy

Amy Zhou
Masters of Urban & Regional Planning (2020), UCLA

ref: 00Df42UDS. 5005GZuXtb:ref
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November 16, 2020
To Mr. Zelmer,

We reach out and respond with this public comment on behalf of Chinatown Community for
Equitable Development (CCED), which builds grassroots power by organizing, educating,
and mutual help.

Specifically, we are responding to the CEQA scoping period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid
Transit Project. Noting that the EIR will entail analysis on the aesthetics, cultural and
historic resources, land use and planning, and population and housing, CCED has a number
of concerns related to these themes.

With regard to the technical elements of the project, we wanted to name these specific
issues we take with the project.

There are many environmental concerns with the gondola passing through the Chinatown
neighborhood. We are concerned with the disruption of public space and the ways in which
the shadows will fall on the community, which would greatly affect the use of public space
in the park (particularly for the many seniors in the community), and obstruct the view of
the downtown from the park. Moreover, with a lack of clarity on where the support beams
for the project would go, there is a grave concern with the beams being placed in areas that
would prevent pedestrians from accessing public right-of-ways and sidewalks. The
significantly older makeup of the community means that sidewalk access and the ability to
walk around these streets with no obstructions is critical for the public access and
community ownership of the residents living in this neighborhood. It would be
unacceptable for the gondola, which passes directly through the community, to prevent any
of its residents from being able to live their normal lives.

There are additional safety concerns: in 2018, a young woman suffered injuries when a
piece of the Portland gondola fell on her. We are equally concerned with something similar
happening with this gondola, particularly with the large number of seniors living in the
community.

In addition to whether those in the gondola will be able to see into the units of the
community’s residents. Working class communities of color have a history of being
displaced due to major sporting facilities (i.e. the Latinx community in Chavez Ravine for
Dodgers Stadium and the Black community for SoFi Stadium), and are continuously



oversurveiled and gentrified. With Chinatown being comprised primarily of lower-income
community members (the median reported median income for the Chinatown income (as
per the American Community Survey) is approximately $45,000, less than two thirds of the
median income of Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim), we do not want the gondola to be yet
another form of displacement or over-surveillance from strangers taking away our
community’s right to privacy.

With the gondola going only to Dodger’s Stadium, we do not believe it is a good use of city
time or resources (though they will be compensated by LAART) to conduct a review for a
project that will likely be used at something close to full capacity on a few days per year. A
similar project that had been suggested in Seattle (which stretched from convention center
to the waterfront) did not end up being built, exemplifying how other cities have
recognized the redundant nature of many of these vanity projects.

There are many questions we have about what is being proposed: there is already a shuttle
that goes from the Dodgers Stadium to Union Station, so what is the necessity of adding an
additional project that will make an existing service redundant? How will this be
incorporated into transportation master plans at the City, and how will it affect the flow of
traffic for this gondola? If the city is expecting a shift in transportation patterns by having
more Angelenos take public transportation to Union Station to transfer onto the gondola,
one can hardly expect for this to take place unless there is increased investment in the bus,
metro, and other public transit options especially considering the City of Los Angeles has
already cut bus service by 20% since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic.

As members of the community, we want to know: who is this gondola truly being built for?
The Dodgers Stadium itself was built on the forced displacement of working class BIPOC
communities in Chavez Ravine and while the gondola travels over “public roadways”, the
Chinatown community is once more being left behind while infrastructure projects are
being built through and over the neighborhood.

The Chinatown community needs efficient transit to go to hospitals and grocery stores that
have left their community, not a gondola to go to Dodger Stadium. The gondola doesn’t stop
in the community, so there’s no opportunity for investment or travel within the very
communities that they mention. Travelers just go back and forth from Dodger’s Stadium,
with little opportunity to actually visit and invest in the legacy businesses in the

community, which have been struggling before and during the COVID-19 pandemic. This
project will cut through the community but provides no benefit to the residents it affects.



ks

CCED takes grave issue with how Mayor Garcetti and the rest of the Metro Board is
choosing to take this project through EIR as the lead agency (apparently the first time the
agency is taking this role on a private project) during a pandemic where resources are slim
and when Metro has already cut bus service by 20%. While Metro will be refunded the
money by the LLC proposing this project in the future, they are presently using valuable
funds to review this project rather than diverting the money to community members and
residents who need the money right now.

With all of the points considered above, CCED has grave concerns about the gondola
project, both with how it affects the community and contributes to historic disinvestment,

and in its technical implementation. We will continue to be engaged in this process.

Chinatown Community for Equitable Development



INDIVIDUALS

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT APPENDIX OCTOBER 2022



11/17/2020 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR Scoping Comment Form

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR
Scoping Comment Form

Thank you for visiting the virtual open house for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping
period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. Please provide your scoping comments below. You
can also provide your email to be added to our email list.

What should be addressed in the EIR? (Please note there is no character limit so please provide
all your comments here)

Please consider how this will affect the residents and community of Chinatown. Things to consider would
be residents’ privacy, noise, accessibility & comfort of public space, not to mention air quality and
preserving of cultural sites that are important to the community that actually live there.

Full Name

Maria Castaneda

Organization/Affiliation

Chinatown Community for Equitable Development

Please provide your email if you would like to be notified when the Draft EIR is available.

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1Qjqqsspzgk5SkQ5LAzImrLIg6hdDhjClgillHpy64ol/editéresponse=ACYDBNgGQU9I3Uw6VQIc550zJqZtzS2Jf4h0Ss5...  1/1
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 202011:18 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment on Proposed Dodger Stadium Gondola [

ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXIm:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Kris Chan [kchan3896@gmail.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 8:33PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: Public Comment on Proposed Dodger Stadium Gondola

Chinatown does not need a gondola to fuel capitalist interests. Chinatown does not need more hip and useless extravagancies that
serve for tourists and guests. This gondola won't do anything for the members of the Chinatown community who have been living
there their whole lives.

How is this project supposed to be environmentally sustainable if itisn't considering the operation and construction costs and
ultimately the usage of community and public space that low-income seniors and tenants NEED?

As aneighbor and community member of Chinatown, | demand that the gondola not be continued for construction.

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXIm:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:53 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Gondola Project [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXTT:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: King Cheung [kingcheung47@gmail.com]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 5:47 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: Gondola Project

First of all, | am suspicious of this project. Why spend $125 millions to build a gondola just to transport people to the Dodgers games?
Mc Court does not own the Dodgers anymore. So itis an expense venture. What does he gain? What is his future goal? Build a
downtown Disney type of entertainment center on the empty parking lots? It moves 5000 people per hour, and it would take hours
to empty the stadium. We can do better by having more buses. | noticed that there were police escorts for the buses on an exclusive
lane. Butthere were not that many going up on Sunset. We can do much better having more buses.

This is an invasion of privacy. Attendees in the gondola can observe into the apartments and homes. Besides, it blights the
surrounding area with the columns etc supporting the gondola. This will lower the property value of all the homes in the path of the
gondola.

This gondola project does not add any value to Chinatown. Best is to have buses waiting in front of restaurants in Chinatown. This
will give the businesses to the restaurants. Even if the gondola has a stop in Chinatown, it will only add gentrification effects. That s,
helping the hipster businesses, gentrify Chinatown and make the rents go up for low income immigrant residents and small
businesses.

Therefore, | oppose the proposal to have a gondola going from Union Station to Dodgers Stadium.

Sincerely,

King Cheung
Chinatown stakeholder

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXTT:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 10:47 AM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dodger Stadium Gondola Public Comment [ ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXOn:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Phyllis Chiu [pchiul@yahoo.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 5:20 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: Dodger Stadium Gondola Public Comment

Dear LA Metro,

As a Metro rider and Chinatown stakeholder, | would like to express my concern about the proposed Dodger Stadium gondola
project. At atime when Metro bus and train service have experienced cutbacks, it seems ill-advised to expend funds on a gondola
that serves no public transportation function than to “airlift” a few thousand passengers from Union Station to Dodger Stadium at
most 81 days a year. A bus shuttle already serves this purpose. The expense and inconvenience of a huge construction project seem
out of scale to the limited benefits it would provide for the recreational activities of a few fans.

The gondola route would go over Chinatown without being used by the residents. What the residents of this community need are
safe, frequent, and efficient bus and train service to downtown, Cypress Park, County USC Medical Center, and the San Gabriel Valley
—the places where they work, shop, go to school and appointments, and do errands.

Construction of the gondola, and the gondola itself, will negatively impact the residents, many of whom are elderly, with noise,
dust, congestion, and safety concerns, with no mitigating benefits. The route may encroach on public sidewalks and the public State
Park used by residents, as well as impact their already limited access to fresh air and sunshine.

Therefore, | urge you not to proceed with this project or expend funds on further studies for the project.

Yours truly,

phyllis chiu
323-482-0788
pchiul@yahoo.com

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuXOn:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 5:04 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dodger Stadium Gondola - DO NOT SUPPORT [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXKg:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------

From: Frankie H [tokyoshuynh@gmail.com]

Sent: 11/16/2020, 5:01 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Subject: Dodger Stadium Gondola - DO NOT SUPPORT

Hello,

| am writing to you as a community member and worker in Los Angeles Chinatown. As someone who works closely with
low-income Chinese, Southeast Asian, and Latinx seniors, families, and other

residents in Chinatown, | strongly oppose Dodge Stadium Gondola. | oppose this proposed project in its current form and any
future variation of it.

Similar to other developments projects that have been proposed in Chinatown the past few years, this project blatantly disregards
the social and economic needs and concerns of the community, one thatis largely immigrant, limited English proficient, elderly, and
extremely low-income.

A project of this size and this manner will hurt not only Chinatown but neighboring working class communities. The physical
construction of this project will obstruct public spaces throughout the neighborhood, creating a dangerous and visually displeasing
environment for residents, small businesses, workers, students at the local elementary school, and visitors. The physical
construction of this project will negatively impact people's mental and physical health, given the impact on air quality, physical
obstruction, and stress.

A gondola that will at most maybe only be used at full capacity a few days a year? Are you serious? How about using time and energy
towards increasing public investments in accessible public transportation that our community actually relies on?

This project will inevitably spur

real estate speculation that drives out our commercial and residential tenants.
Residents need full-service grocery

stores, accessible health-care services, public community spaces, and small
businesses that cater to them.


mailto:laart@metro.net

Do not support this project and proactively reject it. Stop
diverting city resources towards reviewing this project. Please use your power as a public agency to
represent the actual needs and interests of low-income residents.

Best,

Frances Huynh

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuXKq:ref



11/17/2020 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR Scoping Comment Form

Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR
Scoping Comment Form

Thank you for visiting the virtual open house for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping
period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. Please provide your scoping comments below. You
can also provide your email to be added to our email list.

What should be addressed in the EIR? (Please note there is no character limit so please provide
all your comments here)

| am writing to you as a community member and worker in Los Angeles Chinatown. As someone who works
closely with low-income Chinese, Southeast Asian, and Latinx seniors, families, and other residents in
Chinatown, | strongly oppose Dodge Stadium Gondola. | oppose this proposed project in its current form
and any future variation of it.

Similar to other developments projects that have been proposed in Chinatown the past few years, this
project blatantly disregards the social and economic needs and concerns of the community, one that is
largely immigrant, limited English proficient, elderly, and extremely low-income.

A project of this size and this manner will hurt not only Chinatown but neighboring working class
communities. The physical construction of this project will obstruct public spaces throughout the
neighborhood, creating a dangerous and visually displeasing environment for residents, small businesses,
workers, students at the local elementary school, and visitors. The physical construction of this project will
negatively impact people's mental and physical health, given the impact on air quality, physical obstruction,
and stress.

A gondola that will at most maybe only be used at full capacity a few days a year? Are you serious? How
about using time and energy towards increasing public investments in accessible public transportation that
our community actually relies on?

This project will inevitably spur real estate speculation that drives out our commercial and residential
tenants. Residents need full-service grocery stores, accessible health-care services, public community
spaces, and small businesses that cater to them.

Do not support this project and proactively reject it. Stop diverting city resources towards reviewing this
project. Please use your power as a public agency to represent the actual needs and interests of low-
income residents.

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1Qjqqsspzgk5SkQ5LAzImrLIg6hdDhjClgillHpy64ol/editéresponse=ACYDBNgp1tkiXyBOMPU0ZOi3QTZFqzQebLjm-...  1/2
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Full Name

Frances Huynh

Organization/Affiliation

Chinatown Community for Equitable Development

Please provide your email if you would like to be notified when the Draft EIR is available.

tokyoshuynh@gmail.com

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 3:02PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Support for the Dodger Gondola [ ref;_00Df42UDS._5005GZuWSsQ:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: David Louie [david.louie@cbrela.com]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 2:59 PM

To: hello@laart.la; laart@metro.net
Subject: Support for the Dodger Gondola

This correspondence is being sent at the request of Mr. Ronee Ma. He is a senior citizen who lives at Cathay Manor and does not have
access to a computer or email. A number of residents wished to write Letters of Support, but were unable due to a lack of
appropriate equipment. The building manager was able to translate their comments.

Mr. Cory Zelmer,

My name is Ronee Ma and | am a senior citizen living at Cathay Manor. | am writing to support the Dodger Stadium Gondola. | think it
will be good for Chinatown.

Thank you,

Ronee Ma

600 North Broadway, #B
Los Angeles, CA 90012

ref:_00Df42UDS. 5005GZuWSsQ:ref
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 3:08 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW Support for the Dodger Gondola [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuWgr:ref ]

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: David Louie [david.louie@cbrela.com]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 3:06 PM

To: hello@laart.la; laart@metro.net
Subject: Support for the Dodger Gondola

This correspondence is being sent at the request of Mr. Shiu Kueng. He is a senior citizen who lives at Cathay Manor and does not
have access to a computer or email. A number of residents wished to write Letters of Support, but were unable due to a lack of
appropriate equipment. The building manager was able to translate their comments. This is the second resident Support Letter.
Additional letters can be provided .

Mr. Cory Zelmer,

My name is Shiu Kueng and | am a senior citizen living at Cathay Manor. | am writing to support the Dodger Stadium Gondola. | think it
will bring more visitors to Chinatown and help the businesses.

Thank you,

Shiu Kueng

600 North Broadway, #C
Los Angeles, CA 90012

ref._00Df42UDS._5005GZuWgr:ref
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Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR
Scoping Comment Form

Thank you for visiting the virtual open house for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping
period for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project. Please provide your scoping comments below. You
can also provide your email to be added to our email list.

What should be addressed in the EIR? (Please note there is no character limit so please provide
all your comments here)

This EIR needs to include an analysis of how the proposed gondola project will affect noise pollution that
community members face, as well as negatively impacting privacy and aesthetics of the Chinatown
community. This development project does not serve actual residents of this community, and will negatively
impact the housing market by causing gentrification and making affordable housing in this community
impossible.

Full Name

Eva Malis

Organization/Affiliation

Chinatown Communities for Equitable Development

Please provide your email if you would like to be notified when the Draft EIR is available.

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1Qjqqsspzgk5SkQ5LAzImrLIg6hdDhjClgillHpy64ol/editéresponse=ACYDBNirCdv5fqwxRi8WQt5bhMQ1sN2y7KUbP...  1/2



11/17/2020 Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit Project EIR Scoping Comment Form
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From: noreply@salesforce.com on behalf of Michael Cortez <cortezmic@metro.net>

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 4:49 PM

To: Kibriya, Fareeha

Cc: jusaya@metro.net

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter re LA ART, ATTN Cory Zelmer [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXC4:ref ]
Attachments: Itr Cory Zelmer Metro signed_pdf.html

Michael Cortez

LA Metro

Community Relations Manager
Central Los Angeles/Special Projects
213-418-3423

--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: Eugene Moy [ewmoy49@gmail.com]
Sent: 11/16/2020, 4:38 PM

To: laart@metro.net

Cc: david.louie@cbrela.com; hello@laart.la
Subject: Letter re LA ART, ATTN Cory Zelmer

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

Attached please find my letter expressing my support, with conditions, for the proposed project. | feel that an innovative project
such as LA ART can have benefits for the community, but there should be a transparent and collaborative planning process to help
achieve beneficial impacts for all. Thank you for your consideration.

<<< ewm 626-926-5705

Eugene W. Moy
ewmoy49@gmail.com

ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZuXC4:ref
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November 16, 2020 -- VIA EMAIL

Mr. Cory Zelmer
Deputy Executive Officer, Metro

Re: LA ART
Dear Mr. Zelmer:

| am writing to express my conditional support for the Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit project,
“conditional” subject to a number of questions and concerns being addressed prior to any
approvals, and also subject to better engagement of community stakeholders in the planning
process.

One of the stated goals of the aerial gondola is to eliminate thousands of cars off of the road
before and after Dodgers games and other public events at the Dodger Stadium site. The two
proposed route alternatives will pass by or cross over a portion of Los Angeles Chinatown,
which normally experiences measurable adverse traffic impacts before and after events at the
Dodger Stadium site. Such traffic results in increased hazards and negative impacts to
pedestrians, bicycle riders, and other people on the street, and also results in increased air
pollution, which impacts the health of people who live, work, and shop in Chinatown.

Therefore, any project which results in reduced traffic in Chinatown would be a benefit to the
community. However, | have not seen any studies that show how the gondola ridership results
in reduced traffic volumes. Have there been user surveys that indicate that potential reduction
in traffic? Or would the project conversely result in increased traffic on Chinatown streets as
Dodgers and event customers come through to get to Union Station parking lots or park on
Chinatown streets to get to gondola station(s)? My support would be contingent upon seeing
such traffic reduction data.

From another perspective, | have heard concerns about where the stations would be located,
and about whether there would be any benefit to Chinatown businesses and residents. Even if
traffic congestion is not significantly reduced, if station(s) are strategically located to support
pedestrian activity, there could be economic and social benefits to the community. However, |
have not heard of the active engagement of business, residential, and Chinatown association
stakeholders in the planning process. That community engagement should be a necessary part
of project approval.

Two route alternatives have been presented. One runs along Alameda past the Chinatown
Gold Line Station, continues up Spring Street, then makes a turn and crosses Los Angeles
State Historic Park (LASHP), overhead, at park midpoint, then runs up Bishops Road and over
the 110 freeway into the Dodger Stadium site. The second route angles off at the Chinatown
Gold Line Station, and parallels the Gold Line to a point intersecting with Bishops Road, then
turning up Bishops to the Stadium. However, the fact that the routes could have a significant
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