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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This impacts report discusses the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) setting in
relation to cultural resources. It describes existing conditions, current applicable regulatory setting,
and potential impacts from operation and construction of the Build Alternatives and the No Project
Alternative. This study was conducted in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq.

The Project would extend the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) L
(Gold) Line, a light rail transit (LRT) line, from its current terminus at the Atlantic Station in the
unincorporated community of East Los Angeles to the city of Whittier. It would extend the existing
Metro L Line approximately 3.4 to 9.5 miles, depending on the Build Alternative.

The Project area of analysis includes a general study area (GSA) that is regional in scope and scale and
a detailed study area (DSA) that encompasses an approximately two-mile area from the project
alignment in eastern Los Angeles County. Additionally, specialized study areas were developed for
certain environmental impact categories where the potential impacts would occur within an area that
varies from the GSA or DSA. All specialized study areas are contained within the GSA. This cultural
resource assessment includes an archaeological survey and an intensive built environment survey to
identify historical resources within the specialized study area for cultural resources, which is referred
to as the Area of Potential Effects (APE). For archaeological resources, the APE is typically the three-
dimensional limits of proposed ground disturbance, including temporary ground disturbance, also
known as the Area of Direct Impact (ADI). This study was conducted in compliance with the CEQA
and the State CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 15000 et seq.

A diverse mix of land uses are located within the GSA and DSA, including single- and multi-family
residences, commercial and retail uses, industrial development, parks and recreational, health and
medical uses, educational institutions, and vacant land. The Project would traverse densely populated,
low-income, and heavily transit-dependent communities with major activity centers within the Gateway
Cities subregion of Los Angeles County.
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2.0 PROPOSED PROJECT AND
ALTERNATIVES

2.1 Project Setting and Description

This impacts report evaluates potential environmental impacts of three Build Alternatives and a No
Project Alternative. The Build Alternatives are: Alternative 1 Washington (Alternative 1), Alternative 2
Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel Initial Operating Segment (10S) (Alternative 2), and Alternative 3
Atlantic to Greenwood IOS (Alternative 3).

For purposes of describing the Project, two study areas have been defined. The GSA is regional in
scope and scale, whereas the DSA encompasses an approximately two-mile area from the Project
alignment’s centerline. The GSA is the same for all three of the Build Alternatives. The purpose of the
GSA is to establish the study area for environmental resources that are regional in scope and scale,
such as regional transportation, including vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and regional travel demands,
population, housing, or employment. The GSA consists of several jurisdictions within Los Angeles
County including the cities of Bell, Commerce, El Monte, Industry, Los Angeles, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, South El Monte, Santa Fe Springs, Whittier, unincorporated areas of Los
Angeles County, which includes East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los Nietos, and other cities
within the San Gabriel Valley. It is generally bounded by Interstate (I) 10 to the north, Peck Road in
South El Monte and Lambert Road in Whittier to the east, I-5 and Washington Boulevard to the south,
and |-710 to the west. Figure 2.1, Figure 2.2, and Figure 2.3 present the boundaries of the GSA for each
of the three Build Alternatives.

The DSA establishes a study area to evaluate environmental resources that are more sensitive to the
physical location of the Build Alternatives. The DSA for Alternative 1 Washington generally includes the
area within a half-mile to two-mile distance from the guideway centerline, as shown in Figure 2.1. It
encompasses five cities, Commerce, Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and Whittier, and
communities of unincorporated East Los Angeles and Whittier-Los Nietos. The DSA for Alternative 2
Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel 10S and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S, does not extend as far
to the east. As shown in Figure 2.2 and Figure 2.3 for Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 respectively, the
DSA extends to the Rio Hondo and includes Commerce, Montebello, and unincorporated East Los
Angeles.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 2



Existing Lines Proposed Alighment

mmmm A Line
mmmm B Line
s C Line
=== D Line
=== E Line

| === L Line

nmnn Aerial
= m At-grade
nmn Underground
O Potential Station
[ | Detailed Study Area
[ ] General Study Area

Source: Metro; CDM Smith/AECOM )V, 2021.

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Cultural Resources Impacts Report

Figure 2.1. Alternative 1 Washington GSA and DSA

June 2022

Recirculated Draft EIR

Page 3



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro Cultural Resources Impacts Report

N

= I q
T SOUTH
ELMONTE
> 4
QQ&Q-,

Existing Lines

A Line

= B Line

mmmm C Line

=== D Line

=== E Line

s L Line

Proposed Alignment

nmn Underground

O Potential Station

[ | Detailed Study Area

™ [__] General Study Area

Source: Metro; CDM Smith/AECOM JV, 2021. Figure 2.2. Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel I0S GSA and DSA

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 4



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro Cultural Resources Impacts Report

Existing Lines

mmmm A Line

mmmm B Line

s C Line

=== D Line

=== E Line

s L Line
Proposed Alignment

mmmn Aerial

tmu Underground

O Potential Station
[ | Detailed Study Area
™[] General Study Area

Source: Metro; CDM Smith/AECOM }V, 2021. Figure 2.3. Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood I0S GSA and DSA

June 2022

Recirculated Draft EIR Page 5



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

2.2 Build Alternatives

This impacts report evaluates the potential environmental impacts of three Build Alternatives which
have the same guideway alignment east of the existing terminus at Atlantic Station but vary in length.
Alternative 1 has the longest alignment at approximately 9.0 miles with seven stations (one
relocated/reconfigured and six new), two maintenance and storage facility (MSF) site options and
would terminate at Lambert station on Lambert Road in the city of Whittier. Alternative 2 is
approximately 3.2 miles in length with three stations, one MSF site option, and would terminate at the
Commerce/Citadel station in the city of Commerce, with non-revenue lead tracks extending further
into the city of Commerce to connect to the Commerce MSF site option. Alternative 3 is approximately
4.6 miles in length with four stations, two MSF site options, and would terminate at Greenwood
station in the city of Montebello.

There are also design options under consideration for each of the three Build Alternatives that consist
of a variation in the design of the relocated/reconfigured Atlantic Station (applicable to Alternatives 1,
2, and 3) and a variation in the station and alignment profile in Montebello (applicable to Alternatives
1 and 3). Construction and operation of one or both design options are considered and evaluated for
Alternative 1 and Alternative 3.

To differentiate the impacts evaluation of a Build Alternative with or without the design option(s)
incorporated, a Build Alternative without the design option(s) is referred to as the “base Alternative”
(i.e., base Alternative 1). A Build Alternative with a design option incorporated is referred to by using
the design option name (e.g., Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the
Montebello At-Grade Option). The three Build Alternatives and the design options are described in
greater detail below.

2.2.1  Alternative 1 Washington

Alternative 1 would extend the Metro L (Gold) Line LRT approximately 9.0 miles east from the current
at-grade station at Atlantic Boulevard to an at-grade terminus at Washington Boulevard/Lambert Road
in the city of Whittier. This alternative would include a relocated/reconfigured Atlantic station in an
underground configuration and six new stations: Atlantic/Whittier (underground), Commerce/Citadel
(underground), Greenwood (aerial), Rosemead (at-grade), Norwalk (at-grade), and Lambert (at-
grade). The base Alternative 1 alignment would transition from the existing at-grade alignment to an
underground configuration and would transition to an aerial configuration in the city of Commerce
before transitioning to at-grade at Montebello Boulevard. The alighment includes approximately 3.0
miles of tunnel, 1.5 miles of aerial, and 4.5 miles of at-grade alignment.

The Alternative 1 alignment crosses the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel River and the Rio Hondo
Spreading Grounds. The existing San Gabriel River and Rio Hondo bridges would be replaced with
new bridges designed to carry both the LRT facility and the four-lane roadway.

An MSF and other ancillary facilities would also be constructed as part of the Project, including
overhead catenary system (OCS), cross passages, ventilation structures, traction power substation
(TPSS) sites, crossovers, emergency generators, radio tower poles and equipment shelters, and other
supporting facilities along the alignment.
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Two design options for Alternative 1 are described below.

2.2.1.1  Guideway Alignment

Under Alternative 1, the guideway would begin at the eastern end of the existing East Los Angeles Civic
Center Station, transitioning from at-grade to underground at the intersection of South La Verne
Avenue and East 34 Street. The guideway would turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to
approximately Verona Street and Olympic Boulevard. The underground guideway would then curve
southeast, running under Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. After
crossing Saybrook Avenue, the guideway would daylight from underground to an aerial configuration.
Depending on the MSF site option that is selected, the aerial guideway would continue parallel to
Washington Boulevard, east of Garfield Avenue, and merge into the center median of Washington
Boulevard (Commerce MSF site option) or merge into the center median of Washington Boulevard at
Gayhart Street (Montebello MSF site option). The alignment would maintain an aerial configuration
then transition to an at-grade configuration east of Carob Way and would remain at-grade in the center
of Washington Boulevard. The at-grade alignment would terminate at Lambert station in the city of
Whittier.

2.2.1.1.1  Design Options
The following design options are being considered for Alternative 1:

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option — The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would relocate the existing
Atlantic Station to a shallow open air underground station with two side platforms and a canopy
(Figure 2.4). This station design option would be located beneath the existing triangular parcel
bounded by Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard. The excavation depth of
the station invert would be approximately 20 to 25 feet from the existing ground elevation.

This option would also impact the guideway alignment and location of the tunnel boring machine
(TBM) extraction pit. The underground guideway would be located east of Atlantic Boulevard and
require full property acquisitions at its footprint between Beverly Boulevard and 4th Street. The
alignment would connect with the base Alternative 2 alignment just north of the proposed
Atlantic/Whittier station. The TBM extraction pit would be east of Atlantic Boulevard between Repetto
Street and 4th Street. Limits for the excavation would occur between the TBM extraction pit and the
intersection of Pomona Boulevard and Beverly Boulevard.

Montebello At-Grade Option — This design option consists of approximately one mile of at-grade
guideway along Washington Boulevard between Yates Avenue and Carob Way in the city of
Montebello. In this design option, after crossing Saybrook Avenue, the LRT guideway would daylight
from underground to an aerial configuration to avoid disrupting existing Burlington Northern Santa Fe
(BNSF) Railway tracks. The aerial guideway would continue parallel to Washington Boulevard, then
merge into the center median east of Garfield Avenue. At Yates Avenue, the guideway would transition
from aerial to an at-grade configuration and remain at-grade until terminating near Lambert Road in
the city of Whittier. This design option includes an at-grade Greenwood station located west of
Greenwood Avenue. The lead tracks to the MSF site option would also be at-grade. Alternative 1 with
the Montebello At-Grade Option would have approximately 3.0 miles of underground, 0.5 miles of
aerial, and 5.5 miles of at-grade alignment.
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2.2.2 Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

Alternative 2 would extend the Metro L (Gold) Line approximately 3.2 miles from the current terminus
at Atlantic Boulevard to an underground terminal station at the Commerce/Citadel station in the city
of Commerce with lead tracks connecting to the Commerce MSF site option. Alternative 2 would
include a relocated/reconfigured Atlantic station and two new stations: Atlantic/Whittier
(underground), and Commerce/Citadel (underground). The base Alternative 2 alignment includes
approximately 3.0 miles of underground, 0.1 miles of aerial, and 0.1 miles of at-grade alignment.

An MSF and other ancillary facilities would also be constructed as part of the Project, including OCS,
tracks, cross passages, ventilation structures, TPSSs, track crossovers, emergency generators, radio
tower poles and equipment shelters, and other facilities along the alignment.

2.2.2.1  Guideway Alignment

Under Alternative 2, the guideway would follow the same alignment as under Alternative 1. The
guideway would begin at the eastern end of the existing East Los Angeles Civic Center Station,
transitioning from at-grade to underground at the intersection of South La Verne Avenue and East 31
Street. The guideway would turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to approximately Verona
Street and Olympic Boulevard. The underground guideway would then curve southeast, running under
Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. The alignment would terminate at
the Commerce/Citadel station with non-revenue lead tracks connecting to the Commerce MSF site
option.

2.2.2.1.1  Design Option

One design option, the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option described in Section 2.2.1.1.1 and shown on
Figure 2.4 is being considered for Alternative 2.

2.2.3 Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

Alternative 3 would extend the Metro L (Gold) Line approximately 4.6 miles east from the current
terminus at Atlantic Boulevard to an aerial terminal station at the Greenwood station in the city of
Montebello. This alternative would include a relocated/reconfigured Atlantic station and three new
stations: Atlantic/Whittier (underground), Commerce/Citadel (underground), and Greenwood (aerial).
The base Alternative 3 alignment includes approximately 3.0 miles of underground, 1.5 miles of aerial,
and 0.1 miles of at-grade alignment.

An MSF and other ancillary facilities would also be constructed as part of the Project, including OCS,
tracks, cross passages, ventilation structures, TPSSs, track crossovers, emergency generators, radio

tower poles and equipment shelters, and other facilities along the alignment.

Two design options for Alternative 3 are described below.
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2.2.3.1 Guideway Alignment

Under Alternative 3, the guideway would follow the same alignment as under Alternative 1. The
guideway would begin at the eastern end of the existing East Los Angeles Civic Center Station,
transitioning from at-grade to underground at the intersection of South La Verne Avenue and East 31
Street. The guideway would then turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to approximately
Verona Street and Olympic Boulevard. The underground guideway would then curve southeast,
running under Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. After crossing
Saybrook Avenue, the guideway would daylight from underground to an aerial configuration.
Depending on the MSF site option that is selected, the aerial guideway would continue parallel to
Washington Boulevard, east of Garfield Avenue, and merge into the center median of Washington
Boulevard (Commerce MSF site option) or merge into the center media of Washington Boulevard at
Gayhart Street (Montebello MSF site option). The aerial guideway would terminate at the Greenwood
station in the city of Montebello.

2.2.3.1.1  Design Options

Two design options described in Section 2.2.1.1.1, the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and the
Montebello At-Grade Option are being considered for Alternative 3. Alternative 3 with the Montebello
At-Grade Option would have approximately 3.0 miles of underground, 0.5 miles of aerial, and 1.1 miles
of at-grade alignment.

2.3 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

The Project has two MSF site options: the Commerce MSF site option and the Montebello MSF site
option. One MSF site option would be constructed. The MSF would provide equipment and facilities
to clean, maintain, and repair rail cars, vehicles, tracks, and other components of the system. The MSF
would enable storage of light rail vehicles (LRVs) that are not in service and would connect to the
mainline with one lead track. The MSF would also provide office space for Metro rail operation staff,
administrative staff, and communications support staff. The MSF would be the primary physical
employment centers for rail operation employees, including train operators, maintenance workers,
supervisors, administrative, security personnel and other roles.

The Commerce MSF site option is located in the city of Commerce, and the Montebello MSF site
option is located in the city of Montebello. The Commerce MSF site option is located where it could
support any of the three Build Alternatives. The Montebello MSF site option is located where it could
support either Alternative 1 or Alternative 3.

2.3.1 Commerce MSF

The Commerce MSF site option is located in the city of Commerce, west of Washington Boulevard and
north of Gayhart Street. The site is approximately 24 acres and is bounded by Davie Avenue to the
east, Fleet Street to the north, Saybrook Avenue to the west, and an unnamed street to the south.
Additional acreage would be needed to accommodate the lead track and construction staging. As
shown in a dashed line on Figure 2.5, the guideway alignment with the Commerce MSF site option
would daylight from an underground to aerial configuration west of the intersection of Gayhart Street
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and Washington Boulevard and would run parallel to Washington Boulevard from Gayhart Street to
Yates Avenue. The lead tracks to the Commerce MSF site option would be located northeast of the
intersection of Gayhart Street and Washington Boulevard and extend in an aerial configuration and
then would transition to at-grade within the MSF after crossing Davie Avenue. To construct and
operate the Commerce MSF site option, Corvette Street would be permanently closed between
Saybrook Avenue and Davie Avenue. Corvette Street is an undivided two-lane road and is functionally
classified as a local street under the California Road System. The facility would accommodate storage
for approximately 100 LRVs.

2.3.2 Montebello MSF

The Montebello MSF site option is located in the city of Montebello, north of Washington Boulevard
and south of Flotilla Street between Yates Avenue and S. Vail Avenue. The site is approximately 30
acres in size and is bounded by S. Vail Avenue to the east, a warehouse structure along the south side
of Flotilla Street to the north, Yates Avenue to the west, and a warehouse rail line to the south.
Additional acreage would be needed to accommodate the lead track and construction staging. As
shown on in a solid line on Figure 2.5, as with the Commerce MSF site option, the guideway alignment
with the Montebello MSF site option would daylight from an underground to an aerial configuration
west of intersection of Gayhart Street and Washington Boulevard. The alignment would be located
further east than the alignment with the Commerce MSF site option. The aerial guideway for the
Montebello MSF site option would transition to the median of Washington Boulevard at Gayhart
Street. Columns that would provide structural support for the aerial guideway would be installed in the
median of Washington Boulevard and would require roadway reconfiguration and striping on
Washington Boulevard.

The lead tracks would be in an aerial configuration from Washington Boulevard, parallel S. Vail
Avenue, and then transition to at-grade as it approaches the MSF. The facility would accommodate
storage for approximately 120 LRVs.

The Montebello MSF At-Grade Option includes an at-grade configuration for the lead tracks to the
Montebello MSF. This design option would be necessary if the Montebello At-Grade Option is selected
under Alternative 1 or Alternative 3. In this design option, the lead tracks would be in an at-grade
configuration from Washington Boulevard, paralleling S. Vail Avenue and remain at-grade to connect
to the Montebello MSF site option. For this design option, through access on Acco Street to Vail
Avenue would be eliminated and cul-de-sacs would be provided on each side of the lead tracks to
ensure that access to businesses in this area is maintained. Acco Street is an undivided two-lane road
and is functionally classified as a local street under the California Road System.
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2.4  Ancillary Facilities

The Build Alternatives would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations,
including but not limited to the OCS, tracks, crossovers, cross passages, ventilation structures, TPSS,
train control houses, electric power switches and auxiliary power rooms, communications rooms,
radio tower poles and equipment shelters, and an MSF. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have an
underground alignment of approximately 3 miles in length between La Verne and Saybrook Avenue.
Per Metro’s Fire Life Safety Criteria, ventilation shafts and emergency fire exits would be installed
along the tunnel portion of the alignment. These would be located at the underground stations or
public right-of-way (ROW). The alignment for Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 would travel along the
median of the roadway for most of the route. The precise location of ancillary facilities would be
determined in a subsequent design phase.
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2.5  Proposed Stations

The following stations would be constructed under Alternative 1:

Atlantic (Relocated/Reconfigured) — The existing Atlantic Station would be relocated and
reconfigured to an underground center platform station located beneath Atlantic Boulevard
south of Beverly Boulevard in East Los Angeles. The existing parking structure located north
of the 3 Street and Atlantic Boulevard intersection would continue to serve this station.

Atlantic Pomona Station Option — The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would relocate the
existing Atlantic Station to a shallow underground open-air station with two side platforms
and a canopy. This station design option would be located beneath the existing triangular
parcel bounded by Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard. The
existing parking structure located north of the 3rd Street and Atlantic Boulevard intersection
would continue to serve this station.

Atlantic/Whittier — This station would be underground with a center platform located beneath
the intersection of Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards in East Los Angeles. Parking would not be
provided at this station.

Commerce/Citadel — This station would be underground with a center platform located
beneath Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. Parking would not
be provided at this station.

Greenwood — This station would be aerial with a side platform located in the median of
Washington Boulevard east of Greenwood Avenue in the city of Montebello. This station
would provide a surface parking facility near the intersection of Greenwood Avenue and
Washington Boulevard.

Under the Montebello At-Grade Option, Greenwood station would be an at-grade station
located west of the intersection at Greenwood and Washington Boulevard.

Rosemead — This station would be at-grade with a center platform located in the center of
Washington Boulevard west of Rosemead Boulevard in the city of Pico Rivera. This station
would provide a surface parking facility near the intersection of Rosemead and Washington
Boulevards.

Norwalk — This station would be at-grade with a center platform located in the median of
Washington Boulevard east of Norwalk Boulevard in the city of Santa Fe Springs. This station
would provide a surface parking facility near the intersection of Norwalk and Washington
Boulevards.

Lambert — This station would be at-grade with a center platform located south of Washington
Boulevard just west of Lambert Road in the city of Whittier. This station would provide a

surface parking facility near the intersection of Lambert Road and Washington Boulevard.

Alternative 2 would include Atlantic (Relocated/Reconfigured), Atlantic/Whittier, and
Commerce/Citadel stations as described above.
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Alternative 3 would include Atlantic (Relocated/Reconfigured), Atlantic/Whittier, Commerce/Citadel,
and Greenwood stations as described above.

Station amenities would include items in the Metro Systemwide Station Standards Policy (Metro 2018)
such as station pin signs, security cameras, bus shelters, benches, emergency/information
telephones, stairs, map cases, fare collection, pedestrian and street lighting, hand railing, station
landscaping, trash receptacles, bike racks and lockers, emergency generators, power boxes, fire
hydrants, and artwork. Escalators and elevators would be located in aerial and underground stations.
Station entry portals would be implemented at underground stations. Station access would be ADA-
compliant and also have bicycle and pedestrian connections. Details regarding most of these items,
including station area planning and urban design, would be determined at a later phase.

2.6  Description of Construction

Construction of the Project would include a combination of elements dependent upon the locally
preferred alternative. The major construction activities include guideway construction (at-grade, aerial,
underground); decking and tunnel boring for the underground guideway; station construction;
demolition; utility relocation and installation work; street improvements including sidewalk
reconstruction and traffic signal installation; retaining walls; LRT operating systems installation
including TPSS and OCS; parking facilities; an MSF; and construction of other ancillary facilities.
Alternative 1 would include construction of bridge replacements over the San Gabriel and Rio Hondo
Rivers.

In addition to adhering to regulatory compliance, the development of the Project would employ
conventional construction methods, techniques, and equipment. All work for development of the LRT
system would conform to accepted industry specifications and standards, including Best Management
Practices (BMP). Project engineering and construction would, at minimum, be completed in
conformance with the regulations, guidelines, and criteria, including, but not limited to, Metro Rail
Design Criteria (MRDC) (Metro 2018), California Building Code, Metro Operating Rules, and Metro
Sustainability Principles.

The construction of the Project is expected to last approximately 6o to 84 months. Construction
activities would shift along the corridor so that overall construction activities should be relatively short
in duration at any one point. Most construction activities would occur during daytime hours. For
specialized construction tasks, it may be necessary to work during nighttime hours to minimize traffic
disruptions. Traffic control and pedestrian control during construction would follow local jurisdiction
guidelines and the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) standards. Typical roadway
construction traffic control methods and devices would be followed including the use of signage,
roadway markings, flagging, and barricades to regulate, warn, or guide road users. Properties adjacent
to the Project’s alignment would be used for construction staging. The laydown and storage areas for
construction equipment and materials would be established in the vicinity of the Project within parking
facilities, and/or on parcels that would be acquired for the proposed stations and MSF site options.
Construction staging areas would be used to store building materials, construction equipment,
assemble the TBM, temporary storage of excavated materials, and serve as temporary field offices for
the contractor.
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2.7  Description of Operations

The operating hours and schedules for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would be comparable to the weekday,
Saturday and Sunday, and holiday schedules for the Metro L (Gold) Line (effective 2019). It is
anticipated that trains would operate every day from 4:00 am to 1:30 am. On weekdays, trains would
operate approximately every 5 to 10 minutes during peak hours, every 10 minutes mid-day and until
8:00 pm, and every 15 minutes in the early morning and after 8:00 pm. On weekends, trains would
operate every 10 minutes from 9:00 am to 6:30 pm, every 15 minutes from 7:00 am to 9:00 am and
from 6:30 pm to 7:30 pm, and every 20 minutes before 7:00 am and after 7:30 pm. These operational
headways are consistent with Metro design requirements for future rail services.

2.8  No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative establishes impacts that would reasonably be expected to occur in the
foreseeable future if the Project were not approved. The No Project Alternative would maintain existing
transit service through the year 2042. No new transportation infrastructure would be built within the
GSA aside from projects currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by
2042 via the 2008 Measure R or 2016 Measure M sales taxes. The No Project Alternative would
include highway and transit projects identified for funding in Metro’s 2020 Long Range Transportation
Plan (LRTP) and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Connect SoCal 2020-2045
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2020 RTP/SCS). The No Project
Alternative includes existing projects from the regional base year (2019) and planned regional projects
in operation in the horizon year (2042).
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3.0 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Cultural resources in California are protected by several federal, state, and local regulations, statutes,
and ordinances. Cultural resources are defined as buildings, sites, structures, or objects, each of which
may have historical, architectural, archaeological, cultural, and/or scientific importance. (See Public
Resource Code (PRC), § 5020.1, subd. (b).) The cities along the corridor include the cities of
Commerce, Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and Whittier, and the unincorporated
communities of East Los Angeles and Whittier-Los Nietos. Of these cities and communities, only the
cities of Commerce and Whittier have local preservation ordinances.

3.1 Federal

3.1.1  National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

Cultural resources are protected through the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as
amended (54 United States Code [U.S.C.] 300101 et seq.), and the implementing regulations,
Protection of Historic Properties (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800), the Archaeological
and Historic Preservation Act of 1974, and the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979. Prior
to implementing an “undertaking” (e.g., issuing a federal permit), the NHPA (54 U.S.C. 306108)
requires federal agencies to consider the effects of the undertaking on historic properties and to afford
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) a
reasonable opportunity to comment on any undertaking that would adversely affect properties eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). SHPO involvement extends to projects
receiving federal funding or located on state-owned property. SHPO does not otherwise have
jurisdiction over locally funded projects.

Under the NHPA, properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to a Tribe are eligible for
inclusion in the NRHP (54 U.S.C. 302706). Also, under the NHPA, a resource is considered significant
if it meets the NRHP listing criteria at 36 CFR 60.4. Because the Project is not receiving federal
funding and does not require a federal permit, it is not subject to SHPO review or to the provisions of
the NHPA.

3.1.2  National Register of Historic Places

The NRHP was established by the NHPA of 1966, as “an authoritative guide to be used by federal,
state, and local governments, private groups and citizens to identify the Nation’s historic resources
and to indicate what properties should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment”
(36 CFR Section 60.2). The NRHP recognizes both historical-period and prehistoric archaeological
properties that are significant at the national, state, and local levels.

To be eligible for listing in the NRHP, a resource must be significant in American history, architecture,

archaeology, engineering, or culture. Districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects of potential
significance must meet one or more of the following four established criteria:
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Are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
our history;

Are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past;

Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

Unless the property possesses exceptional significance, it must be at least 50 years old to be eligible
for NRHP listing.

In addition to meeting the criteria of significance, a property must have integrity. Integrity is the ability
of a property to convey its significance. The NRHP recognizes seven qualities that, in various
combinations, define integrity: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. To retain historic integrity a property must possess several, and usually most, of these
seven aspects. Thus, the retention of the specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a property to
convey its significance.

3.2 State
3.20 CEQA

CEQA requires the lead agency to determine whether a project could have a significant effect on
historical resources and equates a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical
resource with a significant effect on the environment (Section 21084.1). CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5 outlines the process for determining the significance of impacts to archaeological and
historical resources.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a) defines “historical resources” as:

A resource listed, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission
for listing, in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) (PRC Section 5024.1,
Title 14 CCR Section 4850 et seq.).

A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in PRC Section
5020.1(k), or identified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements
of PRC Section 5024.1(g), shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant. Public
agencies must treat any such resource as significant unless the preponderance of evidence
demonstrates that it is not historically or culturally significant.

Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript that a lead agency
determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering,
scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of
California may be considered to be a historical resource provided the lead agency's
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a
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resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be historically significant if the resource
meets the criteria for listing in the CRHR (PRC Section 5024.1, Title 14, CCR Section 4852),
including the following:

Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of California’s history and cultural heritage;

Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period region, or method of
construction or represents the work of an important creative individual/ or possesses high
artistic values; or

Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

The fact that a resource is not listed or not determined eligible for listing in the CRHR or not
included in a local register of historical resources (pursuant to PRC Section 5020.1[k]), or not
identified in a historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in PRC Section 5024.1[g]) does
not preclude a lead agency from determining that the resource may be a historical resource,

as defined in PRC Sections 5020.1(j) and 5024.1.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b) defines “substantial adverse change” as “physical demolition,
destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the
significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired.” Further, that the significance of
an historical resource is “materially impaired” when a project:

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an
historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or
eligibility for inclusion in the CRHR; or

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that
account for its inclusion in a local register of historical resources... or its identification in an
historical resources survey..., unless the public agency reviewing the effects of the project
establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is not historically or culturally
significant; or

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a
historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for
inclusion in the CRHR as determined by a lead agency for purposes of CEQA.

CEQA also requires lead agencies to consider whether a project will impact “unique archaeological
resources.” PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as “an archaeological
artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely adding to the
current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria:

Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there
is a demonstrable public interest in that information.

Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available
example of its type.
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Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person.”

The State CEQA Guidelines provide detailed direction on the requirements for avoiding or mitigating
significant impacts to historical and archaeological resources. Section 15064.5(b) (4) states that a lead
agency shall identify mitigation measures and ensure that the adopted measures are fully enforceable
through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures. In addition, Section 15126.4(b) (3) states
that public agencies should, whenever feasible, seek to avoid damaging effects on any historical
resources of an archaeological nature. Preservation in place is the preferred manner of avoiding
impacts to archaeological sites, although data recovery through excavation is acceptable if
preservation is not feasible. If data recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation, a data
recovery plan, which makes provisions for adequately recovering the scientifically consequential
information from and about the historical resource.

3.2.2 Health and Safety Code, Section 7052 and
7050.5

Section 7052 of the Health and Safety Code states that the disturbance of Native American cemeteries
is a felony. Section 7050.5 requires that construction or excavation be stopped in the vicinity of
discovered human remains until the coroner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native
American. If determined to be Native American, the coroner must contact the California Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC).

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that, in the event of discovery or recognition
of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further
excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent
remains until the coroner of the county in which the human remains are discovered has determined
that the remains are not subject to the provisions of Section 27491 of the California Government Code
or any other related provisions of law concerning investigation of the circumstances, manner, and
cause of any death. If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or her authority
and if the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has reason to
believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours,
the California NAHC. The NAHC shall identify the most likely descendant (MLD) who shall be
consulted regarding treatment or repatriation of the remains.

3.2.3 California Native American Historical,
Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act

The California Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act applies to both state and
private lands. This law requires that if human remains are discovered, construction or excavation
activity must cease, and the county coroner must be notified. If the remains are of a Native American,
the coroner must notify the NAHC. The NAHC then notifies those persons most likely to be
descended from the Native American whose remains were discovered (i.e., the MLD). The California
Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites Act stipulates the procedures the descendants
may follow for treating or disposing of the remains and associated grave goods.
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3.2.4 Public Resources Code, Section 5097

PRC Section 5097 specifies the procedures to follow in the event of the unexpected discovery of
human remains on nonfederal land. The disposition of a Native American burial falls within the
jurisdiction of the NAHC. PRC Section 5097.5 states the following:

No person shall knowingly and willfully excavate upon, or remove, destroy, injure, or deface
any historic or prehistoric ruins, burial grounds, archaeological or vertebrate paleontological
site, including fossilized footprints, inscriptions made by human agency, or any other
archaeological, paleontological or historical feature, situated on public lands, except with
the express permission of the public agency having jurisdiction over such lands. Violation of
this section is a misdemeanor.

3.2.5 Assembly Bill 52

AB 52, signed by Governor Edmund G. Brown |r. in September 2014, establishes a new class of
resources under CEQA: “tribal cultural resources” (or TCRs). AB 52 (PRC Sections 21080.3.4,
21080.3.2, and 21082.3) states that upon written request by a California Native American Tribe, a
CEQA lead agency must begin consultation once it determines that the project application is
complete, before the agency issues a notice of preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) or notice of intent to adopt a negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration. AB 52 also
required a revision of State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, the environmental checklist. This revision
created a new category for TCRs. TCRs are discussed in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Tribal
Cultural Resources Impacts Report.

3.3 Local

3.3.1  County of Los Angeles Historic
Preservation Ordinance

The County of Los Angeles Historic Preservation Ordinance (Los Angeles County Code, Title 22, Part
28, Chapter 22.52) became effective in October 2015 and generally applies to all private property in the
unincorporated County area and to County-owned landmarks. The ordinance provides a process to
nominate a landmark or historic district at the County level. The Board of Supervisors may designate
any County-owned property as a landmark if it determines that the property satisfies applicable
criteria, which are similar to the eligibility criteria for the state’s register of historic resources.

The County of Los Angeles Historic Preservation Ordinance has seven established basic purposes:

Enhance and preserve the distinctive historic, architectural, and landscape characteristics
which represent the County’s cultural, social, economic, political, and architectural history.

Foster community pride in the beauty and noble accomplishments of the past as represented
by the County’s historic resources.
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Stabilize and improve property values and enhance the aesthetic and visual character and
environmental amenities of the County’s historic resources.

Recognize the County’s historic resources as economic assets.
Encourage and promote the adaptive reuse of the County’s historic resources.
Promote the County as a destination for tourists and as a desirable location for businesses.

Specify significance criteria and procedures for the designation of landmarks and Historic
Districts and provide for the ongoing preservation and maintenance of landmarks and
Historic Districts.

Criteria for Designation of Landmarks and Historic Districts

Property which is more than 50 years of age may be designated as a landmark if it satisfies
one or more of the following seven criteria:

It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of the history of the nation, State, County, or community.

It is associated with the lives of persons who are significant in the history of the nation,
State, County, or community.

It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, architectural style, period, or method
of construction; or represents the work of an architect, designer, engineer, or builder
whose work is of significance to the nation, State, County, or community; or possesses
artistic values of significance to the nation, State, County, or community.

It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important locally in prehistory or
history.

It is listed or has been formally determined eligible by the National Park Service for listing
on the NRHP, or is listed or has been determined eligible by the State Historical Resources
Commission for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources.

It is one of the largest or oldest trees of the species located in the County.

It is a tree, plant, landscape, or other natural land feature having historical significance due
to an association with a historic event, person, site, street, or structure, or because it is a
defining or significant outstanding feature of a neighborhood.

Property less than 50 years of age may be designated as a landmark if it meets one or more of
the criteria set forth in Subsection A, above, and exhibits exceptional importance.

The interior space of a property, or other space held open to the general public, including but
not limited to a lobby, may be designated as a landmark or included in the landmark
designation of a property if the space qualifies for designation as a landmark under
Subsection A or B, above.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 21



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

Historic Districts. A geographic area, including a noncontiguous grouping of related
properties, may be designated as a historic district if all of the following requirements are
met:

More than 50 percent of owners in the proposed district consent to the designation;

The proposed district satisfies one or more of the criteria set forth in Subsections A.1
through A.5, above; and

The proposed district exhibits either a concentration of historic, scenic, or sites containing
common character-defining features, which contribute to each other and are unified
aesthetically by plan, physical development, or architectural quality; or significant
geographical patterns, associated with different eras of settlement and growth, particular
transportation modes, or distinctive examples of parks or community planning.

3.3.2 City of Commerce

The city of Commerce has a historic preservation ordinance established to recognize and preserve the
history of the city of Commerce and Southern California by providing for the identification and
designation of historic places, buildings, works of art, neighborhoods, and other objects of historic or
cultural interest (City of Commerce Municipal Code, Division 14 Historic Landmark/District
Designation, 19.39.930-60). In acting to approve designation of a historic landmark or district, the city
council shall make one or more of the following findings that:

The resource exemplifies or reflects special elements of the city's or region's cultural, social,
economic, political, aesthetic, engineering, or architectural history; or

The resource is identified with persons or events of significant local, state, or national history;
or

The resource has characteristics of a style, type, method of construction or is an example of
indigenous materials or craftsmanship; or

The resource represents a notable aesthetic work of a builder, architect, or designer.

3.3.3 City of Whittier

The city of Whittier has a historic preservation element or ordinance (City of Whittier Municipal Code,
Division IV, Article 11, Designation of Historic Landmarks and Districts 18.84.050-060).

The city of Whittier designation criteria for historic landmarks stipulates a historic resource shall be
designated a historic landmark if the council finds that it meets the criteria for listing on the NRHP or
the California Register of Historical Resources; or meets one or more of the following criteria:

It is particularly representative of a distinct historical period, type, style, region or way of life;

It is connected with someone renowned, important, or a local personality;
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It is connected with a use that was once common, but is now rare;

It represents the work of a master builder, engineer, designer, artist or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age;

It is the site of an important historic event or is associated with events that have made a
meaningful contribution to the nation, state or city;

It exemplifies a particular architectural style;
It exemplifies the best remaining architectural type of a neighborhood,;

It embodies elements of outstanding attention to architectural or engineering design, detail,
material or craftsmanship; or

It has a unique location, singular characteristic or is an established and familiar visual feature
of a neighborhood, community or the city.

To designate a local historic district, Section 18.84.060 of the Whittier Municipal Code states that:

A neighborhood consisting primarily of historic resources, or the thematic grouping of same, shall be
designated a historic district if the council finds that it meets one or more of the following criteria:

It meets the criteria for a historic landmark;

It contributes to the architectural, historic or cultural significance of an area, being a
geographically definable area possessing a concentration of historic resources or a
thematically related grouping of structures which contribute to each other and are unified by
plan, style or physical development; or

It reflects significant geographical patterns, including those associated with different eras of

settlement and growth, particular transportation modes or distinctive examples of a park
landscape, site design or community planning.
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4.0 METHODOLOGY

This analysis is undertaken to determine if the Project may have a significant impact to cultural
resources, specifically historical resources, archaeological resources, and human remains, thus
requiring the consideration of mitigation measures or alternatives in accordance with Section 15063 of
the State CEQA Guidelines. The analysis covers all program components that could result in a physical
change to the environment.

4.1 Area of Potential Effects

As described in Section 1.0, the specialized study area for this cultural resource assessment is referred
to as the APE. Following federal guidelines, an APE is defined in 36 CFR 800.16(d) as “the geographic
area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character
or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist. The APE is influenced by the scale and nature
of an undertaking and may be different for different kinds of effects caused by the undertaking.”

For archaeological resources, the APE is typically the three-dimensional limits of proposed ground
disturbance, including temporary ground disturbance, also known as the ADI. The ADI includes the
ROW and any areas of direct ground disturbance during project construction, including staging areas.

For built environment/architectural resources, the APE includes all proposed ROW and acquisition
and construction areas, and all parcels adjacent to permanent site improvements and facilities,
including at-grade and grade-separated alignments; stations and power substations; parking facilities;
and maintenance yards and buildings. For elevated alignments, the APE includes any additional
parcels where the elevated structure may alter the character, use, or setting of a potential historical
resource. Typically, the APE extends out from the alignment approximately 150 to 350 feet, or a depth
of from one to three parcels, depending on parcel sizes, intervening landscape and buildings, and
whether the historic land use is sensitive to the proposed change in setting.

The APE is documented on a series of maps provided in Attachment A.

4.2  Interested Parties Consultation

Metro sought information, as appropriate, from individuals and organizations likely to have knowledge
of or concerns about historical resources in the APE to identify issues related to potential impacts on
historical resources. Letters were sent to the parties listed in the following sections. Letters were sent
describing the project area and United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps of the
Build Alternatives. The letters sent to interested parties and correspondence received may be found in
Attachment B. No responses have been received to date.
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Stephen J. Sass, Chairman

Historic Landmarks and Records Commission
Los Angeles County

500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Community Development Department Planning
Division

City of Pico Rivera

6615 Passons Boulevard

Pico Rivera, CA 9o660-1016

Director of Planning

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street, 13th Floor

Los Angeles, CA goo12
zoningldcc@planning.lacounty.gov

Wayne Morrell, Principal Planner
Planning and Development Department
City of Santa Fe Springs

11710 Telegraph Road

Santa Fe Springs, CA 9o670

Community Planning Department
City of Commerce

2535 Commerce Way

Commerce, CA 90040

Planning Services
City of Whittier
13230 Penn Street
Whittier, CA 90602

Joseph Palombi, Deputy Director
Planning Division, City of Montebello
1600 West Beverly Boulevard
Montebello, CA 90640
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4.2.2 Historical Societies, Museums, and
Libraries

Historical Society of Southern California Pico Rivera Historical Museum
P.O. Box 50019 9122 East Washington Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 90815 Pico Rivera, CA 90660
hssc@thehssc.org

California State Railroad Museum City of Santa Fe Springs

111 “1” Street Parks and Recreation
Sacramento, CA 95814-2265 11740 Telegraph Road

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

Director of Library Services Heritage Park

Commerce Central Library 12100 Mora Drive

5655 Jillson Street Santa Fe Springs, CA go670

Commerce, CA 90040

Chris Vargas, President Hathaway Ranch Museum

Sanchez Adobe/Montebello Historical Society 11901 Florence Avenue

946 North Adobe Avenue Santa Fe Springs, CA go670

Montebello, CA 90640 (562) 777-3444
hathawayranch@gmail.com

Whittier Historical Society Santa Fe Springs City Library

6755 Newlin Avenue 11700 Telegraph Road

Whittier, CA 90601 Santa Fe Springs, CA 9o670
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Preservation Organizations

Los Angeles Conservancy

523 West 6th Street, Suite 826
Los Angeles, CA 90014
info@laconservancy.org

Sian Winship, President

Society of Architectural Historians
Southern California Chapter

P.O. Box 56478

Sherman Oaks, CA 91413
sian@sahscc.org

Lewis MacAdams, President
Friends of the Los Angeles River
570 West Avenue 26, #250

Los Angeles, CA goo6s
contact@FoLAR.org

Southern Pacific Historical and Technology Society
Attn.: John Signor

1523 Howard Access Road, Suite A

Upland, CA 91786-2582

Cindy Heitzman, Executive Director

California Preservation Foundation

101 The Embarcadero

Suite 120

San Francisco, CA 94105
cheitzman@californiapreservationfoundation.org

Pacific Railroad Society

210 West Bonita Avenue

San Dimas, CA 91773

info@ PacificRailroadSociety.org

4.3
Properties

4.3.1 Records Search

Identification of Potential Historic

Archaeologists, historians, and architectural historians who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) and are familiar with project area resources and
research considerations conducted the cultural resources study.

4.3.1.1
Search

South Central Coastal Information Center Records

A records search for the project was conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center
(SCCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), California State
University, Fullerton in 2010. An update was conducted on October 22 and November 4, 2019. The
SCCIC, an affiliate of the California Office of Historic Preservation, is the official state repository of
cultural resources records and studies for Los Angeles County. The search included a review of all
recorded prehistoric archaeological sites within a 1-mile radius of the APE and a review of all recorded
historic archaeological and architectural sites and cultural resource reports on file within a o.5-mile
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radius of the APE. In addition, the California Points of Historical Interest (PHI), the California
Historical Landmarks (CHL), the CRHR, the NRHP, the California State Historic Resources Inventory
(HRI), and local registers were reviewed. Historical USGS quadrangle maps were also reviewed.
Results of the SCCIC records search are provided in Attachment C (confidential).

The records search identified 134 previous cultural resources studies within a 0.5-mile radius of the
APE. Of the 134 studies, 32 previous cultural resources studies intersect the APE (Confidential
Attachment C (confidential) has the full list of records search results).

The records search identified 258 previously recorded built environment resources within the APE. Of
the 258 resources, 246 were found ineligible for listing, and one was unevaluated. One resource, the
Golden Gate Theater (P-19-176524), is listed in the NRHP. Ten other resources were identified as
eligible for listing in the NRHP. Table 4-1 lists the 11 previously recorded resources listed in or eligible
for listing in the NRHP and/or CRHR in the APE.

Table 4-1. Previously Recorded Significant Built Environment Resources in the APE

19-176524 | 5170 East Whittier Boulevard 1927 | Golden Gate Theater/Vega Building 1S; 3S

19-190999 | 2187 Garfield Avenue 1955 | Pacific Metals Company/Rolled Steel 3S
Products

19-191000 | 2353 Garfield Avenue 1952 | Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company 3S
Warehouse

19-191003 | 900 South Greenwood Avenue | 1947 | Greenwood Elementary School 3S

19-191004 | 860 Washington Boulevard 1937 | Spanish Colonial Revival-style single- 3S
family residence

19-191005 | 864 Washington Boulevard 1940 | South Montebello Irrigation District 3S

19-191098 | 6751 Lindsey Avenue 1954 | Ranch-style single-family residence 3S

19-191099 | 9023 Washington Boulevard 1951 Dal Rae Restaurant 3S

19-191100 12000 Washington Boulevard 1951 Rheem Manufacturing Company 3S

19-191102 | 11605 Washington Boulevard 1965 | Steak Corral restaurant 3S

19-191105 | 9122 E. Washington Boulevard | 1886 | Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 3S
Depot

Key::

1S = Listed in the NRHP; 3S = Eligible for listing in the NRHP.
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The records search also identified five previously recorded archaeological resources (Table 4-2). Three
historic-period archaeological sites and two multicomponent sites were identified within a o.5-mile
radius of the ADI.

One additional historical resource and potential archaeological resource, the Site of the Battle of Rio
San Gabriel (CHL #385) is marked north of the ADI on Bluff Road near the intersection with
Washington Boulevard. The battle, which occurred between Americans and Californios during the
Mexican-American War on January 8, 1847, stretched along Rio Hondo in the vicinity of the CHL
marker (see Section 6.2.8).

Table 4-2. Previously Recorded Archaeological Resources within a o.5-mile Radius of the ADI

Sparse historic refuse

19-000858 CA-LAN-858 scatter Jones et al., 1976 Outside of the ADI
19-001009 CA-LAN-1009 Mhult|.cor.npon.ent Sayles, 1955; Denmark, Outside of the ADI
abitation site 1979

Prehistoric lithic
19-001311 CA-LAN-1311 scatter and historic Brock et al., 1986 Outside of the ADI
refuse scatter

Montebello Oil Field,
19-003813 CA-LAN-3813 including historic Fulton et al., 2008 Outside of the ADI
refuse scatters

Sparse historic refuse

19-003814 CA-LAN-3814 scatter

Long et al., 2008 Outside of the ADI

Key:
ADI = Area of Direct Impact.

4.3.1.2 California Department of Transportation Historic
Highway Bridge Inventory

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Historic Highway Bridge Inventory (for both
local and state agency bridges) was reviewed to identify historic bridges in the APE. The Caltrans
statewide historic bridge inventory was updated in 2015 and evaluated bridges built between 1965 and
1974. Bridges listed within the Caltrans Highway Bridge Inventory receive a NRHP status designation
and are placed in one of the five numeric categories as follows:

Category 1 - Listed in the NRHP.

Category 2 - Eligible for NRHP listing.

Category 3 - May be eligible for NRHP listing.
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Category 4 - Unevaluated. Generally, Category 4 bridges constructed before 1965 are
associated with properties that have not yet been evaluated, such as railroads, canals, or
potentially eligible historic roads.)

Category 5 - Ineligible for NRHP listing.

Five historic-period bridges that are in the APE, including the Washington Boulevard bridges over the
Rio Hondo and San Gabriel River that would be replaced under the Project, received an NRHP status
designation of Category (5), ineligible for NRHP listing.

4.3.2 Field Survey

Cultural resources surveys were undertaken to identify cultural resources in the APE from December
16 through 19, 2019. The broad pool of cultural resources identified may be categorized as two major

types:

Historic and architectural resources, which include the man-made features that make up the
recognizable built environment. This category typically includes extant aboveground buildings
and structures that date from the earliest territorial settlements until the present day.

Archaeological resources, which include resources that represent important evidence of past
human behavior, including portable artifacts such as arrowheads and tin cans; non-portable
“features” such as cooking hearths, foundations, and privies; and residues such as food
remains and charcoal. Archaeological remains can be virtually any age, from recent historic-
period materials to prehistoric deposits that are thousands of years old.

4.3.2.1  Historic and Architectural Resources

An intensive survey was conducted by qualified architectural historians from December 16 through 18,
2019, to identify potential historical resources in the APE. Prior to the survey, limited historical
research was conducted to identify resources that were at least 45 years old. Previous survey of the
built environment had been conducted in 2010, and the results of earlier survey were incorporated into
the current study. Only portions of the APE that were accessible and/or visible from the public ROW
were surveyed. Each building or structure in the APE that was or appeared to be 45 years or older was
observed and photographed. During the survey, the boundaries of the APE were confirmed, and an
assessment was made of buildings and structures within the APE to determine if their age and
integrity warranted further evaluation.

The survey identified 384 historic and architectural resources that were more than 45 years old in the
APE. Of the 384 resources, 258 were previously recorded and revisited, and 126 were newly identified,
recorded, and evaluated for eligibility for listing in the NRHP and CRHR. Of the newly recorded 126
resources, 38 were found eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR as contributors to a potential
historic district (Vail Field Industrial Addition) identified during the survey. The remaining 88
resources were found ineligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR through survey evaluation. Detailed
identification and evaluation information for all 384 historical and architectural resources in the APE is
provided on California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 forms in Attachment D.
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4.3.2.2 Archaeological Resources

A pedestrian survey of the accessible portions of the ADI was conducted on December 18 and 19,
2019, to identify archaeological resources. The only portions of the ADI that were accessible were in
the public ROW.

Approximately 95 percent of the ADI is paved. These areas were inspected, but not transected.
Unpaved areas with exposed soils were surveyed using 10-meter intervals. Of the remaining 5 percent
of the ADI with exposed soils, only about 10 percent of the ground surface was visible due to thick
vegetation cover. All vegetation consisted of non-native seasonal grasses or non-native landscaping.

Three historic-period cultural resources were identified during the pedestrian survey that do not
appear eligible for inclusion in the NRHP or CRHR. They include one culvert (PD-1) and two sets of
railroad tracks (PD-2 and PD-3):

PD-1is a historic-period culvert located under bridge 53Co471 on Washington Boulevard in
the Washington Alternative. The feature serves as a water containment system with a gate
that can be opened or closed to allow water to flow from the northeast to the southwest at the
Rio Hondo Percolation Basin. The culvert contains modern alterations and additions to its
original form. PD-1 no longer retains historic integrity and does not have the potential to yield
important scientific or historical information or data.

PD-2 consists of two parallel railroad tracks approximately 8o feet long set perpendicular
across Saybrook Avenue in the Washington Alternative. The ROW for these features is still
present, however, the tracks have been removed except where they are embedded within
Saybrook Avenue. The ROW was not surveyed beyond the ADI. PD-2 no longer retains historic
integrity and does not have the potential to yield important scientific or historical information
or data.

PD-3 consists of a second set of two parallel railroad tracks approximately 8o feet long set
perpendicular across Saybrook Avenue in the Washington Alternative. The ROW for these
features is still present, however, the tracks have been removed except where they are
embedded within Saybrook Avenue. The ROW was not surveyed beyond the ADI. PD-3 no
longer retains historic integrity and does not have the potential to yield important scientific or
historical information or data.

No potential historical resources or unique archaeological resources were identified as a result of the

archaeological pedestrian survey. Newly recorded resources PD-1, PD-2, and PD-3 are in the ADI but
do not appear eligible for listing on the NRHP or CRHR. These resources are not addressed further.
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5.0 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, a Build Alternative would have a
significant impact related to Cultural Resources if it would:

Impact CUL-1: Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant
to 15064.5.

Impact CUL-2: Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to 15064.5.

Impact CUL-3: Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.
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6.0 EXISTING SETTING

The GSAis in a relatively flat area of the Los Angeles Basin. The basin is formed by the Santa Monica
Mountains to the northwest, the San Gabriel Mountains to the north, and the San Bernardino and San
Jacinto Mountains to the east. The basin was formed by alluvial and fluvial deposits derived from these
surrounding mountains. Prior to urban development and the channelization of the San Gabriel River,
portions of the GSA were covered with marshes, thickets, riparian woodland, and grassland.
Prehistorically, the floodplain forest of the Los Angeles Basin formed one of the most biologically rich
habitats in Southern California. Willow, cottonwood, and sycamore, and dense underbrush of alder,
hackberry, and shrubs once lined the San Gabriel River. Both historically and prehistorically, the San
Gabriel Riverbed has changed often. These changes over time created a rich alluvial deposit that
supported a variety of wild plants, and later, cultigens.

Geologically, the GSA is underlain by formations dating from the Pliocene (5.3 million to 2.6 million
years before present [BP]) to the Holocene (11,700 years BP to today). In the lower-lying portions of the
GSA, there are surficial deposits of younger Quaternary alluvium, derived as alluvial fan deposits from
the San Gabriel Mountains to the north via Rio Hondo and the San Gabriel River. These younger
Quaternary deposits are underlain by older Quaternary alluvium at varying depths (Dibblee and
Ehrenspeck 1999, 2001; McLeod 2019).

In the western portion of the proposed GSA, there are surficial deposits of older Quaternary alluvium,
derived as alluvial fan deposits from the Montebello Hills (McLeod 2019).

6.1 Context

6.1.1  Geoarchaeology

The GSA has the potential to contain buried archaeological resources based on the age of the
landforms and its proximity to two watercourses that historically have deposited sediment in the GSA:
Rio Hondo and the San Gabriel River. In general, most Pleistocene-age or older landforms have little
potential for harboring buried archaeological resources, because they developed prior to human
migration into North America (circa 13,000 years BP). However, older surfaces buried below younger
Holocene deposits do have a potential for containing archaeological deposits. As suggested above,
Holocene alluvial deposits may contain paleosols that represent periods of landform stability prior to
renewed deposition. Buried soils in Holocene-age landforms or beneath Holocene deposits are of
particular interest because they represent formerly stable surfaces that have a potential for preserving
archaeological deposits.

It has been demonstrated through numerous studies that archaeological sites are not distributed
randomly across the landscape; but instead, are positively correlated with specific environmental
factors such as distance to water, slope, and distance to confluence (Byrd et al. 2016). In California,
prehistoric archaeological sites are often near sources of fresh water in gently sloping areas where two
or more environmental zones are present (Foster and Sandelin 2003, as cited in Rosenthal and Meyer
2009). Sites are also often near the contact between the floodplain and more elevated geomorphic
surfaces (Hansen et al. 2004, as cited in Rosenthal and Meyer 2009).
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6.1.2 Prehistoric Context

Following the seminal work of William Wallace (1955) and Claude Warren (1968), the prehistory of the
Southern California coastal region is typically divided into Early, Middle, and Late Periods, with an
initial Paleo-Indian period dating to the late Pleistocene and early Holocene.

6.1.2.1 Paleo-Indian Period

In the Southern California coastal region, the earliest evidence of human occupation comes from a
handful of sites with early tools and some human remains that have been dated from 7,000 years ago
to greater than 10,000 years old. These include the nearby Baldwin Hills and Los Angeles Mesa sites
where construction activities in the 1920s and 1930s uncovered human remains in deep alluvial
deposits. The human remains were tentatively dated to 10,000 to more than 20,000 years old
(Moratto 1984:53). Recent research into the Los Angeles Mesa materials suggests that the early dates
should be considered tentative, and that some studies suggest a date of no more than 5,000 years old
for some of the individuals (Brooks et al. 1990).

6.1.2.2 Early Period (5,000 to 3,000 BCE)

Although people are known to have inhabited what is now Southern California beginning at least
13,000 years BP (Arnold et al. 2004), the first solid evidence of human occupation in the Los Angeles
basin dates to roughly 7000 Before the Common Era (BCE), and is associated with a period known as
the Early Period or the Millingstone Horizon (Wallace 1955; Warren 1968). Millingstone populations
established permanent settlements that were located primarily on the coast and in the vicinity of
estuaries, lagoons, lakes, streams, and marshes where a variety of resources, including seeds, fish,
shellfish, small mammals, and birds, were exploited. Early Period occupations are typically identified
by the presence of handstones (manos) and millingstones (metates). Sites from this time period
typically contain shell middens; large numbers of milling implements; crude core and cobble tools;
flaked stone tools; distinctive cogged stone implements; and infrequent side-notched dart points
(Fenenga 1953). The focus at inland sites appears to be in plant food processing and hunting. Along
the coast, populations invested in maritime food gathering strategies, including close-shore and deep-
sea fishing, as well as shellfish collection (Grenda 1997).

6.1.2.3 Middle Period (3000 BCE to 1000 CE)

Although many aspects of Millingstone culture persisted, by 3000 BCE, a number of socioeconomic
changes occurred, as understood through changes in material culture (Erlandson 1994; Wallace 1955;
Warren 1968). These changes are associated with the period known as the Middle Period or
Intermediate Horizon (Wallace 1955). The mortar and pestle were introduced during this period,
suggesting an increased reliance on hard plant foods such as acorns (Altschul and Grenda 2002).
Increasing population size coincides with intensified exploitation of terrestrial and marine resources
(Erlandson 1994). This was accomplished, in part, through use of new technological innovations such
as the circular shell fishhook on the coast, and, in inland areas, use of the mortar and pestle to
process an important new vegetal food staple, acorns, and the dart and atlatal, resulting in a more
diverse hunting capability (Warren 1968). A shift in settlement patterns from smaller to larger and
more centralized habitations is understood by many researchers as an indicator of increasingly
territorial and sedentary populations (Erlandson 1994). During the Middle Period, specialization in
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labor emerged, trading networks became an increasingly important means by which both utilitarian
and non-utilitarian materials were acquired, and travel routes were extended.

6.1.2.4 Late Period (1000 to 1782 CE)

The Late Prehistoric period, spanning from approximately 1000 Common Era (CE) to the Spanish
Mission era, is the period associated with the florescence of contemporary Native American groups.
The Late Period is notable for a dramatic increase in the number of habitation and food processing
sites. These sites include more bone tools, numerous types of Olivella shell beads, circular fishhooks,
and occasional pottery vessels (Miller 1991). Between 1000 and 1250 CE, small arrow-sized projectile
points, of the Desert side-notched and Cottonwood triangular series, were adopted along what is now
the Southern California coast (Altschul and Grenda 2002). Following European contact, glass trade
beads and metal items also appeared in the archaeological record. Burial practices shifted to
cremation in what is now the Los Angeles Basin and northern Orange County. However, at many
coastal and most Channel Island sites, interment remained the common practice (Moratto 1984).

Some researchers argue that the changes seen at the beginning of this period reflect the movement of
Shoshonean speakers from the eastern deserts into the area that is now the Southern California coast.
Some researchers, though, suggest that the movement of desert-adapted Shoshonean speakers
occurred as much as 2,000 years earlier (Bean and Smith 1978; Sutton 2009).

At the time of European contact, the GSA was occupied by Shoshonean-speaking Gabrielefio people
who controlled what is now the Los Angeles Basin and Orange County down to Aliso Creek (Kroeber
1925). The northern San Fernando Valley was the northernmost extent of the territory occupied by
people who the Spanish referred to as the Fernadefio, whose name was derived from nearby Mission
San Fernando. The Fernadefio spoke one of four regional Uto-Aztecan dialects of Gabrielifio, a Cupan
language in the Takic family, and were culturally identical to the Gabrielino. The Tataviam and
Chumash, of the Hokan Chumashan language family, lived to the north and west of this territory,
respectively, and it is likely that the territorial boundaries between these linguistically distinct groups
fluctuated in prehistoric times (Bean and Smith 1978; Shipley 1978).

Occupying what is now the southern Channel Islands and adjacent mainland areas of Los Angeles and
Orange Counties, the Gabrielifio are reported to have been second only to their Chumash neighbors in
terms of population size, regional influence, and degree of sedentism (Bean and Smith 1978). The
Gabrielifio are estimated to have numbered around 5,000 in the pre-contact period (Kroeber 1925).
Maps produced by early explorers indicate the existence of at least 40 Gabrielino villages, but as many
as 100 may have existed prior to contact with Europeans (Bean and Smith 1978; McCawley 1996; Reid

1939[1852]).

Prehistoric subsistence consisted of hunting, fishing, and gathering. Small terrestrial game was
hunted with deadfalls, rabbit drives, and by burning undergrowth, and larger game such as deer were
hunted using bows and arrows. Fish were taken by hook and line, nets, traps, spears, and poison
(Bean and Smith 1978; Reid 1939[1852]). The primary plant resources were the acorn, gathered in the
fall and processed with mortars and pestles, and various seeds that were harvested in late spring and
summer and ground with manos and metates. The seeds included chia and other sages, various
grasses, and islay or holly leafed-cherry (Reid 1939[1852]).
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6.1.3 Historic Context

The historic context for historical resources in the APE relates several different historical themes,
including early regional history, from Spanish colonization and Mexican settlement to California
statehood and the early development as part of Rancho La Laguna; agricultural land uses; industrial
development, focusing on the importance of regional manufacturing at the beginning of the twentieth
century; residential development; commercial development; and community histories, which
highlights the individual development of municipalities and neighborhoods in the APE, including East
Los Angeles, Montebello, Commerce, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and Whittier.

6.1.3.1  Early Regional History

European occupation of the GSA began with the Spanish arrival in California in 1769. The Spanish
governor of California, Gaspar de Portola, launched an expedition from San Diego in a search for
suitable sites for missions. Two years later, Franciscan missionaries founded Mission San Gabriel
Archangel. Felipe de Neve established the pueblo of Los Angeles north of Mission San Gabriel in the
late 18th century. The site had been recommended by a mission father, Juan Crespi, who had
accompanied the pioneer expedition of Gaspar de Portola.

Mission San Gabriel was founded in 1771 adjacent to a Gabrielifio village in the vicinity of East Lincoln
Avenue and San Gabriel Boulevard near the present-day city of Montebello, a place later known as
Mission Viejo. The mission was relocated to its present location about 1774. By the early 1800s, the
majority of the surviving Gabrielifio population had entered the mission system. Mission life promised
the Native Americans security in a time when their traditional trade and political alliances were failing,
and epidemics and subsistence instabilities were increasing (Jackson 1999).

On September 4, 1781, the original settlers of the pueblo arrived at the chosen site along the Los
Angeles River near present-day Olvera Street (Weaver 1973). A year after the founding of the pueblo,
Governor of the Californias Pedro Fages granted tracts of land to veterans of his military command,
initiating the Rancho Period of California history. Manuel Nieto originally received a grant of 300,000
acres; however, his parcel was eventually cut in half so that his ownership would not conflict with the
property of Mission San Gabriel. The rancho extended from the San Gabriel River on the west to the
Santa Ana River on the east. The road from San Gabriel to San Diego formed the northern boundary,
roughly along the alignment of present-day Whittier Boulevard; the ocean was the boundary on the
south. Originally, the grant was called la Zanja; it was later renamed Rancho Los Nietos (Robinson

1948).

Mexico won its independence from Spain in 1821, a change that had a profound effect on the lives of
Los Angeles residents. California was then a remote northern province of the nation of Mexico; no
longer subjects of the Spanish king but, rather, citizens of the pueblo, the residents played an
important part in the life and governance of the city.

Secularization of the California missions by the Mexican Congress in 1833 made many acres of land
available. During this period, more than 8oo land grants were given to soldados del cuero, the faithful
leather-jacketed soldiers of the presidios, government officials, and ranchers. Huge cattle ranchos
were the dominant institution of this era. At this time, American traders and settlers began to arrive in
increasing numbers. Governor Pio Pico made a prophetic statement: “We find ourselves threatened by
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hordes of Yankee immigrants who have already begun to flock into our country and whose progress
we cannot arrest” (Monroy 1990).

The relative harmony between the distant northern province of Alta California and the mother country
came to an end with the Mexican-American War in 1846, provoked by the Lone Star Rebellion in Texas.
The DSA contains an important Mexican-American War battle site the Rio San Gabriel Battlefield. This
conflict occurred on January 8, 1847, near the site of the present-day intersection of Washington
Boulevard and Bluff Road in Montebello, when United States forces encountered Mexican troops while
crossing the San Gabriel River from the east. Advance scouting had forewarned the Americans of
Mexican troop positions along the river. Nevertheless, the area’s topography made the crossing
particularly perilous for the Americans. Mexican forces held positions on the west side of the river
along a series of high bluffs that gave them a strategic edge. The river bottom, moreover, consisted of
quicksand, making the Americans’ progress across the river extremely slow. Despite these advantages,
Mexican forces were unable to effectively deploy their weaponry. After a battle of approximately 9o
minutes, the Mexican troops withdrew, allowing the Americans to advance upon Los Angeles where
the Mexicans surrendered. Historians consider this battle a decisive point in the war (Bauer 1974).

After the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo at the end of the Mexican-American War in 1848,
all Mexican land in California transferred to the United States, and all Mexican land claims were
subject to United States land ownership laws. Gold was discovered that same year in the Sierra
Nevada, along the American River, by James W. Marshall, triggering a gold rush (Robinson 1948). In
1850, California officially became a state and was subsequently divided into 27 counties. The official
boundaries of Los Angeles County included the land grant ranchos, the pueblo, and 4,340 square
miles of unincorporated land, extending from Santa Barbara to San Diego (Los Angeles County n.d.).

As Mexican rule transitioned to American rule, prominent Californio landholders faced threats to their
land ownership, and many were forced to defend their titles. Don Abel Stearns, the largest landowner
and cattle rancher in Southern California, and his wife, Arcadia Bandini, had long hosted political and
social leaders at both their Main Street adobe, El Palacio de Don Abel, and their rancho, La Laguna,
located east of the pueblo (Clary 1966). Although Don Abel Stearns lost most of his fortune when a
drought decimated the cattle industry in the 1860s, his wife was able to preserve her separate property,
Rancho La Laguna, in accordance with Mexican law (Clary 1966). In 1900, after her second husband
died, Arcadia Bandini Stearns de Baker, requiring an income to live on, reluctantly sold a small tract of
La Laguna land to rancher and cattleman Walter L. Vail. Vail used the property as an airfield until after
World War I, when the site was developed as an industrial district, which is located in the DSA (Clary
1966). Upon Arcadia Bandini’s death in 1912, a legal battle over her estate delayed the development of
Rancho La Laguna, which had been long coveted by real estate and industrial interests that were intent
upon the eastward expansion of Los Angeles (Los Angeles Times 1921a). It was not until 1921 that an
important swath of land roughly bounded by Whittier Boulevard, Atlantic Boulevard, and Garfield
Boulevard (formerly Belvedere Gardens, today unincorporated East Los Angeles within the DSA)
became available for development ending the rancho era in East Los Angeles (Figure 6.1) (Clary 1966;
University of Southern California [USC] 1930).
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6.1.3.2  Agricultural Land Uses

During the first four decades of the 20th century, the land in the DSA supported extensive agricultural
uses alongside its nascent industrial development. Topographically, the East Side region is dominated
by its rivers, with the Los Angeles River forming its western boundary. The Rio Hondo and the San
Gabriel River run virtually parallel and traverse the region; both rivers originate in the San Gabriel
Mountains and flow south to the Pacific. Given the semi-arid nature of the climate, this abundance of
waterways made the region a natural location for crop cultivation of all kinds. In the city of Whittier, for
example, barley, beans, cabbage, corn, oats, peanuts, tomatoes, and citrus were common food crops.
In the city of Commerce, vegetables, fruit, dairy cattle farming were prevalent. In the city of Pico Rivera,
farms of citrus, avocado and walnut trees were sited between the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel River
(City of Pico Rivera 2021). In the city of Santa Fe Springs, alfalfa, hay, oat, and citrus farms were
predominant. Rosemead, on the other hand, supported both chicken and rabbit ranches as well as the
cultivation of the grain and feed products. Montebello farmers gained fame for their flowers in
addition to the production of nuts and berries. As early as 1913, the town hosted an annual flower
show to showcase its blooms. Farms ranged from simple one-farmer truck operations to larger, more
sophisticated enterprises. Residential and ancillary uses, such as schools, were also present in the
area during the years that pre-dated World War Il and the post-war explosion of area industry and tract
housing. Two properties in the DSA are tied to this context: the 1940 South Montebello Irrigation
District building and the 1938 Kelly residence (City of Whittier n.d.; City of Rosemead n.d.; Los Angeles
Times 1903 and 1913).

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 38



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

oy W
xf Fan¥ Lo
u.‘? 0. EA
, -
0 = Jl,_r
0 1 CLU S0. DA
: L. 8T
.r:.;--
P -
5 4 i Fs
T L Y
m;’ "-'a-.-’,‘ .h:ﬂéj z
RN i Gatiried €
: N -
o - A i =
¥ Qe T i
o 1.
2 o ; 2
e, i
T "rir:! b 4 ‘\'| '1"
e i
e R NG %
Ok ")‘\ 7] 2 8- B
..#" T f-'.:""-'_, k-
a8 01 )iy
! gL 3 R
. 11 J288
BEL z
: LA ]
H
e e
d H IE » = M
] TEP "Q’l'-llli 'jill : -
~ 3 4 EEr a e A
D e e LI 7

Figure 6.1. Map excerpt from Automobile Club of Southern California Map
from 1930 Depicting Belvedere Gardens (USC 1930)

6.1.3.3 Industrial Development

Industrial development within the DSA was heavily influenced by the railroads, the discovery of oil, and
the rise of the industrial park at the turn of the 2oth century. Industrial development in Los Angeles
began in the late 19th century when the flat lands adjacent to the Los Angeles River near downtown
became the initial location of a vast East Los Angeles industrial district that would eventually extend
southward through Vernon and then continue eastward through what would become Commerce.
Making this industrial development possible was the extensive network of Union Pacific, Southern
Pacific, and AT&SF main lines and spur tracks that served the region, allowing for convenient delivery
of raw materials and transportation of finished goods.

In 1908, city officials enacted a major zoning ordinance, creating seven industrial districts along the
railroad lines as well as east and south of the Los Angeles River (Nicolaides 1999). In 1917, oil was
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discovered in Montebello Hills and rapidly transformed the agricultural economy into an industrial
one. Motivated by those factors, as well as the availability of enormous tracts of unimproved land
adjacent to the Los Angeles River, a group of Chicago-based investors announced the formation of the
Union Stock Yards of Los Angeles and an adjacent Central Manufacturing District in 1922 (Los Angeles
Times 1960). That same year, the Janss Investment Company sold 200 acres adjacent to its Belvedere
Gardens subdivision to the UPRR, intending to create “an industrial city” that would significantly
bolster the population of Los Angeles (Los Angeles Times 1922). Development of the Union Pacific
Industrial District contributed to a pattern of “industrial decentralization in Los Angeles” that planning
historian Greg Hise sees as the “roots of the post—World War Il urban region.” After the war,
“industrial expansion spurred regional employment,” combined with a pattern of homebuilding that
came to define Los Angeles as the home of suburban sprawl (Hise 1993).

The original Central Manufacturing District, located in Chicago, was pivotal in American industry. In
1896, financier Frederick H. Prince developed a new concept for planned industrial districts consisting
of a cluster of manufacturing and commercial buildings for a variety of businesses centered around
critical transportation infrastructure, which would revolutionize industry. Prince acquired the Chicago
Junction Railway, the Chicago Union Stockyards, and the adjacent land holdings. To capitalize on the
potential to generate traffic on the railroad, Prince developed the Central Manufacturing District, the
first modern industrial park in the United States, on 285 acres near the Union Stockyards beginning in
1902. The district included a freight station, which helped to lower the collective shipping costs for
businesses within the district, and connections to the main railroad lines. The district had a power and
steam plant that powered the buildings and factory equipment. The streets in the district were
privately owned, so that Prince’s company had total control over operations. Prince set high
architectural standards for the district and planted gardens and trees along the parkways (Ibata 1985).
Due to the success of the first Central Manufacturing District, Prince opened a second district on an
adjacent tract in Chicago in 1915. The second district had buildings that faced a railyard at the rear with
austere, common industrial designs. However, the building fronts faced a residential neighborhood,
so Prince ensured that the fagades of the buildings complimented the character of the neighborhood
by employing Gothic Revival-style architectural features. Soon after, competitors began to adopt the
industrial park model developed by Central Manufacturing District, Inc. (Ibata 198s).

Central Manufacturing District, Inc. expanded to Los Angeles in 1922-1923. The new industrial park
was developed on a 300-acre tract of the old Rancho San Antonio, one of the original Spanish land
grants, along the Los Angeles River. Like the second Chicago district, Central Manufacturing District of
Los Angeles was centered on a railyard with multiple spurs leading to factories, warehouses, and
packing houses built on a grid of streets. The district was adjacent to the Los Angeles Union
Stockyards and the Los Angeles Junction Railway, which the company built, and the main lines of the
Union Pacific Railroad and the Santa Fe Railroad. The company claimed to offer “service coupled with
efficiency, scientific co-operation on a large scale-and strategic location... a location for its plants
where all railroads meet...” (Chicago Commerce 1923). Prince’s influence on the aesthetic of the
district was evident, as well. At the center of the Central Manufacturing District was a monumental
Spanish Colonial Revival-style Freight Terminal and Manufacturers’ Building on Loma Vista Avenue in
the city of Vernon (this building was not in the Project’s APE, ADI, or the DSA and has since been
demolished). Other plants and warehouses displayed popular architectural styles of the period.

In 1928, the Santa Fe Railroad purchased the Central Manufacturing District for further development
and added new areas in 1930, 1932, and between 1947 and 1952 to provide for new and expanding
industries and services. Companies located in the district include food, automobile, furniture,
household items, machinery, paints, paper, plastics, steel, trucks, wood, cosmetics, processing, and
service companies of all types. Over the years the district has grown, and today, the district spans
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approximately 5,000 acres and is partially located within the cities of Commerce, Bell, and Vernon,
eastward from Soto Street to Garfield Avenue; the southern edge is bordered partly by Fruitland
Avenue and Randolph Street; on the northern edge are Washington Boulevard and the Santa Ana
Freeway route, partially extending north beyond the freeway line (Figure 6.2) (Los Angeles Public
Library 2020). Architecturally, the early twentieth century industrial tracts of East Los Angeles
contained a wide variety of industrial building types, including warehouses, manufacturing facilities,
and combination office/factories with designs ranging from the utilitarian (concrete, brick, or
corrugated metal) to the popular architectural styles of the day (Spanish Colonial Revival, Streamline
Moderne, Moderne, vernacular Modern, and Modern).

While the Central Manufacturing District of Los Angeles continued to grow, industrial parks
multiplied. The model for industrial parks established by the Central Manufacturing District, Inc. was
followed across America, until railroad shipping declined in favor of automotive trucking in the post-
World War Il era (Preservation Chicago 2020). By the late 1940s, advances in mechanical refrigeration
technology for trucks made it easier and more versatile for overland freight to use trucks rather than
rail transport. Furthermore, the implementation of the Interstate Highway Act of 1956, spurred a
trucking industry boom. The Interstate system changed the connectivity of highways in the US and the
way in which they were financed (United States Department of Transportation [USDOT] 2006). The
Interstate system expanded more than 40,000 miles highways and significantly expanded the reach of
the trucking industry (USDOT 2006). By the late 1950s, industrial complexes were already phasing out
direct warehouse-to-railcar loading as a design plan aspect; and planned industrial districts of the
1960s and 1970s prioritized truck access, grander scale, uniformity, and proximity to highways.

Vail Field Industrial Addition was a planned industrial development, in addition to the regional Central
Manufacturing District of Los Angeles, that roughly spanned from the city of Vernon in the west to the
city of Commerce in the east (see Figure 6.2). (Note that the city of Vernon is outside of the Project
APE, ADI, and the DSA.) The Vail Field Industrial Addition is located in the easternmost portion of the
Central Manufacturing District and was primarily developed between 1951 and 1960, with some later
infill construction and redevelopments from 1960 to 2015. As part of the larger, regional Central
Manufacturing District, the setting of the Vail Field Industrial Addition is suburban industrial. Many of
the buildings within the Vail Field Industrial Addition were designed with the intent to create a
“industrial garden setting” with the incorporation of landscaped lawns, trees, shrubs, planters, and
tropical plants (Los Angeles Times 1953b). The majority of the buildings within this area are Modern-
style concrete tilt-up construction with stone veneer accents and steel roof construction. The facilities
are characterized by the dual access to the former internal railway network behind the buildings and
streets at the front. The development of the Vail Field Industrial Addition represented the transition in
dominance from railroad-based access to highway-based access for modern industrial needs by
providing both railroad and trucking lanes.

The city of Montebello also experienced a surge of industrial development. The Montebello Park
development (which intersects the DSA and the Project APE but does not include any historical
resources within the Project APE) is representative of the community’s post-World War Il surge of
industrial development. The Montebello Park development is an example of one of the largest and
most intricately designed and planned industrial community efforts from the period (Hise 1993; and
Hise 1997). Originally envisioned in 1925 and promoted by the |. B. Ransom Company, construction
stalled because of economic instability during the Great Depression; the subdivision was not fully built
out until after 1950 (Los Angeles Times 1925).
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6.1.3.4 Residential Development

After the issues surrounding the Arcadia Bandini estate were finally settled in 1921, the Janss
Investment Company began the subdivision of what would be known as Belvedere Gardens, which is
within the DSA (today unincorporated East Los Angeles) (Los Angeles Times 1921b). In Belvedere,
Janss’ real estate strategies targeted laborers of Mexican origin who, until that time, had resided in and
around the pueblo or in Boyle Heights. The Janss Investment Company offered various home
ownership opportunities, either through the purchase of inexpensive, company-built dwellings or
through the purchase of an empty lot, upon which the owner could live and then build a home over
time. According to historian Becky Nicolaides, “In Belvedere, the home ownership rate was

44.8 percent among the Mexican-origin population, significantly higher than the Los Angeles average
of 18.6 percent for the same population group” (Nicolaides 1999). Another factor facilitating home
ownership for those of Mexican origin was the Pacific Electric Railway line, with stops at Janss
subdivisions that opened up the east side to Mexican workers, many of whom had actually built the
streetcar lines that they used (Romo 1983).

Industrial and real estate interests worked in concert to provide housing for industrial workers. In
addition to the industrial developments, suburban residential expansion in the DSA followed a rapid
pace following World War I1. Subdivisions were constructed until the mid-1950s when the area was all
but completely built out. Minimal Traditional-style tract houses are characterized throughout the cities
of Commerce, Montebello, Whittier, Pico Rivera, and Santa Fe Springs.

The area’s development history prior to World War Il indicates that not one specific developer was
responsible for residential subdivision. Instead, numerous owners and builders purchased individual
lots then improved them either for their own use or as speculative investments. After World War I,
new practices from large and well-financed developers, known as community builders, led to
permanent shifts in the real estate landscape. By adapting mass production techniques for home
building, community builders oversaw all aspects of a new residential project, from subdividing and
street improvements (including utilities) to constructing the houses, complete with lawns, garages,
and driveways. The developers also handled marketing, arranged financing, and sold the houses, often
from furnished on-site models (Hise 1997).

After World War I, population growth, the robust postwar industrial economy, and suburban
expansion brought about significant changes to the built environment in the DSA.

6.1.3.5 Commercial Development

Following World War II, millions of Americans began to take to the road in new automobiles, move to
the suburbs, eat out at their favorite coffee shops, and watch movies at drive-ins. Manufacturers,
however, had spent the preceding four years on the war effort and had not been able to redesign their
commercial products in any noticeable way, leaving the commercial landscape open to innovation.
Historian Chester Liebs notes that everything from automobiles to roadside buildings was dominated
by prewar motifs (Liebs 1995). Therefore, architects and business owners used various techniques to
attract the attention of passing motorists and distinguish themselves from their predecessors. The
first was the Modern trend of exaggerating the building’s functional components, such as Eduardo
Catalano’s “hyperbolic parabola” roof in 1955, V-shaped columns, large expanses of floating glass, and
undulating canopies of concrete (Liebs 1995). In Los Angeles, these design features are best
exemplified by architectural designs for coffee shops, bowling alleys, supermarkets, and other
commercial buildings, such as Ship’s Westwood (1958, demolished 1984) and the Bob’s Big Boy chain
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of restaurants, which used large fiberglass statues of Big Boy out front in addition to magnificent neon
signs to attract customers to its modern buildings (Hess 1985). The term “Googie” is used by
architectural historians to denote this commercial roadside architectural design style, which is marked
by upswept rooflines; a rich use of color and texture; and dramatic nighttime signage displays that are
fully integrated with the architectural design.

The second trend was nostalgic architecture that recalled the prewar years with quaint storybook
cottages, wigwams, teepees, and the like, along with newer “themed styles” representing the Orient,
the South Seas, the Old World, and South of the Border. Some formal examples are termed
“Polynesian Pop” or “Tiki” (Phoenix 2001). Trader Vic's, established in 1936 in Oakland, California, is
an early example. Fantasy and technology-related motifs were also used, reflecting the public’s
fascination with 1950s and 1960s advances in technology and space exploration. One such space-age
example is the Theme Building (1961) located at LAX that offers views of the runways.

The Western style was another popular example of the themed building, evoking nostalgia for the
“good old days” before the world wars and the era of technological innovation. Pop culture historian
Charles Phoenix writes that western theme parks, wigwam-shaped motel rooms, log cabin restaurants,
and chuck wagon buffets offered an alternative to the space-age look of the day. The western-themed
motels, cafes, barbeque joints, and restaurants took the suburban ranch style to the extreme. Many
had wood-paneled interiors and “authentic” décor, including old wagon wheels, hurricane lamps, and
stuffed wild animals (Phoenix 2001). An early example of the constructed western environment is
Knott’s Berry Farm’s School House Road and Ghost Town located in Buena Park. Constructed during
the 1940s and 1950s, the town had a schoolhouse, blacksmith shop, Chinese laundry, and costume-
wearing staff. By the late 1960s and early 1970s, this brand of nostalgia was combined with out-and-
out disenchantment with new technologies and urban renewal. The “rustic” vocabulary of brick walls
or unpainted board-and-batten siding, smaller signs with less neon and more acrylic or wood, and low-
maintenance landscaping was applied to many commercial establishments to telegraph an image of
environmental awareness (Liebs 1995).

The Steak Corral, located at 11605 Washington Boulevard in West Whittier-Los Nietos, which is within
the DSA, is the last of a small chain of western-themed restaurants. The chain capitalized on the
popularity of western motifs, with decorations both inside and out. The Steak Corral exhibits many of
the requisite features found in a western-themed restaurant, including unpainted board-and-batten
siding, decorative shutters, and other paraphernalia, including wagon wheels and horseshoes and a
full-size fiberglass cowboy near the main entrance.

6.1.3.6 Community Histories

6.1.3.6.1 East Los Angeles

East Los Angeles is in unincorporated Los Angeles County, approximately four miles east of downtown
Los Angeles. It is bounded by Los Angeles to the north and west, Montebello to the east and
Commerce to the south (Brandman 1988). East Los Angeles lies within the historic boundaries of
Rancho La Laguna, part of the vast land holdings belonging to prominent Californios Don Abel
Stearns and his wife, Dona Arcadia Bandini. Stearns acquired the first parcels of land in 1857, and until
his death in 1871, Stearns and his wife hosted social and political functions at the rancho, which was
several miles east of the city center (Los Angeles Times 1921a). Following Arcadia Bandini’s death in
1912, both subdivision of the rancho and the eastward development of Los Angeles were delayed
because of a lengthy legal proceeding over her estate and land claims by various descendants (Clary
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1966). By 1921, however, the last remaining cattle on the rancho had been removed to make way for
“one of the city’s newest suburbs,” as it was promoted by the Janss Investment Company, which had
subdivided nearby Belvedere Heights (now Boyle Heights) and Ramona Acres (now Monterey Park).
With Janss offering lots for as little as $625, “low-end housing prices were significantly cheaper in Los
Angeles than in most industrial cities,” according to historian Mike Davis (Davis 2001). As was
consistent with subdivision practices of the era, Janss made substantial site improvements, even
establishing the Belvedere Water Company. In 1937, Belvedere Gardens community leaders officially
changed the district’s name to East Los Angeles (Los Angeles Times 1937). Historically the cultural
center of the Mexican-American community in Los Angeles, East Los Angeles had an estimated
population of 126,496 as of 2019, with a median income of $46,082 (US Census 2019).

6.1.3.6.2 Montebello

The city of Montebello, seven miles east of downtown Los Angeles, lies within the historic boundaries
of Rancho San Antonio, La Merced, and Paso de Bartolo. In 1887, pioneer Jewish merchants Harris
Newmark and Kaspar Kohn purchased 5,000 acres and platted the town of Newmark, later renamed
Montebello. After the three Simons brothers purchased a 100-acre tract adjacent to the Atchison,
Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad tracks in 1905, constructed a brick factory, and imported Mexican laborers
who lived in company barracks next to the pit, Montebello became the location of the largest brick
factory in the west. Oil was discovered in 1917, rapidly transforming the agricultural economy into an
industrial one; the city of Montebello was incorporated in 1920. In the 1950s and 1960s, 800 acres of
land formerly owned by Chevron USA was subdivided and developed for tract homes. During that
same period, Montebello transitioned from a predominantly Anglo community to a multi-ethnic “U.N.
of the Southeast,” as described by the Los Angeles Times. The newspaper reported that the multi-
cultural middle-class population of Montebello included Armenians, who, in 1968, constructed a
monument near the Montebello Hills Golf Course commemorating the Armenian genocide; Chinese;
Croats; Filipinos; Iranians; Japanese; Jews; Koreans; Mexicans; Thais; and Vietnamese (Takahashi
1979). The city of Montebello has become a manufacturing commercial hub and has a population of
62,943 as of 2020, with a median income of $80,797 (City of Montebello 2021).

6.1.3.6.3 Commerce

Although Commerce was not incorporated until 1960, industrial development had been present in the
area since the early 1900s. The Simons Brick Company opened the first major industrial plant in the
area in 1905. At its peak in the 1920s, the plant employed more than 3,000 people (including women
and children). The plant’s manufactured bricks were used to build numerous landmark buildings in
Los Angeles, including city hall (built 1926) and the University of California at Los Angeles’s Royce Hall
(built 1929). Other notable companies who built plants in the area that would later become the city of
Commerce include the Samson Tire and Rubber Company and automakers Chrysler and Ford. The
Samson Tire and Rubber Company came to the area in 1929 with a striking 240,000-squarefoot
Assyrian-style plant that employed 2,500. Automaker Chrysler opened a plant in the area in 1932, and
Ford built a parts depot facility in 1951 (English and GuneWardena 1997).

Vail Field was an airfield established during the 1920s and featured unpaved, earthen, runways and
several storage hangars. The site served one of the first airmail contractors, Western Air Express, and
some commercial flights (Water and Power Associates [WPA] 2020). The site was also among one of
the airfields Charles Lindbergh and Spirit of Saint Louis visited in 1927. In 1951, the former Vail Field
airfield was redeveloped as the Vail Field Industrial Addition.
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Following World War 11, expansion and industrial development in the city of Commerce increased. Vail
Field was among one of the last large, open, and undeveloped areas within Commerce’s burgeoning
industrial area (Figure 6.3). The property’s large tracts of open land became attractive as real estate
investments and ultimately closed by 1950 (WPA 2020). Washington Boulevard and Garfield Avenue
were extended through the south and eastern ends of the former airfield and the runways and hangars
were demolished and replaced with railroad alignments and roadways.

5 [ == = ?"_-..‘- .

Figure 6.3. Vail Air Field, Commerce, 1926 (WPA 2020)

In the late 1950s, Warren Bedell, an employee of the nearby Firestone plant, conceived of the idea to
incorporate the neighborhoods of Rosewood Park and Bandini into what is now the city of Commerce.
With corporate sponsorship and homeowner support, Commerce was officially incorporated on
January 28, 1960. During the 1960s, the city added civic amenities such as a library, an “aquatorium,”
and a new city hall. Commerce had more than 100 of the nation’s 500 largest corporations operating
within its city limits by May of 1976 (English and GuneWardena 1997). Although some of the older
industries began to leave in the 1970s, the city added a number of distribution centers and
warehousing facilities (English and GuneWardena 1997). Commerce underwent major redevelopment
in the decades following the 1970s. These projects included new residential developments and a
business park. When the Commerce Casino opened in 1990, it quickly became the city’s second-
largest employer. That same year, the landmark Samson plant reopened as a specialty retail center,
with office space and a 200-room hotel.

6.1.3.6.4 Pico Rivera
The communities of Pico and Rivera were established in the 1870s as the AT&SF and Union Pacific

completed their rail lines through the area. Located on fertile land between Rio Hondo and the San
Gabriel River, the area became known for its citrus, avocado, and walnut groves.
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Pico and Rivera remained small agricultural towns until after World War Il when the demand for
housing attracted developers to the peaceful, undeveloped area. In the 1950s, large parcels of land
were developed with tract homes, and schools, churches, and commercial enterprises were
established to meet the needs of the new residents. The growing subdivisions drew the older
communities of Pico and Rivera closer together. By the mid-1950s, leaders from both communities
began to voice strong support for incorporation, which voters approved in 1958.

The name Pico Rivera was chosen for the newly incorporated community. For many years, Ford Motor
Company operated an auto assembly plant in Pico Rivera. The plant was later used by Northrop
Corporation for its aircraft group (New York Times 1982). The city’s estimated population is 62,027, as
of 2019, with a median income of $67,636 (US Census 2019).

6.1.3.6.5 Santa Fe Springs

An early settler to the area now known as Santa Fe Springs was ). E. Fulton, who purchased several
parcels of land from the recently formed Santa Gertrudes Land Company. “Dr.” Fulton discovered
sulphur waters on his land in 1874 while digging a well. By 1878, he had constructed a two-story hotel
so that tourists could experience the mineral waters. The resort, which treated 400 patients annually,
was reached via the California Central Railroad (which later became the AT&SF) and the Los Angeles
and Anaheim Railroad (which later became the Southern Pacific Railroad). To promote the hotel,
Fulton sold a portion of his land to a Mr. Hawkins, who built a high-end residence with citrus groves, a
pattern later repeated by other settlers (Santa Fe Springs Historical Committee 1979). In 1886, AT&SF
purchased land from Fulton and promoted the town of Santa Fe Springs. The railroad renovated the
hotel and cottages and, until the late 1800s, encouraged settlers to make it their home. However, it
was not until the oil boom that the town began to grow appreciably.

Alphonso Bell drilled the first big well in 1921, which produced 2,600 barrels per day. The oil discovery
caused people to flock to town seeking work. By 1923, the local field was producing 323,000 barrels a
day, and by 1929, new oil discoveries made the town the largest producer of oil in the state. During the
boom, vineyards and orchards were bulldozed for oil production. After oil extraction ceased, the land
returned to agricultural use (Santa Fe Springs Historical Committee 1979).

The town experienced a post-war population explosion in 1949 when land was developed for low-cost
tract subdivisions. By 1952, a homeowner’s association, coordinating council, and junior chamber of
commerce were formed. Problems with traffic, school facilities, and zoning led to incorporation on
May 15, 1957, with Santa Fe Springs becoming the 53rd city within Los Angeles County. Growth within
the city increased with construction of I-5 and I-605, making Santa Fe Springs an ideal location for
industrial uses such as manufacturing and warehousing as well as trucking and shipping operations
(Santa Fe Springs Historical Committee 1979).

6.1.3.6.6 Whittier

Whittier, located about 12 miles southeast of the city of Los Angeles, traces its history to Manuel
Nieto. As a retired captain who had served in the Portola Expedition, Nieto was granted 300,000 plus
acres of land by the King of Spain in 1874. Nieto’s grant encompassed the land between the Santa Ana
and San Gabriel rivers and extended from the hills above Whittier all the way to the ocean. Early Euro-
American settlers who came to what would become the city of Whittier included Jacob Gerkens, who
purchased 160 acres from the United States government under the Homestead Act in 1868. In 1887,
when the entire Los Angeles region was experiencing an unprecedented real estate boom, a group of
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Quaker pioneers formed the Pickering Land and Water Development Company. The Pickering
Company amassed 1,259 acres, which it made available for sale as individual parcels. The development
attracted fellow Friends as well as non-Quakers from across the country. The company also set aside a
20-acre parcel of land for the development of Whittier College, which began awarding bachelor’s
degrees in 1907.

The community flourished after the Southern Pacific Railroad built its first line to Whittier in 1887. The
city’s first commercial enterprise, a fruit cannery, was followed by a lumber mill, then a grist mill. In
1901, the Whittier Citrus Association was formed, and Quaker-brand citrus was shipped around the
world. Walnut orchards also flourished; Whittier was renowned as a walnut growing region. The city
was further connected to Los Angeles and the wider metropolitan area when the Pacific Electric
Railway opened an interurban electric line in 1903. However, by 1938, competition from the automobile
moved Pacific Electric to drop service to Whittier. After World War Il, Whittier grew rapidly. Orange
groves were plowed under for new subdivisions, a trend that was driven by housing shortages in
Southern California. In 1955, a new civic center complex was completed; city council met in its new
chambers for the first time on March 8 of that year. The city continued to grow as it annexed portions
of Whittier Boulevard and East Whittier. The city’s estimated population is 85,098, as of 2019, with a
median income of $77,270 (US Census 2019).

6.2 Historical Resources in the APE

The cultural resources study identified 49 historic and architectural resources, one CHL site, and one
potential historic district, for a total of 51 historical resources (Table 6-1). Resources are identified by
reference numbers on the APE map (see Attachment A). No unique archaeological resources were
identified in the APE.

Table 6-1. Historical Resources in the APE

1 19-176524 | 5176 Whittier Boulevard 1927 Golden Gate Theater 1S;1CS
2 Not Vail Field Industrial 1951-1960 | Planned industrial park — 3S; 3CS
assigned | Addition - Commerce potential historic district
3 Not 2343 Saybrook Avenue* 1956 Alpha Metals Inc., Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned style industrial building
4 Not 2401 Saybrook Avenue* 1955 Taylor Forge & Pipe Works, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
5 Not 2424 Saybrook Avenue* 1955 Premium Autoware 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
6 Not 2425 Saybrook Avenue* 1955 Art Steel Company, Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned style industrial building
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7 Not 2444 Saybrook Avenue* 1954 Colorado Fuel & Iron 3D; 3CD
assigned Corporation, Modern-style
industrial building
8 Not 6409 Gayhart Street* 1957 Merck, Sharp & Dohme 3D; 3CD
assigned pharmaceuticals, Modern-
style industrial building
9 Not 6414 Gayhart Street* 1956 Diamond Match Company, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
10 Not 6433 Gayhart Street* 1959 Morgan & Sampson Inc., 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
11 Not 6466 Gayhart Street* 1953 Marwais Steel Company, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
12 Not 6505 Gayhart Street* 1956 Sylvania Electric Products, 3D; 3CD
assigned Inc., Modern-style industrial
building
13 Not 6541 East Washington 1954 Ingram Paper Company, 3D; 3CD
assigned | Boulevard* Modern-style industrial
building
14 Not 6565 East Washington 1954 Admiral Distributors, Inc., 3D; 3CD
assigned | Boulevard* Modern-style industrial
building
15 Not 6625 East Washington 1953 Hoffman Hardware 3D; 3CD
assigned | Boulevard* Company, Modern-style
industrial building
16 Not 2200 Saybrook Avenue* 1956 Sues, Young & Brown Inc., 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
17 Not 6400 Corvette Street* 1956 National Electric Products 3D; 3CD
assigned Corp., Modern-style
industrial building
18 Not 6415-6435 Corvette 1955 Eddie Kane Steel, Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned | Street* style industrial building
19 Not 6436 Corvette Street* 1956 E. A. Wilcox Company, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
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20 Not 6440 Corvette Street* 1955 Glenmart Company, Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned style industrial building
21 Not 6460 Corvette Street™ 1957 Jim Western Manufacturing 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
22 Not 6465 Corvette Street™ 1954 Titanium Metals Corporation 3D; 3CD
assigned of America, Modern-style
industrial building
23 Not 6474 Corvette Street* 1956 Hild Floor Machine 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
24 Not 6480 Corvette Street* 1956 Bralco Metals, Modern-style 3D; 3CD
assigned industrial bwldlng
25 Not 6489 Corvette Street* 1954 Bralco Metals Inc., Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned style industrial building
26 Not 6400 Fleet Street* 1954 Myrurgia Perfumes Inc., 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
27 Not 6415 Fleet Street* 1954 Metal Prits Inc., Modern-style 3D; 3CD
assigned industrial bwldlng
28 Not 6440 Fleet Street* 1954 | W. P. Wooldridge Company, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
29 Not 6444 Fleet Street* 1954 Harbison-Walker Refractories 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
30 Not 6445 Fleet Street* 1955 Durand Door Supply 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
31 Not 6459 Fleet Street* 1954 Insul-Therm Inc., Modern- 3D; 3CD
assigned style industrial building
32 Not 6466 Fleet Street* 1954 Triangle Conduit & Cable 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
33 Not 6490 Fleet Street* 1954 Triangle Conduit & Cable 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
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34 Not 2211 Davie Avenue* 1956 Kelvinator Appliances, 3D; 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
35 Not 2041 Davie Avenue* 1956 Lubrication Systems 3D; 3CD
assigned Chainveyor Corporation,
Modern-style industrial
building
36 Not 2040 Davie Avenue* 1955 Tiffany Stand and Furniture 3D; 3CD
assigned warehouse, Modern-style
industrial building
37 Not 2054 Davie Avenue* 1954 Ward Cut-Rate Drug 3D; 3CD
assigned Company, Modern-style
industrial building
38 Not 2110 Davie Avenue* 1954 AMVAC Chemical 3D; 3CD
assigned Corporation, Modern-style
industrial building
39 Not 2140 Davie Avenue* 1956 Starbright Stainless Steel, 3CD
assigned Ryder-Elliot, Inc., Modern-
style industrial building
40 Not 2210 Davie Avenue* 1955 Tiffany Stand and Furniture, 3CD
assigned Modern-style industrial
building
41 19-190999 | 2187 Garfield Avenue* 1955 Pacific Metals Company 3B; 3CB
1952
42 19-191000 | 2353 Garfield Avenue* 1952 Goodyear Tire and Rubber 3B; 3CB
Company Warehouse
43 19-191003 | 900 South Greenwood 1947 Greenwood Elementary 3S; 3CS
Avenue School
44 19-191005 | 864 Washington 1940 South Montebello Irrigation 3S; 3CS
Boulevard District Building
45 19-191004 | 860 Washington 1937 William and Florence Kelly 3S; 3CS
Boulevard House
46 19-191009 | NE corner of Bluff Road - Site of the Battle of San 1CL
and Washington Gabriel
Boulevard
47 19-191099 | 9023 Washington 1951 Dal Rae Restaurant 3S; 3CS
Boulevard
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48 19-191105 | 9122 Washington 1886 Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 3CS
Boulevard Railway Depot

49 19-191098 | 6751 Lindsey Avenue 1954 Cliff May-designed Ranch 3S; 3CS

House

50 19-191102 | 11605 Washington 1965 Steak Corral Restaurant 3S; 3CS
Boulevard

51 19-191100 | 12000 Washington 1951 Rheem Laboratory 3S; 3CS
Boulevard

Key:

* = Contributor to the Vail Field Industrial Addition

1S = Individual property listed in the NRHP

1CS = Individual property listed in the CRHR

1CL = Automatically listed in the CRHR (California Historical Landmark)

3B = Appears eligible for NR both individually and as a contributor to a NR eligible district through survey evaluation
3CB = Appears eligible for CR both individually and as a contributor to a CR eligible district through a survey evaluation
3D = Appears eligible for NR as a contributor to a NR eligible district through survey evaluation

3CD = Appears eligible for CR as a contributor to a CR eligible district through a survey evaluation

3S = Appears eligible for NR as an individual property through survey evaluation

3CS = Appears eligible for CR as an individual property through survey evaluation

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a potential historic district identified by the survey that contains at
least 40 contributing resources; two of these 40 contributing resources are also individually eligible for
listing in the NRHP and CRHR. Nine of the 50 significant cultural resources are individually eligible
historical resources are industrial properties, commercial properties, a railroad property, and a single-
family residence. One of the 51 historical resources is the Site of the Battle of San Gabriel, which is a
CHL and is automatically listed in the CRHR. For detailed information on the evaluation of these
resources, see Attachment D. The historical resources, including the potential historic district and 12
individually eligible historical resources, are described in the following sections.

6.2.1 Golden Gate Theater, 5176 Whittier
Boulevard (Reference No. 1)

The Golden Gate Theater (also known as the Vega Building) (P-19-176524) was constructed in 1927
(see Figure 6.4). The building complex originally included large two- and three-story buildings,
comprised of offices, shops, apartments, and a theater designed by the Balch Brothers architectural
firm. The property was listed in the NRHP in 1982 (National Register Information System 82002192)
under NRHP Criterion A for its social interrelationship with the surrounding community and under
NRHP Criterion C as an excellent example of Art Deco and Spanish Churrigueresque styles. However,
the Vega Building was damaged by the 1987 Whittier earthquake and was demolished in 1991, leaving
only the detached Spanish Churrigueresque-style Golden Gate Theater building. Between 2007 and
2012, the Golden Gate Theater building underwent a restoration project and now functions as a retail
location for CVS Pharmacy. The building is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 52



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

Figure 6.4. Golden Gate Theater constructed 1927
(5176 Whittier Boulevard) View Southwest
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6.2.2 Vail Field Industrial Addition, Commerce
(Reference No. 2)

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a planned industrial park in Commerce that is roughly bounded by
the Union Pacific Railroad to the north, Yates Avenue to the east, Telegraph Road to the south, and a
transmission line ROW to the west (see Figure 6.5). It is a cohesive, intact, geographical district that is
distinctive for its Mid-Century Modern industrial facilities, intentional landscape elements, and truck
and rail access plan. The industrial park was built around a post-World War Il shipping system that
was designed for the transfer of manufactured goods via localized railways. The Vail Field Industrial
Addition was primarily developed between 1951 and 1960, with some, minor, later infill construction
and redevelopments from 1960 to the present. These include seven buildings constructed between
1970 and 1990 (6350 East Washington Boulevard [1977]; 6550 East Washington Boulevard [1979]; 2161
Saybrook Avenue [1981]; 2151 Saybrook Avenue [1983]; 2267 Saybrook Avenue [1990]; 6460 Gayhart
Street [1995]; 6605 East Washington Boulevard [1991]), and three buildings constructed between 2009
and 2015 (6340 East Washington Boulevard [2009]; 6333 Telegraph Road [2009]; 6320 East
Washington Boulevard [2015]) (Figure 6.6). Part of the larger, regional Central Manufacturing District
that roughly spans from Vernon in the west to Commerce in the east, the setting of the Vail Field
Industrial Addition is suburban industrial. Visually, the Vail Field Industrial Addition is characterized
as an industrial park with large, sprawling buildings featuring diverse modernistic architectural
influences, including International Style, Futurist, and Contemporary elements on eclectic fagades, as
well as deliberate landscape features to accentuate the unconventional industrial aesthetic with
garden-like features. Washington Boulevard is the main thoroughfare that bisects the district, with
Telegraph Road and Malt Avenue/ Garfield Avenue providing major freight access to the south and
east.
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As a result of the survey, the Vail Field Industrial Addition was identified as a potential historic district
with at least 40 contributors (see Table 6-1), 20 noncontributors, and 41 potential contributors that
were identified via desktop survey but require further investigation and evaluation. The Vail Field
Industrial Addition potential historic district boundary is bounded by the Union Pacific Railroad ROW
to the north; Garfield Avenue and South Malt Avenue to the east; Telegraph Road to the south; and the
transmission line ROW to the west (see Figure 6.5). The boundary was determined based on the
historical pattern of development associated with the Vail Field Industrial Addition. Historically, Vail
Field was bounded by Yates Avenue to the east. Due to non-period infill construction, geographical
separation, and lack of rail and truck access, the potential historic district boundary was determined to
only include properties west of Garfield Avenue.

The Vail Field Industrial Addition potential historic district exclusively includes industrial properties
that generally contain one- to two-story buildings with concrete walls and flat roofs and extensive
square footage. The Vail Field Industrial Addition potential historic district features a level topography
with parcel lots organized around a grid pattern of roads with parallel railways that curve and loop at
the periphery of the district. The facilities are characterized by the dual access of the former railways
behind the buildings and streets at the front. The district’s hardscape features include paved roads,
surface parking lots, and railroad alignments. The district’s setting, plan, and landscape have
undergone minor changes since it was originally constructed. Landscape elements evidenced within
the district include landscaped lawns, trees, shrubs, planters, tropical plants, ornamental topiaries,
climbing vines, rose bushes, and ornamental rocks. Despite some alterations, many landscape
elements have been maintained and are intact.

Contributing resources—through their physical design and association—illustrate the functional and
aesthetic design concepts associated with industrial complexes of the 1950s. Many buildings within
the Vail Field Industrial Addition were designed with the intent to create a “industrial garden setting”
with the incorporation of landscaped lawns, trees, shrubs, planters, and tropical plants (Los Angeles
Times 1953a). The majority of the buildings within the district are Modern-style concrete tilt-up
construction with stone veneer accents and steel roof construction. The buildings within the Vail Field
Industrial Addition demonstrate a unique variation of styles, scale, materials, and form features that
are not typically evidenced in other industrial areas where design repetition is more common. The
district also includes the rail network and roadway alignments that were integral aspects the
development, function, and use of these properties. Figure 6.7 through Figure 6.13 show sample
buildings and features as well as examples of the landscape elements, such as lawns, planters and
shrubs and topiaries, within the Vail Field Industrial Addition.

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP/CRHR as a historic
district and is significant at the local level under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 in the area of
industrial community planning and development in the growing Los Angeles metropolitan area during
the period of significance from 1951 to 1960. It is also significant under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR
Criterion 3 in the area of Mid-Century Modern industrial architecture as it represents a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction. After World War 11, the
former oilfield and airfield property was open land ripe for the postwar industrial development boom
that expanded the regional industrial development started in the 1920s. The planned development of
the Vail Field Industrial Addition beginning in 1951 was an excellent example of historical trends in
community planning, coinciding with warehouse and manufacturing development where truck access
rather than railroad access alone, and proximity to the highway system (e.g., the completion of the
Santa Ana Freeway in 1953; newly opened Washington Boulevard) were the primary development
determinants. The commercial success of the hundreds of major companies that established facilities
ultimately led to the incorporation of the City of Commerce. The district is significant in the area of
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industrial community planning and development, because it represents a mid-century industrial park
with suburban qualities and the last vestiges of railroad dominance in commercial transportation. The
district is also significant in the area of industrial architecture, because it has several excellent local
examples of industrial architecture from the 1950s that together are notable for their eclectic Mid-
Century Modern style. The period of significance is 1951 to 1960, beginning with the establishment of
the Vail Field Industrial Addition to the Central Manufacturing District and ending with its subsequent
decline by 1960 as a result of the ascendancy of suburban manufacturing locations in Orange and

Riverside Counties. It is a historical resource eligible for the CRHR as determined by Metro for the
purposes of CEQA.

Figure 6.7. Former Bralco Metals Company Building constructed 1954
(6489 Corvette Street) View Northeast
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Figure 6.8. Former Titanium Metals Corporation of America Building
constructed 1954 (6465 Corvette Street) View East

Figure 6.9. Former W. P. Wooldridge Company Building constructed 1954
(6440 Fleet Street) View Southwest
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Figure 6.10. Former Marwais Steel Company building constructed 1953
(6466 Gayhart Street) View Southwest

Figure 6.11. Former Hoffman Hardware Company Building constructed 1953
(6625 East Washington Boulevard) View North
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Figure 6.12. Former Sues, Young & Brown Inc. Building constructed 1956
(2200 Saybrook Avenue) View Southeast

Figure 6.13. Former Colorado Fuel & Iron Corporation Building constructed 1954
(2444 Saybrook Avenue) View Northeast
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6.2.3 Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield
Avenue (Reference No. 41)

Dynamic in its architectural expression, the Pacific Metals Company (also known as the Rolled Steel
Company) is a one-story, approximately 30-foot-tall reinforced concrete specialty metals
warehouse/office building in the International Style constructed in 1955 (Figure 6.14). The main
pavilion, facing Garfield Avenue (east) and Washington Boulevard (south), is defined by a series of
matching, vertically aligned concrete sunscreens, set perpendicular to the wall plane. The sunscreens
frame a series of steel-sash windows. Each of the 15 windows occurs along the upper portion of the
wall, approximately 20 feet above the ground, at the base of the fascia band that defines the top of the
building. These windows have only horizontally aligned muntins, a characteristic of local Late Moderne
and International Style buildings from the period. The rear portion of the building (approximately 75
percent of the total 114,000-square-foot floor area) consists of unadorned blank walls, occasionally
punctuated by the original truck bay openings (north wall). Although minor reversible alterations have
occurred (i.e., replacement entrance doors, security lighting of incompatible design), the building
retains a high level of design integrity.

i S e

Figure 6.14. Pacific Metals Company Building constructed 1955
(2187 Garfield Avenue) View Northwest
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The Pacific Metals Company building is individually eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1
at the local level of significance because of its association with noteworthy events in the history of
industry as well as community planning and development in Southern California during the post—
Korean War period of significance from 1953 to 1960. The building was constructed in 1955, during a
time of major expansion in the construction and metal fabrication sector and exploding demand for
specialty metal products from Southern California consumers. The large size of the facility speaks to
its role as a key warehouse for the entire Los Angeles region. The timing of construction in 1955 also
reflects the lifting of restrictions on specialty metals, which had been in place during the Korean War
(1950-1953), and the subsequent dramatic rebound in non-defense-related demand. The Pacific Metals
Company building is also individually eligible under NRHR Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 at the local
level of significance for its distinctive architectural design and qualities. The building is an excellent
example of local International Style industrial architecture from the 1950s.

The Pacific Metals Company building also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition potential
historic district. The construction of this building directly contributes to the significance at the local
level of the Vail Airfield Industrial Addition under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 as a planned
industrial park due to its manufacturing function and under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 due
to its distinctive International Style design for the period of significance from 1951 to 1960. The Pacific
Metals Company building is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

6.2.4 Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company
Warehouse, 2353 Garfield Avenue
(Reference No. 42)

The Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company Warehouse is an approximately 300,000-square-foot, one-
story reinforced concrete bow truss-roofed warehouse with an attached one-story flat-roof office ell
along the north (Washington Boulevard) elevation (Figure 6-15). Taking an architectural design
approach that combines utilitarian elements with elements drawn from the International Style, the
east elevation of the Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company warehouse (approximately 9o percent of the
building’s floor area) is defined by 20 identical truck bays with bumper guards and roll-down doors.
The ell portion of the building (approximately ten percent of the building floor area) is defined by an
approximately 25-foot-tall pylon element (adjoining the entrance) and steel pivoted-sash ribbon
windows, which are screened from above by slatted sunshades that are placed diagonally. Although
minor reversible alterations have occurred, the building retains a high level of design integrity.
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Figure 6-15. Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company Warehouse constructed 1952 and
Existing Rail Alignment Facing Washington Boulevard
(2353 Garfield Avenue) View East

The Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company warehouse is eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR
Criterion 1 at the local level of significance for its association with significant events in the history of
industry in Southern California as well as community planning and development during the post-war
period. The building is a direct result of suburban development throughout the region and exploding
demand for automobiles and automotive products from Southern California consumers. Its
significance is intimately tied to its important role as a supplier of tires for the rapidly growing
automobile industry in Southern California after World War I, which was a key trend in the
suburbanization of the region during this period.

The Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company warehouse also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial
Addition potential historic district. The construction of this building directly contributes to the
significance at the local level of the district under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 as a planned
industrial park due to its manufacturing function for the period of significance from 1951 to 1960. One
of the reasons Vail Field was chosen as the location for a new planned industrial park was that its
proximity to the new Santa Ana Freeway would provide exceptionally convenient truck access to an
important transportation route. For this reason, Goodyear specifically chose the Vail Field tract as the
location for its new truck-oriented (versus rail-oriented) warehouse. The Goodyear Tire and Rubber
Company warehouse building is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
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6.2.5 Greenwood Elementary School, 9goo South
Greenwood Avenue (Reference No. 43)

Greenwood Elementary School is eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 at the local level
in the area of education and for its significant contribution to the patterns of school building in
Southern California during the period of significance, 1947-1948 (see Figure 6.16). The school’s
innovative design reflected a new approach to school planning in the context of the exploding
population and economic growth in suburban south Los Angeles immediately after the World War I1.
Utilizing a contemporary style, Mid-Century Modern, the school design plan placed the administration
building and classroom buildings on a large lot to accommodate the future population expansion as
the area boomed with postwar manufacturing, commercial and industrial plants. The new school
design overturned traditional ideas of school architecture as a set of classrooms in relation to indoor
corridors and stairs between floors. At Greenwood Elementary, traditional corridors became outdoor
spaces attractively and heavily landscaped with trees and plantings, a landscape scheme emblematic
of Southern California outdoor living. The Greenwood Elementary School is a historical resource for
the purposes of CEQA.

Figure 6.16. Greenwood Elementary School constructed 1947
(900 South Greenwood Avenue) View East
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6.2.6 South Montebello Irrigation District
Building, 864 Washington Boulevard
(Reference No. 44)

The South Montebello Irrigation District building, located at 864 Washington Boulevard in
Montebello, is eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 at the local level of significance for
its association with the distribution of water to the rapidly growing city of Montebello and with
agriculture (Figure 6.17). Although the South Montebello Irrigation District was established in 1921,
the subject property dates to 1941 when Montebello’s agricultural uses were giving way to industrial
and residential uses. The irrigation district supplies an approximately 860-acre area with water
pumped from an on-site well, in addition to several wells located throughout the district. Although the
property consists of several buildings, only the administration building, located at the front (south
end) of the parcel, dates to the period of significance. The symmetrically composed administration
building is one-story in height and rectangular in plan. The wall cladding is red brick. The roof
incorporates simple side gables without overhanging eaves. The roof is clad in red clay tile. Multi-light
rolled-steel windows sheltered by metal awnings are arranged in a regular pattern. The South
Montebello Irrigation District building is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

" .
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Figure 6.17. South Montebello Irrigation District Building constructed 1940
(864 Washington Boulevard) View North
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6.2.7 William and Florence Kelly House, 860
Washington Boulevard (Reference No. 45)

The residence located at 860 Washington Boulevard in Montebello is eligible under NRHP Criterion
A/CRHR Criterion 1 at the local level of significance, and for the CRHR under Criterion 1, for its
association with the residential development of Montebello in the pre—World War Il era. During the
opening decades of the 20th century, the Montebello area was characterized primarily by agricultural
uses and sparse, albeit expanding, residential and industrial development. The residence is located in
the El Carmel tract, which was subdivided in 1905.Parcel sizes in the El Carmel tract averaged five
acres, suggesting that the tract’s subdividers envisioned primarily agricultural rather than suburban
residential uses. Incorporated in 1920, Montebello was famed for its commercial flower gardens. Nuts
and fruits were also among its agricultural products. Early industrial activities included oil extraction
and brick manufacturing. While these uses created a diverse economic base, the area’s distance from
the central city, coupled with its still-developing infrastructure, resulted in modest but steady
population growth. World War Il and the post-war years transformed Montebello into an industrial
powerhouse. Intense demand for housing accompanied this industrial and economic transformation.
Constructed in 1937 in the Spanish Colonial Revival style, the residence located at 860 Washington
Boulevard represents a now-rare example of pre-World War Il residential development in the El
Carmel tract area of Montebello. The residence located at 860 Washington Boulevard is a historical
resource for the purposes of CEQA.

6.2.8 Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel
(Reference No. 46)

The resource is the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel. Located at the northeast corner of Bluff Road
and Washington Boulevard, on the border of Montebello and Pico Rivera, is the approximate Site of
the Battle of Rio San Gabriel, which occurred on January 8, 1847, during the Mexican-American War.
The site was a strategic position for Mexican forces because of its high bluffs, which afforded
protection, as well as the quicksand on the river bottom, which made it difficult for American troops to
cross the river and reach the bluffs. Although the San Gabriel River changed course in 1867 after
flooding, a branch, Rio Hondo, still flows at the same location. Adjacent to the river on the east is an
open field, which is part of the setting. To mark the battle site, a structure was erected in 1944 to
shelter a plaque, which is flanked by two commemorative cannons that face the river (see Figure 6.18).
The structure sits on a concrete slab foundation at the top of the natural bluffs. Four wood columns
with scalloped wood brackets support a medium-pitched side-gable roof. The shelter has eaves with a
slight overhang, exposed rafter tails, and clay tile cladding. The side gables display open wood
construction. The shelter and cannons face east toward the battle site, overlooking Rio Hondo and
adjacent open land.

On January 8, 1847, American soldiers commanded by Commodore Robert F. Stockton, U.S. Navy
Commander in Chief, and Brigadier General Stephen W. Kearney of the U.S. Army, fought and
overcame the Californians, led by General José Maria Flores, in the Battle of Rio San Gabriel. The Site
of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel retains key character-defining features, such as the approximate
location of the battlefield, the bluffs involved in the battle, the branch of the San Gabriel River, and the
surrounding open land. In addition, few battlefield sites are located in the state of California, and in
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the United States, only a limited number represent the Mexican-American War. There are eight known
battlefield sites in California, all of which are from the Mexican-American War: Battle of San Pasqual,
1846; Battle of Palo Alto, 1846; Battle of Monterey, 1846; Battle of Chino, 1846; Battle of Dominguez
Rancho, 1846; Battle of Santa Clara, 1847; Battle of La Mesa, 1847; and Battle of Rio San Gabriel, 1847.
The Battle of Rio San Gabriel is extremely significant because it was one of the last major battles in
California and led to the end of the war with the signing of the treaty at Campo de Cahuenga. The
property is eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 and is significant for its association with
the history of the Mexican-American War in California. Furthermore, the property has the potential to
meet NRHP Criterion D/CRHR Criterion 4, if any archaeological artifacts are still extant. Although the
structure erected to mark the battlefield site is more than 50 years old, its purpose is only to note the
importance of this historic site; it does not have associated historic significance with the 1847 battle.

The battlefield site was dedicated as CHL No. 385 in 1945. The battlefield site retains integrity of
location, setting, feeling, and association. The structure does not appear to have experienced any
modifications and exhibits a particularly high level of integrity of design and materials. It is a historical
resource for the purposes of CEQA.

io San Gabriel Commemorative Shelter View Northeast

Figure 6.18. Site of the Battle of R
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6.2.9 Dal Rae Restaurant, 9023 Washington
Boulevard (Reference No. 47)

The Dal Rae Restaurant appears eligible under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 at the local level of
significance in the areas of post-World War Il suburbanization, dining, and entertainment and for its
associations with social history as an important and increasingly rare example of a fine dining
restaurant and cocktail lounge from the post-World War Il era (Figure 6.19). It is an important and
increasingly rare example of a fine dining restaurant and cocktail lounge from the post-World War I
era that retains a high level of integrity. It is associated with trends in the development and operation
of fine dining restaurants, steak houses, and cocktail lounges in the years after World War I1. The
restaurant was opened in May 1958 by brothers Ben and Bill Smith in an existing one-story,
freestanding restaurant building. It subsequently expanded with additions to the north (rear) and east
as the business grew. The interior features a main dining room, a bar and lounge area with cocktail
seating, and a separate banquet room. In 1998, renovations included a remodeled main entry and the
addition of an exterior patio dining area. At the same time, the existing interior spaces were
remodeled, with work predominantly limited to replacing carpeting, wall finishes and material
coverings, and some lighting fixtures. A tall two-sided neon pole sign that displays the restaurant’s
name has been a familiar icon along the Washington Boulevard corridor for more than 5o years.
Additional neon signs mark the auto entrance as well as the west- and south-facing facades. These
signs are contributing features of the property. The period of significance for the property is 1958—
1970, corresponding with the era of greatest popularity for fine dining restaurants of this type in the
Los Angeles region. The Dal Rae Restaurant is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
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Figure 6.19. Da

| Re Restaurant constructed 1951
(9023 Washington Boulevard) View Southwest

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 69



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

6.2.10 Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, 9122
Washington Boulevard (Reference No. 48)

The former Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot located at 9122 Washington Boulevard was
constructed in 1886 (see Figure 6.20). The property currently functions as the Pico Rivera Historical
Museum. The Gothic Revival-style building is the last surviving example of an early railroad depot
located in the city of the Pico Rivera. The property was moved to its current location in 1973. The
resource is eligible under CRHR Criterion 1 for its association with early transportation, agriculture and
settlement and CRHR Criterion 3 for its architectural style and as a rare example of its type. The period
of significance is identified as 1886, the date of construction. The former Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe
Railway Depot located at 9122 East Washington Boulevard is a historical resource for the purposes of
CEQA.

Figure 6.20. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot constructed
1886 (9122 Washington Boulevard) View East
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6.2.11 Cliff May-Designed Ranch House, 6751
Lindsey Avenue (Reference No. 49)

The property located at 6751 Lindsey Avenue in Pico Rivera is eligible under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR
Criterion 3 as an excellent example of the Ranch style and as the work of seminal designer and
purveyor of the Ranch style, Cliff May (see Figure 6.21). Promulgated through a Sunset Magazine book
titled Western Ranch Houses, first published in 1946 and updated and expanded in 1958, May's
Ranch-style houses became so popular by midcentury that his design concepts were almost universally
embraced in vernacular residential building. Originally constructed in 1953 with 1,100 square feet, the
property, which was based on May’s standard Model No. 3211, exhibits all the major character-defining
features of the Ranch style as well as May’s own personal and particular design vision. These include
horizontal massing, irregular plan, asymmetrical composition, low-pitched gable roof, full-length
windows, board-and-batten cladding, a brick chimney, and a shed-roof carport. An additional 570
square feet of space was added to the house in 1956. This addition falls within the property’s period of
significance and does not compromise its integrity, which is excellent. The 6751 Lindsey Avenue
property is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
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Figure 6.21. Cliff May-Designed Ranch House constructed 195
(6751 Lindsey Avenue) View Northwest

6.2.12 Steak Corral Restaurant, 11605 Washington
Boulevard (Reference No. 50)

The one-story Steak Corral restaurant is designed in the Ranch style. A building permit was issued on
July 15, 1965, for construction of the restaurant, and a second building permit on the same date was
issued for its pole sign (see Figure 6.22). The architect of record was H. M. Hansen. On July 8, 1982, a
permit was issued for the construction of a new pole sign. The restaurant building is side gabled and
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has a medium-pitched roof clad with composition shake shingles. Exterior surfaces are finished in
board-and-batten siding. A covered entrance walkway spans half the length of the primary (south)
facade. It is sheltered by a pent roof that extends beyond the roofline and is supported by thin wood
posts. Wood-framed four-light fixed windows on each elevation are flanked by wood shutters with
decorative horseshoes affixed to them. A Palos Verde stone chimney is situated on the west elevation;
a metal longhorn sculpture adorns the east elevation. At the front of the building, a large rear-lit
elevated plastic sign with stylized letters reads “Steak Corral.” Landscaping consists of a variety of
mature cactus plants and desert shrubs. The restaurant’s mascot, a full-size molded fiberglass cowboy
near the main entrance, is posed as if lassoing a plastic steak that hangs from the eaves. The property
exhibits a high level of physical integrity.

The Steak Corral at 11605 Washington Boulevard is an intact presentation of a theme restaurant, an
important chapter in the pop-culture history of the United States in the two decades following World
War Il. It was erected in 1965, at the end of the theme restaurant era, and is the last location of the
nine-outlet Steak Corral chain still in operation. Its historic importance is enhanced by the loss of the
majority of themed establishments in general and western-themed restaurants in particular in greater
Los Angeles. Thus, the property meets NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 for its embodiment of the
theme restaurant trend in post-war Los Angeles. In addition, the Steak Corral is a rare, intact example
of a Western-style themed restaurant, exhibiting the style’s key character-defining features (e.g., board-
and-batten siding, wood-framed divided-light windows, and decorative elements such as horseshoes
and cow horns). Therefore, the building is also eligible under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 at
the local level of significance as an important example of its style and type. The Steak Corral at

11605 Washington Boulevard is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

Figure 6.22. Steak Corral Restaurant constructed 1965
(11605 Washington Boulevard) View Northwest
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6.2.13 Rheem Laboratory, 12000 Washington
Boulevard (Reference No. 50)

Rheem Laboratory includes a group of one-story brick buildings that are currently operated by the
Salvation Army as a Transitional Living Center. It presents an irregular L-shape plan set around an
asphalt courtyard striped for parking. The short end of the ell, which faces Washington Boulevard,
exhibits a tall, free standing brick panel with the legend 12000 Washington Boulevard in metal upper-
case letters. The prominent character-defining feature is a series of clerestory windows running the
length of the building, composed of eight panels of 4/20 individual square green lights.

In 1951, a building permit was issued to the Rheem Manufacturing Company with Alan Froberg listed
as architect to construct “Offices and Research Laboratories.” Rheem was established in San
Francisco in the mid-1920s and became a leading manufacturer and distributor of water heating
equipment. Rheem retained the property until 1953 when Fluor Corporation of Los Angeles occupied
the building. Fluor manufactured products and processes for the petroleum, gas and chemical
industries. In 1954, Fluor greatly expanded the subject property’s laboratory space and added two
acres devoted to its field pilot programs. These research facilities featured prominently in the
development of equipment for the oil extraction industry. The property is eligible under NRHP
Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 for its significant role in the development of manufacturing equipment
and scientific research associated with Southern California’s important oil extraction industry and for
its role in the development of manufacturing and scientific research in the Whittier/Santa Fe Springs
area. Both the office building and the Sound Studio have retained substantial integrity. The Sound
Studio is a rare example of an intact purpose- built building with structural and spatial design
elements that convey its significance in enabling manufacturing and research activities. The buildings
are eligible at the local level of significance with a period of significance from 1951 to 1959. The
resource is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
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7.0  IMPACTS

The following discussion of impacts is organized by each of the three Build Alternatives, then by
operational, construction, with discussion of historical resources in geographical order from west to
east. Operational impacts would result from post-construction Project activities adjacent to a resource
or within its immediate surroundings. Construction impacts would result from Project activities such
as property acquisition, demolition, relocation, new construction of permanent Project features, or
alteration of a resource. The Project may have a significant impact if it would cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource or the significance of a unique
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, or if would disturb any human
remains.

7.1 Impact CUL-1: Historical Resources

Impact CUL-1: Would a Build Alternative cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource pursuant to 15064.5?

7.1.1  Alternative 1 Washington

7.1.1.1  Operational Impacts

Project activities during Project operations would be limited to the operation and maintenance of the
LRT. Potential operational impacts on historical resources would be indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or
atmospheric intrusions) and related to new LRT traffic within the ROW.

Under Alternative 1, operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any
historical resources. The immediate surroundings, or setting, of the historical resources in the APE
would not be altered by the addition of LRT traffic within the ROW, either underground, on aerial
structures, or at-grade within an existing street.

The Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise and Vibration Impacts Report found that corridor-wide
project noise levels along Alternative 1 are predicted to exceed the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) moderate impact criteria at 28 residences (none are historic resources) and. Greenwood
Elementary School (a historical resource). Moderate noise levels at Greenwood Elementary School
would not affect the resource’s significance or alter its character-defining features. Noise impacts
would not exceed the FTA moderate noise impact criteria at any historical resources under Alternative
1. Therefore, operational noise would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historic resource.

The vibration assessment in the same report found that Project vibration levels are predicted to exceed
the FTA frequent impact criteria at 85 residences and two schools due to the proximity of residences to
proposed switches and proximity to the tunnel section of the alignment. None of the impacted
properties are historic resources. Maximum vibration levels at historic resources along the proposed
Washington Alternative are predicted to range from 67 vibration decibels (VdB) at the Golden Gate
Theater to 71 VdB at the Steak Corral Restaurant (along Washington Boulevard), which is below the
FTA frequent impact criteria. Therefore, because the switches are not located in close proximity to
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historical resources, none of the vibration levels predicted at historical resources are predicted to
exceed the FTA frequent impact criteria along Alternative 1. Therefore, operational vibration would not
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource.

The visual assessment for the Project in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Visual and Aesthetics
Impacts Report found that the visual character of the corridor would change slightly under Alternative
1, but that the operational impacts would have no effect on the surrounding visual character, and
would have no effect with respect to light and glare. As discussed further in the evaluation of
construction impacts below, the aerial structure and aerial Greenwood station would introduce a new
visual element in proximity to several historic buildings (the Pacific Metals Company Building [if the
Montebello MSF site option is selected], the Goodyear Warehouse, Greenwood Elementary School, the
South Montebello Irrigation District Building, and the William and Florence Kelly House). These
resources are located in an setting that has already been extensively modified and includes modern
infrastructure. While the aerial structure and station would introduce a permanent element to the
visual environment, it would not change the historic character of the buildings or substantially degrade
the existing visual character or quality of public views of the buildings and their surroundings. Because
the aboveground setting already features modern structures, traffic activities, and infrastructure, none
of the historical resources in the APE would be materially impaired by operation of the LRT; Alternative
1 operational activities would blend with the existing traffic pattern along Washington Boulevard.
Therefore, visual changes would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historic resource.

As described above, direct and indirect impacts on historical resources (i.e., visual, audible, or
atmospheric intrusions) would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic
resource. Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Operation of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would not affect historical
resources differently than the base Alternative 1. Operation of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option would have no direct or indirect impacts on any historical resources or their immediate
surroundings due to the distance of the alignment from historical resources in the APE. There are no
historical resources within the vicinity of the Atlantic/ Pomona Station Option; the nearest historical
resource, the Golden Gate Theater, is located over 0.5 miles away from the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option along the underground portion of the alignment, and it would not be directly or indirectly
affected. Operation of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have less than
significant noise, vibration, and visual impacts and would not cause a substantial adverse change to a
historic resource. Thus, operation of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would
have a less than significant impact on historical resources.

Montebello At-Grade Option

Greenwood School, the South Montebello Irrigation District Building, and the William and Florence
Kelly House are located within the vicinity of the Montebello At-Grade Option. As with the base
Alternative 1, these resources would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The
at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements within the
immediate surroundings; however, the setting of the buildings is modern and adjacent to a major road
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within existing sources of noise and vibration. Noise and vibration impacts would not exceed the FTA
moderate noise impact criteria (noise) or FTA frequent impact criteria (vibration) at these historical
resources, and thus, these resources would not be susceptible to significant noise or vibration impacts
that could cause a substantial adverse change to a historic resource. Further, the at-grade alignment
and station would follow the existing transportation corridor and would not limit views of the
resources. Operation of The Montebello At-Grade Option segment of the alignment would not have
significant impacts on any historical resources. Operation of the remainder of Alternative 1 would also
have less than significant noise, vibration, and visual impacts and would not cause a substantial
adverse change to a historical resource. Therefore, operation of Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-
Grade Option would have less than significant impacts on historical resources.

7-1.1.2  Construction Impacts

Project activities during construction of the alignment would include property acquisitions, demolition
of historical resources, and new construction of permanent Project features. Potential construction
impacts on historical resources would be direct or indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric
intrusions) and related to the construction of new infrastructure that would demolish or alter historical
resources and/or their immediate surroundings.

7.1.1.2.1  Golden Gate Theater, 5176 Whittier Boulevard

The Golden Gate Theater is significant for its social interrelationship with the surrounding community
and as an excellent example of Art Deco and Spanish Churrigueresque style. Alternative 1 would
construct the guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath Atlantic Boulevard and the
Atlantic/Whittier station, an underground, center platform station located beneath the intersection of
Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards. The depth of excavation for the tunnel alignment and the
underground stations would extend to approximately 60 feet below ground surface (bgs). The
guideway and station would be within roughly 8o feet of the Golden Gate Theater. Construction
methods may use heavy equipment, including excavators, cranes, tractor trailer rigs, loaders,
earthmovers asphalt milling machines, asphalt paving machines, tunnel boring machines (TBMs),
loaders, bulldozers, dump trucks, compactors/rollers, and concrete trucks.

Under Alternative 1, the Golden Gate Theater would not be physically demolished, destroyed,
relocated, or altered. Due to the underground nature of the improvements, no permanent visual
impacts on this historical resource or its setting are anticipated from the guideway and station.
Construction of the guideway and station has the potential to cause vibrations and ground settlement
adjacent that could impact the Golden Gate Theater. Vibration levels from construction activities along
Alternative 1 would include the use of TBMs, bulldozers, dump trucks, and vibratory rollers. The use of
impact pile drivers would be avoided whenever possible to eliminate the potential of vibration impacts
(such as minor cosmetic structural damage) at nearby sensitive receptors. As a result of the
preliminary construction vibration estimates identified in the Noise and Vibration Impacts Report,
construction activities are predicted to exceed the FTA impact criteria at the closest residences and
commercial properties(none are historic resources). Therefore, a significant impact on the Golden
Gate Theater would occur. MM CUL-1, as identified in Section 8.1.1 would require building protection
measures to be put in place, such as ground improvements and/or use of lower vibration-generating
construction equipment, as identified in a pre-construction survey, MM CUL-1 would reduce the
potential for vibration generated during construction activities to damage the Golden Gate Theater.
See Section 8.1.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.
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7.1.1.2.2  Vail Field Industrial Addition

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a potential historic district that is significant at the local level
under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 in the area of industrial community planning and
development in the growing Los Angeles metropolitan area during the period of significance from 1951
to 1960 and under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 in the area of Mid-Century Modern industrial
architecture as it represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction. The Vail Field Industrial Addition was identified as a potential historic district
with at least 40 contributors, 20 noncontributors, and 41 potential contributors that were identified via
desktop survey but require further investigation and evaluation. Alternative 1 would construct the
guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath Smithway Street and daylighting after
crossing Saybrook Avenue to transition to an aerial structure that would parallel Washington
Boulevard. It would continue in an aerial configuration along Washington Boulevard, within the
potential historic district boundary, and then merge into the center median of Washington Boulevard
around Garfield Avenue. The alignment would transition to an at-grade configuration at Montebello
Boulevard. The alignment would be located beneath and adjacent to the southeast portion of the
potential historic district.

Alternative 1 would acquire six properties containing historical resources that contribute to the
potential historic district (not including proposed acquisitions related to the Commerce MSF site
option discussed below in Section 7.1.4):

2343 Saybrook Avenue (Assessor’s parcel number [APN] 6336-011-007)
2401 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-010-013)

6466 Gayhart Street (APN 6336-011-012)

6565 Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-011-013)

6625 East Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-013-012)

2187 Garfield Avenue (APN 6336-013-014) (Pacific Metals Company, see additional
information in Section 7.1.1.2.3 below)

In general, acquired properties would be used for TPSS locations, station locations, parking facilities,
ROW clearing, and station/loading platform construction. The properties identified above would be
acquired primarily as ROW acquisition to enable construction of the guideway. Of the six resources,
only the Pacific Metals Company Building is an individually eligible historical resource.

Under Alternative 1, six contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition would be acquired
and potentially demolished. Physical demolition of these district contributors would impair the
significance of the potential historic district, by removing in an adverse manner some of the physical
characteristics of the historical resource that conveys its significance. However, the demolition of
these peripheral contributors would leave the core of the potential historic district intact with a
sufficient number of contributors with characteristics to convey its historical significance (not
including proposed changes related to the Commerce MSF site option discussed below in Section
7.1.4). The potential historic district, with a reduced boundary, would still convey its historical
significance and would be eligible for listing in the CRHR; therefore, Alternative 1 would not have a
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substantial adverse change on the Vail Field Industrial Addition and would result in a less than
significant impact.

In addition, the transition from the guideway to an aerial structure would be located within the
boundary and setting of the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The district is an entity of various industrial
facilities and its setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing transportation
corridors and would not limit views within or of the district. The alteration of the setting with the new
visual element of the aerial structure would not change the district’s historic character or materially
impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.3  Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield Avenue

The Pacific Metals Company building is individually significant for its associations with industry and
for its architecture and also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. As discussed further in
Section 7.3.4.1.1, if the Commerce MSF site option is selected, Alternative 1 would acquire the property
and demolish the building for the construction of an aerial structure parallel to Washington Boulevard.
Under Alternative 1 with the Commerce MSF site option, the historical resource would be acquired and
demolished. Physical demolition would materially impair the significance of the historical resource and
would result in a significant impact if the Commerce MSF site option is selected. MM CUL-2 and MM
CUL-3 identified in Section 8.1.1, require preparation of historical archival documentation and an
interpretive program that identify the historical significance of the building. MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3
would ensure that information about the historic resource is preserved, which would reduce impacts;
however, because the historic resource would be demolished, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. See Section 8.1.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation.

As discussed further in Section 7.1.4.2.2, if the Montebello MSF site option is selected, the aerial
structure would be located in the median of Washington Boulevard between Gayhart Street and Yates
Avenue, approximately 60 feet from the southeast corner of the Pacific Metals Company building. The
Pacific Metals Company building would not be acquired, and it would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. The historical resource’s setting is industrial. The aerial structure
would generally follow existing transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The
new aerial structure would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character
of the building. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would
not materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact if the
Montebello MSF site option is selected.

7.1.1.2.4 Goodyear Warehouse, 2353 Garfield Avenue

The Goodyear Warehouse is individually significant for its associations with industry and also it
contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. Alternative 1 would construct of an aerial structure
parallel to Washington Boulevard, approximately 110 feet from the northwest corner of the Goodyear
Warehouse.

Under Alternative 1, the aerial structure would be located opposite Washington Boulevard, and the
Goodyear Warehouse would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The
historical resource’s setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing
transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The new aerial structure across the
street would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character of the

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 78



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

building. The new aerial structure would not limit views within the property or primary views of its
character defining features. Further, the building is located in setting that has already been extensively
modified and the alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would not
materially impair the building’s significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.5  Greenwood Elementary School, goo South Greenwood
Avenue

The Greenwood Elementary School is significant for its contribution to the patterns of school building
in Southern California during its period of significance, 1947-1948. Near Greenwood Elementary
School, Alternative 1 would construct an aerial alignment in the center of Washington Boulevard,
including the aerial guideway and its foundations, aerial station, utility relocations, overhead catenary
systems, restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, roadway improvements, reconstruction
of parking facilities, and lighting and traffic signal modifications. The station would include a side
platform station located in the median of Washington Boulevard east of Greenwood Avenue and a
parking facility along Greenwood Avenue and Washington Boulevard. The alignment would be
approximately 450 feet from the school and separated by the proposed parking facility.

Under Alternative 1, the Greenwood Elementary School would not be physically demolished, destroyed,
relocated, or altered. Due to the considerable distance between the Greenwood Elementary School and
Washington Boulevard, no visual impacts on this historical resource or its setting are anticipated from
the at-grade alignment or station. The lot adjacent to the school to the south is already paved, serves a
similar use, and would be minimally altered to serve as a parking facility. Changes adjacent to the
Greenwood Elementary School would result in no impact. Thus, construction of Alternative 1 would
result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.6  South Montebello Irrigation District Building, 864
Washington Boulevard

The South Montebello Irrigation District Building is significant for its associations with agriculture and
as an intact example of a modestly scaled administrative building. Alternative 1 would be aerial in the
center of Washington Boulevard near the South Montebello Irrigation District Building and the
Greenwood station. The construction would include the aerial guideway and its foundations, aerial
station, utility relocations, overhead catenary systems, restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk
reconstruction, roadway improvements, reconstruction of parking facilities, and lighting and traffic
signal modifications. The station would include a side platform station located in the median of
Washington Boulevard east of Greenwood Avenue and a parking facility along Greenwood Avenue and
Washington Boulevard. The Greenwood station would be approximately 60 feet in front of the
building.

Under Alternative 1, the South Montebello Irrigation District building would not be physically
demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The Greenwood station and the parking facilities adjacent
to the building would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements within its immediate
surroundings. However, the setting of the building has already been extensively modified and includes
modern infrastructure and uses. The setting does not convey its historical associations to agriculture
as it did during the building’s period of significance of 1941. Although the proposed station would
introduce a permanent visual element directly in front of the building, the relative height of the raised
platform will not block any significant views of the historical resource, such as the view of the fagcade
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from the sidewalk or the westbound side of Washington Boulevard. The existing setting would be left
largely intact. The lots adjacent to the school to the north and west are already paved, serve a similar
use, and would be minimally altered to serve as a surface parking facility. Because the setting of the
building is already compromised by modern development and activities, the significance of the
historical resource would not be materially impaired; therefore, Alternative 1 would result in a less than
significant impact.

7.1.1.2.7  William and Florence Kelly House, 860 Washington
Boulevard

The William and Florence Kelly House is significant for its association with the residential
development of Montebello in the pre—~World War Il era. Near the William and Florence Kelly House,
Alternative 1 would construct an aerial alignment in the center of Washington Boulevard, including the
aerial guideway and its foundations, aerial station, utility relocations, overhead catenary systems,
restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, roadway improvements, reconstruction of parking
facilities, and lighting and traffic signal modifications. The station would include a side platform
station located in the median of Washington Boulevard east of Greenwood Avenue and a parking
facility along Greenwood Avenue and Washington Boulevard. The Greenwood station would be
approximately 60 feet in front of the building.

Under Alternative 1, the William and Florence Kelly House would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. The aerial structure, Greenwood station, and the parking facility to the
north would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements within its immediate
surroundings. However, the setting of the building has already been extensively modified and includes
modern infrastructure and uses. The setting does not convey the associations the building had relative
to agricultural purposes as it did during the building’s period of significance, 1937. Although the
proposed station would introduce a permanent visual element directly in front of the building, the
relative height of the raised platform will not block any significant views of the historical resource, such
as the view of the fagade from the sidewalk or the westbound side of Washington Boulevard. The
existing setting would be left largely intact. The lot adjacent to the building to the north is already
paved, serves a similar use, and would be minimally altered to serve as a surface parking facility.
Because the setting of the building is already compromised by modern development and activities, the
significance of the historical resource would not be materially impaired; therefore, Alternative 1 would
result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.8 Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel

The Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel is a CHL and significant for its associations with military
history as the site of the 1847 Mexican-American War battle; no physical features (historical or
archaeological) associated with the site have been identified. Alternative 1 would construct the
alignment at-grade in the center of Washington Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems,
restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, ROW clearing, pavement improvements, and
lighting and traffic signal modifications; would require a partial property acquisition; and would
replace the existing bridge over the Rio Hondo including substructures to carry both the LRT facility
and the four-lane roadway.

Under Alterative 1, excavation related to the proposed bridge replacement and the partial property
acquisition has the potential to encounter archaeological artifacts associated with the battle.
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Disturbance of these resources would result in potentially significant impacts as identified under
Impact CUL-2.

Changes to the Metro ROW and the new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and
atmospheric elements within its immediate surroundings. However, the setting of the site has
changed substantially since its period of significance, 1847. The setting has been altered by
channelization of the river and the construction of Washington Boulevard, modern buildings, and
other infrastructure. Because the setting is already compromised by modern development and
activities, the significance of the historical resource would not be materially impaired; therefore,
Alternative 1 would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.9  Dal Rae Restaurant, 9o23 Washington Boulevard

The Dal Rae Restaurant is significant for its associations with social history as an important and
increasingly rare example of a fine dining restaurant and cocktail lounge from the post—World War I
era. Alternative 1 would construct the alignment at-grade in the center of Washington Boulevard,
including overhead catenary systems, restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, ROW
clearing, pavement improvements, and lighting and traffic signal modifications; would construct the
Rosemead station, an aerial, side platform station located in center of Washington Boulevard west of
Rosemead Boulevard; and would require a sliver property acquisition for restriping and curb-and-
gutter/sidewalk reconstruction. The Rosemead station would be approximately 440 feet to the west of
the historical resource.

Under Alternative 1, the Dal Rae Restaurant building would not be physically demolished, destroyed, or
relocated. However, the sliver property acquisition would alter the parcel by reconfiguring the existing
curb, sidewalk, and landscaping along Washington Boulevard. The curb, sidewalk, and landscaping do
not contribute to the significance of the historical resource and are not a character-defining features.
Adjacent to the sliver property acquisition is the two-sided neon pole sign, which is a character-
defining feature of the historical resource. The sliver property acquisition would not alter the sign or
any other significant features of the historical resource, but adjacent construction could disturb the
feature. Therefore, a significant impact would occur. MM CUL-4, identified in Section 8.1.1 requires
avoidance of the Dal Rae Restaurant sign, including implementation of protection measures such as
fencing or use of sensitive construction techniques. With implementation of MM CUL-4, the Dal Rae
Restaurant sign would remain intact and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.1.1 for
the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

The new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements within
the immediate surroundings of the Dal Rae Restaurant. The setting of the building is modern and
adjacent to a major road. The at-grade alignment would follow the existing transportation corridor and
would not limit views of the resource. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the
at-grade alignment would not materially impair its significance and would result in a less than
significant impact.

7.1.1.2.10 Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot, 9122
Washington Boulevard

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot (Pico Rivera Historical Museum) is significant for its
association with early transportation, agriculture and settlement, and for its architectural style and as a
rare example of its type. Alternative 1 would construct the alignment at-grade in the center of
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Washington Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems, restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk
reconstruction, ROW clearing, pavement improvements, and lighting and traffic signal modifications.

Under Alternative 1, the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot would not be physically
demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual,
audible, and atmospheric elements within its immediate surroundings. However, the setting of the
building already includes modern infrastructure and uses and has changed substantially since the
building’s period of significance, 1896. The at-grade alignment would follow the existing transportation
corridor and would not limit views of the resource. The alteration of the setting with the new visual
element of the at-grade alignment would not materially impair its significance and would result in a
less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.11  Cliff May-Designed Ranch House, 6751 Lindsey Avenue

The Cliff May-designed Ranch House at 6751 Lindsey Avenue is significant for its Ranch-style
architectural design. Alternative 1 would construct the alignment at-grade in the center of Washington
Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems, restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction,
utility relocation, roadway improvements, and lighting and traffic signal modifications.

Under Alternative 1, the Cliff May-designed Ranch House would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. The new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and
atmospheric elements within its immediate surroundings. However, the setting of the building already
includes modern infrastructure and uses and has changed since the building’s period of significance,
1953 to 1956. The at-grade alignment would follow the existing transportation corridor and would not
limit views of the resource. Because the setting already features modern development and activities,
the significance of the historical resource would not be materially impaired; therefore, Alternative 1
would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.1.2.12  Steak Corral Restaurant, 11605 Washington Boulevard

The Steak Corral Restaurant is significant for its associations with social history as a post-World War 11
theme restaurant and for its architectural design. Alternative 1 would construct the alignment at-grade
in the center of Washington Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems, restriping, curb-and-
gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, utility relocation, roadway improvements, and lighting and traffic
signal modifications.

Under Alternative 1, the Steak Corral Restaurant would not be physically demolished, destroyed, or
relocated. The new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements
within its immediate surroundings. The setting of the building is modern and adjacent to a major
road. The at-grade alignment would follow the existing transportation corridor and would not limit
views of the resource. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the at-grade
alignment would not materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant
impact.

7.1.1.2.13 Rheem Laboratory, 12000 Washington Boulevard
The Rheem Laboratory is significant for its role in the development of manufacturing and scientific
research in the Whittier/Santa Fe Springs area in the 1950s. Alternative 1 would construct the

alignment at-grade in the center of Washington Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems,
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restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, utility relocation, roadway improvements, and
lighting and traffic signal modifications.

Under Alternative 1, the Rheem Laboratory would not be physically demolished, destroyed, or
relocated. The new at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements
within its immediate surroundings. The setting of the building is modern and adjacent to a major
road. The at-grade alignment would follow the existing transportation corridor and would not limit
views of the resource. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the at-grade
alignment would not materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant
impact.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Construction of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would not affect historical
resources differently than the base Alternative 1. No historical resources are within the vicinity of the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option segment of the alignment
would have no direct or indirect impacts on any historical resources or their immediate surroundings
due to the significant distance of from historical resources in the APE.

However, as with the base Alternative 1, construction of other portions of Alternative 1 would result in
significant impacts on historical resources, including Golden Gate Theater, Pacific Metals Company
with the Commerce MSF site option, and Dal Rae Restaurant. Therefore, although construction of the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option segment would not have a significant impact on historical resources
construction of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in a significant
impact on historical resources. Implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires building protection
measures to be put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate Theater, would
reduce vibration impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant. Implementation of MM
CUL-2 and 3, which require preparation of historical archival documentation and an interpretive
program for the Pacific Metals Company building, would reduce impacts but they would remain
significant and unavoidable. Implementation of MM CUL-4, which requires avoidance of the Dal Rae
Restaurant sign to prevent damage to the historical significance of the Dal Rae Restaurant, would
reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.1.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.

Montebello At-Grade Option

Greenwood School, the South Montebello Irrigation District Building, and the William and Florence
Kelly House are located within the vicinity of the Montebello At-Grade Option. As with the base
Alternative 1, these resources would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered.
However, the at-grade alignment would introduce new visual, audible, and atmospheric elements
within its immediate surroundings. The setting of the buildings is modern and adjacent to a major
road. The at-grade alignment and station would follow the existing transportation corridor and would
not limit views of the resource. The Montebello At-Grade Option segment of the alignment would not
have significant impacts on any historical resources.

However, as with the base Alternative 1, construction of other portions of Alternative 1 would result in
significant impacts on historical resources, including the Golden Gate Theater, Pacific Metals
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Company with the Commerce MSF site option, and Dal Rae Restaurant. Therefore, although
construction of the Montebello At-Grade Option segment would not have a significant impact on
historical resources, construction of Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would result in
a significant impact. Implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires building protection measures to be
put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate Theater, would reduce vibration
impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant. Implementation of MM CUL-2 and 3,
which require preparation of historical archival documentation and an interpretive program for the
Pacific Metals Company building, would reduce impacts but they would remain significant and
unavoidable. Implementation of MM CUL-4, which requires avoidance of the Dal Rae Restaurant sign
to prevent damage to the historical significance of the Dal Rae Restaurant, would reduce impacts to
less than significant. See Section 8.1.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation.

7.1.2  Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

7.1.2.1  Operational Impacts

Project activities after construction of the alignment would be limited to the operation and
maintenance of the LRT. Potential operational impacts on historical resources would be indirect (i.e.,
visual, audible, or atmospheric intrusions) and related to new LRT traffic within the ROW.

Under Alternative 2, operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any
historical resources. The immediate surroundings, or setting, of the historical resources in the APE will
be altered by the addition of LRT traffic within the ROW, either underground, on aerial structures, or
at-grade within an existing street.

The Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise and Vibration Impacts Report found that no severe noise
impacts are predicted, and no severe noise impacts would occur on historical resources under
Alternative 2. Therefore, operational noise would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historic resource.

The vibration assessment in the same report found that Project vibration levels do not impact any
vibration sensitive historical resources. As identified in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise
and Vibration Impacts Report, construction of Alternative 2 with mitigation is expected to result in less
than significant impacts. Therefore, operational vibration would not cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historic resource.

The visual assessment for the Project in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Visual and Aesthetics
Impacts Report found that the visual character of the corridor would change slightly under Alternative
2, but that the operational impacts would have no effect on the surrounding visual character, and no
effect with respect to light and glare. Because the aboveground setting already features modern traffic
activities, none of the historical resources in the APE would be materially impaired by operation of the
LRT; Alternative 2 operational activities would blend with the existing traffic pattern along Washington
Boulevard. Therefore, visual changes would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historic resource.
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As described above, direct and indirect impacts on historical resources (i.e., visual, audible, or
atmospheric intrusions) would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic
resource. Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant.

Design Option
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would not physically demolish,
destroy, relocate, or alter any historical resources. No severe noise impacts are predicted, and no
severe noise impacts would occur on historical resources. Vibration levels would not impact any
vibration sensitive historical resources. Therefore, operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option would result in less than significant noise and vibration impacts and would not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource.

The visual character of the corridor would change slightly under Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, however, operations would have a less than significant effect on the
surrounding visual character and with respect to light and glare. Because the aboveground setting
already features modern traffic activities, none of the historical resources in the APE would be
materially impaired by operation of the LRT. Operational activities would blend with the existing traffic
pattern along Washington Boulevard. Therefore, operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource.
Operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have a less than significant
impact on historical resources.

7.1.2.2  Construction Impacts

Project activities during construction of the alignment would include property acquisitions, demolition
of historical resources, and new construction of permanent Project features. Potential construction
impacts on historical resources would be direct or indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric
intrusions) and related to the construction of new infrastructure that would demolish or alter historical
resources and/or their immediate surroundings.

7.1.2.2.1  Golden Gate Theater, 5176 Whittier Boulevard

The Golden Gate Theater is significant for its social interrelationship with the surrounding community
and as an excellent example of Art Deco and Spanish Churrigueresque style. Alternative 2 would
construct the guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath Atlantic Boulevard and the
Atlantic/Whittier station, an underground, center platform station located beneath the intersection of
Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards. The guideway and station would be within roughly 8o feet of the
Golden Gate Theater. Construction methods may use heavy equipment, including excavators, cranes,
tractor trailer rigs, loaders, earthmovers asphalt milling machines, asphalt paving machines, TBM,
loaders, bulldozers, dump trucks, compactors/rollers, and concrete trucks.

Under Alternative 2, the Golden Gate Theater would not be physically demolished, destroyed,
relocated, or altered. Due to the underground nature of the improvements, no permanent visual
impacts on this historical resource or its setting are anticipated from the guideway and station.
Construction of the guideway and station has the potential to cause vibrations and ground settlement
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adjacent that could impact the Golden Gate Theater. Vibration levels from construction activities along
Alternative 2 would include the use of TBMs, bulldozers, dump trucks, and vibratory rollers. The use of
impact pile drivers would be avoided whenever possible to eliminate the potential of vibration impacts
(such as minor cosmetic structural damage) at nearby sensitive receptors. As a result of the
preliminary construction vibration estimates identified in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise
and Vibration Impacts Report, construction activities are predicted to exceed the FTA impact criteria at
the closest residences and commercial properties. Therefore, a significant impact would occur. MM
CUL-1, as identified in Section 8.1.1, would require building protection measures to be put in place,
such as ground improvements and/or use of lower vibration-generating construction equipment, as
identified in a pre-construction survey. MM CUL-1 would reduce the potential for vibration generated
during construction activities to damage the Golden Gate Theater. See Section 8.1.2 for the proposed
mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.1.2.2.2 Vail Field Industrial Addition

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a potential historic district that is significant at the local level
under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 in the area of industrial community planning and
development in the growing Los Angeles metropolitan area during the period of significance from 1951
to 1960 and under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 in the area of Mid-Century Modern industrial
architecture as it represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction. Forty buildings that contribute to the potential historic district have been
identified. Alternative 2 would construct the guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath
Smithway Street and daylighting after crossing Saybrook Avenue to transition to an aerial structure
that would parallel Washington Boulevard. It would continue in an aerial configuration along
Washington Boulevard, within the potential historic district boundary, and then merge into the center
median of Washington Boulevard around Garfield Avenue. The alignment would transition to an at-
grade configuration at Montebello Boulevard. The alignment would be located beneath and adjacent
to the southeast portion of the potential historic district.

Alternative 2 would acquire five properties containing historical resources that contribute to the
potential historic district (not including proposed acquisitions related to the Commerce MSF site
option discussed below in Section 7.1.4):

2343 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-011-007)

2401 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-010-013)

6466 Gayhart Street (APN 6336-011-012)

6565 Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-011-013)

6625 East Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-013-012)
The acquired properties would be used for TPSS locations, station locations, parking facilities, ROW
clearing, and station/loading platform construction. Construction staging areas lay down areas, and
other construction support functions could be located at sites that would be permanently acquired.
Under Alternative 2, five contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition would be acquired

and potentially demolished. Physical demolition of these district contributors would impair the
significance of the potential historic district, by removing in an adverse manner some of the physical
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characteristics of the historical resource that conveys its significance. However, the demolition of
these peripheral contributors would leave the core of the potential historic district intact with a
sufficient number of contributors with characteristics to convey its historical significance (not
including proposed changes related to the Commerce MSF site option discussed below in

Section 7.1.4). The potential historic district, with a reduced boundary, would still convey its historical
significance and would be eligible for listing in the CRHR; therefore, Alternative 2 would not have a
substantial adverse change on the Vail Field Industrial Addition and would result in a less than
significant impact.

In addition, the transition from the guideway to an aerial structure would be located within the
boundary and setting of the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The district is an entity of various industrial
facilities and its setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing transportation
corridors and would not limit views within or of the district. The alteration of the setting with the new
visual element of the aerial structure would not change the district’s historic character or materially
impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.2.2.3 Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield Avenue

The Pacific Metals Company building is individually significant for its associations with industry and
for its architecture and also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. Alternative 2 would
terminate at the Commerce/Citadel station, approximately 1,400 feet from the Pacific Metals Company
building, although the lead tracks to the Commerce MSF would extend further east approximately 480
feet from the building,

Under Alternative 2, the Pacific Metals Company Building would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. The new lead tracks would not limit views of the resource. The new
lead tracks would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character of the
building. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the lead tracks would not
materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.2.2.4 Goodyear Warehouse, 2353 Garfield Avenue

The Goodyear Warehouse is individually significant for its associations with industry and also
contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. Alternative 2 would construct of an aerial structure
parallel to Washington Boulevard, approximately 110 feet from the northwest corner of the Goodyear
Warehouse.

Under Alternative 2, the aerial structure would be located opposite Washington Boulevard, and the
Goodyear Warehouse would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The
historical resource’s setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing
transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The new aerial structure across the
street would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character of the
building. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would not
materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.
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Design Option
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Construction of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in significant
impacts on one historical resources, the Golden Gate Theater. No historical resources are within the
vicinity of the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option; therefore, the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would
have no direct or indirect impacts on historical resources or their immediate surroundings due to the
significant distance from historical resources in the APE. Overall, construction of Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-1, which requires
building protection measures to be put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden
Gate Theater, would reduce vibration impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant. See
Section 8.1.2 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.1.3  Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

7.1.3.1  Operational Impacts

Project activities after construction of the alignment would be limited to the operation and
maintenance of the LRT. Potential operational impacts on historical resources would be indirect (i.e.,
visual, audible, or atmospheric intrusions) and related to new LRT traffic within the ROW. All other
potential impacts that are related to Alternative 1 Washington would be avoided under the 10S
options.

Under Alternative 3, operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any
historical resources. The immediate surroundings, or setting, of the historical resources in the APE will
be altered by the addition of LRT traffic within the ROW, either underground, on aerial structures, or
at-grade within an existing street.

The Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise and Vibration Impacts Report found that corridor-wide
project noise levels along Alternative 1 are predicted to exceed the FTA moderate impact criteria at 28
residences (none are historic resources) and Greenwood Elementary School (a historic resource).
Moderate noise levels at Greenwood Elementary School would not affect the resource’s significance or
alter its character-defining features. Noise impacts would not exceed the FTA moderate noise impact
criteria at any historical resources under Alternative 2. Thus, operation of Alternative 3 would have less
than significant noise impacts and would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a historical resource.

The vibration assessment in the same report found that Project vibration levels are predicted to exceed
the FTA frequent impact criteria at 85 residences and two schools (none are historical resources).
These impacts are due to the proximity of residences to proposed switches and proximity to the tunnel
section of the alignment. Maximum vibration levels at historic resources along the proposed
Washington Alternative are predicted to range from 67 VdB at the Golden Gate Theater to 70 VdB at
the Former AT&SF Depot (along Washington Boulevard). Due to the strategic location of switches,
none of the vibration levels predicted at historical resources are predicted to exceed the FTA frequent
impact criteria along Alternative 3. Thus, operation of Alternative 3 would have a less than significant
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vibration impact and would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource.

The visual assessment for the Project in the Visual and Aesthetics Impacts Report found that the
visual character of the corridor would change slightly under Alternative 3, but that the operational
impacts would have no effect on the surrounding visual character, and no effect with respect to light
and glare. Because the aboveground setting already features modern traffic activities, none of the
historical resources in the APE would be materially impaired by operation of the LRT; Alternative 3
operational activities would blend with the existing traffic pattern along Washington Boulevard.
therefore, visual changes would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic
resource.

As described above, direct and indirect impacts on historical resources (i.e., visual, audible, or
atmospheric intrusions) would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic
resource. Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

As with the base Alternative 3, operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option
would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any historical resources. The immediate
surroundings, or setting, of the historical resources in the APE will be altered by the addition of LRT
traffic within the ROW, either underground, on aerial structures, or at-grade within an existing street.

The Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise and Vibration Impacts Report found that corridor-wide
project noise levels along Alternative 3 are predicted to exceed the FTA moderate impact criteria at 28
residences (none are historic resources) and Greenwood Elementary School (a historical resource).
Moderate noise levels at Greenwood Elementary School would not affect the resource’s significance or
alter its character-defining features. Noise impacts would not exceed the FTA moderate noise impact
criteria at any historical resources. Because switches are not sited in close proximity to historical
resources, none of the vibration levels predicted at historical resources are predicted to exceed the FTA
frequent impact criteria along the alignment. Therefore, operation Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have less than significant noise and vibration impacts and
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.

Operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have a less than significant
effect on the surrounding visual character and no effect with respect to light and glare. Because the
aboveground setting already features modern traffic activities, none of the historical resources in the
APE would be materially impaired by operation of the LRT. Operational activities would blend with the
existing traffic pattern along Washington Boulevard. Therefore, visual changes associated with
operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would not cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. Operation of Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have a less than significant impact on historical resources.

Montebello At-Grade Option

As with the base Alternative 3, operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would
not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any historical resources. The immediate
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surroundings, or setting, of the historical resources in the APE will be altered by the addition of LRT
traffic within the ROW, either underground, on aerial structures, or at-grade within an existing street.

The Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise and Vibration Impacts Report found that corridor-wide
project noise levels along Alternative 3 are predicted to exceed the FTA moderate impact criteria at 28
residences (none are historic resources) and Greenwood Elementary School (a historical resource).
Moderate noise levels at Greenwood Elementary School would not affect the resource’s significance or
alter its character-defining features. Noise impacts would not exceed the FTA moderate noise impact
criteria at any historical resources. Under CEQA, moderate impacts are not considered significant.
Because switches are not sited in close proximity to historical resources, none of the vibration levels
predicted at historical resources are predicted to exceed the FTA frequent impact criteria along the
alignment. Therefore, operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would have less
than significant noise and vibration impacts and would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource.

Operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would have a less than significant
effect on the surrounding visual character and no effect with respect to light and glare. Because the
aboveground setting already features modern traffic activities, none of the historical resources in the
APE would be materially impaired by operation of the LRT. Operational activities would blend with the
existing traffic pattern along Washington Boulevard. Therefore, visual changes associated with
operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would not cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource. Operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option would have a less than significant impact on historical resources.

7.1.3.2  Construction Impacts

Project activities during construction of the alignment would include property acquisitions, demolition
of historical resources, and new construction of permanent Project features. Potential construction
impacts on historical resources would be direct or indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric
intrusions) and related to the construction of new infrastructure that would demolish or alter historical
resources and/or their immediate surroundings.

7.1.3.2.1  Golden Gate Theater, 5176 Whittier Boulevard

The Golden Gate Theater is significant for its social interrelationship with the surrounding community
and as an excellent example of Art Deco and Spanish Churrigueresque style. Alternative 3 would
construct the guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath Atlantic Boulevard and the
Atlantic/Whittier station, an underground, center platform station located beneath the intersection of
Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards. The depth of excavation for the tunnel alignment and the
underground stations would extend to approximately 6o feet bgs. The guideway and station would be
within roughly 8o feet of the Golden Gate Theater. Construction methods may use heavy equipment,
including excavators, cranes, tractor trailer rigs, loaders, earthmovers asphalt milling machines,
asphalt paving machines, TBM, loaders, bulldozers, dump trucks, compactors/rollers, and concrete
trucks.

Under Alternative 3, the Golden Gate Theater would not be physically demolished, destroyed,
relocated, or altered. Due to the underground nature of the improvements, no permanent visual
impacts on this historical resource or its setting are anticipated from the guideway and station.
Construction of the guideway and station has the potential to cause vibrations and ground settlement
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adjacent that could impact the Golden Gate Theater. Vibration levels from construction activities along
Alternative 3 would include the use of TBMs, bulldozers, dump trucks, and vibratory rollers. The use of
impact pile drivers would be avoided whenever possible to eliminate the potential of vibration impacts
(such as minor cosmetic structural damage) at nearby sensitive receptors. As a result of the
preliminary construction vibration estimates identified in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Noise
and Vibration Impacts Report, construction activities are predicted to exceed the FTA impact criteria at
the closest residences and commercial properties. Therefore, a significant impact would occur. MM
CUL-1, as identified in Section 8.1.1, would require building protection measures to be put in place,
such as ground improvements and/or use of lower vibration-generating construction equipment, as
identified in a pre-construction survey. MM CUL-1 would reduce the potential for vibration generated
during construction activities to damage the Golden Gate Theater. See Section 8.1.3 for the proposed
mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.1.3.2.2 Vail Field Industrial Addition

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a potential historic district that is significant at the local level
under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 in the area of industrial community planning and
development in the growing Los Angeles metropolitan area during the period of significance from 1951
to 1960 and under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 in the area of Mid-Century Modern industrial
architecture as it represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction. Forty buildings that contribute to the potential historic district have been
identified. Alternative 3 would construct the guideway alignment with a tunnel configuration beneath
Smithway Street and daylighting after crossing Saybrook Avenue to transition to an aerial structure
that would parallel Washington Boulevard. It would continue in an aerial configuration along
Washington Boulevard, within the potential historic district boundary, and then merge into the center
median of Washington Boulevard around Garfield Avenue. The alignment would transition to an at-
grade configuration at Montebello Boulevard. The alignment would be located beneath and adjacent
to the southeast portion of the historic district.

Alternative 3 would acquire six properties containing historical resources that contribute to the
potential historic district (not including proposed acquisitions related to the Commerce MSF site
option discussed below in Section 7.1.4):

2343 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-011-007)

2401 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-010-013)

6466 Gayhart Street (APN 6336-011-012)

6565 Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-011-013)

6625 East Washington Boulevard (APN 6336-013-012)

2187 Garfield Avenue (APN 6336-013-014) (Pacific Metals Company, see additional
information in Section 7.1.2.2.3)

The acquired properties would be used for TPSS locations, station locations, parking facilities, ROW

clearing, and station/loading platform construction. Construction staging areas lay down areas, and
other construction support functions could be located at sites that would be permanently acquired.
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Under Alternative 3, six contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition would be acquired
and potentially demolished. Physical demolition of these district contributors would impair the
significance of the potential historic district, by removing in an adverse manner some of the physical
characteristics of the historical resource that conveys its significance. However, the demolition of
these peripheral contributors would leave the core of the potential historic district intact with a
sufficient number of contributors with characteristics to convey its historical significance (not
including proposed changes related to the Commerce MSF site option discussed below in

Section 7.1.4). The potential historic district, with a reduced boundary, would still convey its historical
significance and would be eligible for listing in the CRHR; therefore, Alternative 3 would not have a
substantial adverse change on the Vail Field Industrial Addition and would result in a less than
significant impact.

In addition, the transition from the guideway to an aerial structure would be located within the
boundary and setting of the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The district is an entity of various industrial
facilities and its setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing transportation
corridors and would not limit views within or of the district. The alteration of the setting with the new
visual element of the aerial structure would not change the district’s historic character or materially
impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.3.2.3 Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield Avenue

The Pacific Metals Company building is individually significant for its associations with industry and
for its architecture and also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. As discussed further in
Section 7.3.4.1.1, if the Commerce MSF site option is selected, Alternative 3 with the Commerce MSF
site option would acquire the property and demolish the building for the construction of an aerial
structure parallel to Washington Boulevard. Physical demolition would materially impair the
significance of the historical resource and would result in a significant impact if the Commerce MSF
site option is selected. MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3 identified in Section 8.1.3, require preparation of
historical archival documentation and an interpretive program that identify the historical significance
of the building. MM CUL-4 and MM CUL-5 would ensure that information about the historic resource
is preserved, which would reduce impacts; however, because the historic resource would be
demolished, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. See Section 8.1.3 for the proposed
mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

As discussed further in Section 7.1.4.2.2, if the Montebello MSF site option is selected, the aerial
structure would be located in the median of Washington Boulevard between Gayhart Street and Yates
Avenue approximately 60 feet from the southeast corner of the Pacific Metals Company building. The
Pacific Metals Company building would not be acquired, and it would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. The historical resource’s setting is industrial. The aerial structure
would generally follow existing transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The
new aerial structure would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character
of the building. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would
not materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact if the
Montebello MSF site option is selected.

7.1.3.2.4 Goodyear Warehouse, 2353 Garfield Avenue

The Goodyear Warehouse is individually significant for its associations with industry and also
contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. Alternative 3 would construct of an aerial structure
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parallel to Washington Boulevard, approximately 110 feet from the northwest corner of the Goodyear
Warehouse.

Under Alternative 3, the aerial structure would be located opposite Washington Boulevard, and the
Goodyear Warehouse would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The
historical resource’s setting is industrial. The aerial structure would generally follow existing
transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The new aerial structure across the
street would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character of the
building. The alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would not
materially impair its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

7.1.3.2.5 Greenwood Elementary School, goo South Greenwood
Avenue

The Greenwood Elementary School is significant for its contribution to the patterns of school building
in Southern California during its period of significance, 1947-1948. Alternative 3 would construct the
alignment at-grade in the center of Washington Boulevard, including overhead catenary systems,
restriping, curb-and-gutter/sidewalk reconstruction, ROW clearing, pavement improvements, and
lighting and traffic signal modifications; the Greenwood station, an aerial, side platform station
located in the median of Washington Boulevard east of Greenwood Avenue; and a parking facility
along Greenwood Avenue and Washington Boulevard. The alignment would be approximately 450 feet
from the school and separated by the proposed parking facility location.

Under Alternative 3, the Greenwood Elementary School would not be physically demolished,
destroyed, relocated, or altered. Due to the considerable distance between the Greenwood Elementary
School and Washington Boulevard, no visual impacts on this historical resource or its setting are
anticipated from the at-grade alignment or station. The lot adjacent to the school to the south is
already paved, serves a similar use, and would be minimally altered to serve as a surface parking
facility. Changes adjacent to the Greenwood Elementary School would result in no impact.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Construction of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in significant
impacts on historical resources, including the Golden Gate Theater, Vail Field Industrial Addition,
Pacific Metals Company (if the Commerce MSF site option is selected), and Goodyear Warehouse. No
historical resources are within the vicinity of the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option; therefore, the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have no direct or indirect impacts on any historical resources
or their immediate surroundings due to the significant distance of from historical resources in the
APE. Overall, construction of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in a
significant impact. Implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires building protection measures to be
put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate Theater, would reduce vibration
impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant. Implementation of MM CUL-2 and 3,
which require preparation of historical archival documentation and an interpretive program for the
Pacific Metals Company building, would reduce impacts but they would remain significant and
unavoidable. See Section 8.1.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation.
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Montebello At-Grade Option

Construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would
result in significant impacts on historical resources, including the Golden Gate Theater, Vail Field
Industrial Addition, Pacific Metals Company (if the Commerce MSF site option is selected), and
Goodyear Warehouse.

The Montebello At-Grade Option is located within the vicinity of the Greenwood School, the South
Montebello Irrigation District Building, and the Willian and Florence Kelly House. These resources
would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered, and there would be no significant
impacts on these buildings. However, overall, construction of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-
Grade Option would result in a significant impact. Implementation of MM CUL-1, which requires
building protection measures to be put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden
Gate Theater, would reduce vibration impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant.
Implementation of MM CUL-2 and 3, which require preparation of historical archival documentation
and an interpretive program for the Pacific Metals Company building, would reduce impacts but they
would remain significant and unavoidable. See Section 8.1.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts
after incorporation of mitigation.

7.1.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

7.1.4.1  Operational Impacts

7.1.4.1.1  Commerce MSF

Project activities during operation of the Commerce MSF site option would be limited to the MSF
operations. Operation of the MSF site option would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter
any historical resources and thus no direct impacts would occur. Potential operational impacts on
historical resources would be indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric intrusions), such as
changes in the character of the property’s use or of physical features within the property's setting, that
contribute to its historic significance.

After construction of the Commerce MSF site option within the boundary of the Vail Field Industrial
Addition potential historic district (a historical resource under existing conditions) would not retain
sufficient integrity for eligibility for listing in the NRHP or CRHR, and it would no longer be considered
a historical resource. Therefore, because the Vail Field Industrial Addition would no longer be a
historic resource, operation of the MSF would not cause indirect impacts that would cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. The construction of the
Commerce MSF site option would result in the Vail Field Industrial Addition historic district’s loss of
eligibility as a historical resource; therefore, the operation of the Commerce MSF would not have a
direct or indirect impact on historical resources.

7.1.4.1.2  Montebello MSF

No historical resources are within the vicinity of the Montebello MSF site option. Operation of the
Montebello MSF site option would have no direct or indirect impacts on any historical resources or
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their immediate surroundings. Due to the distance of the new MSF from historical resources in the
APE, operation of the Montebello MSF site option would result in no impact.

Design Option
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

No historical resources are within the vicinity of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option. Operation of
the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have no direct or indirect impacts on any historical
resources or their immediate surroundings. Due to the distance of the aerial structure from historical
resources in the APE, operation of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would result in no impact.

7.1.4.2  Construction Impacts

7.1.4.21 Commerce MSF

Project activities during construction of the Commerce MSF site option would include property
acquisitions, demolition of historical resources, and new construction of permanent Project features.
Potential construction impacts on historical resources would be direct or indirect (i.e., visual, audible,
or atmospheric intrusions) and related to the construction of new infrastructure that would demolish
or alter historical resources and/or their immediate surroundings.

Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield Avenue

The Pacific Metals Company building is individually significant for its associations with industry and
for its architecture and also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The Commerce MSF site
option would acquire the property and demolish the building for the construction of lead tracks into
the Commerce MSF site option.

Under the Commerce MSF site option for Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 (including the design
options), the historical resource would be acquired and demolished. Physical demolition would
materially impair the significance of the historical resource and would result in a significant impact.
MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3 identified in Section o, require preparation of historical archival
documentation and an interpretive program that identify the historical significance of the building.
MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3 would ensure that information about the historic resource is preserved,
which would reduce impacts; however, because the historic resource would be demolished, impacts
would remain significant and unavoidable. See Section o for the proposed mitigation and impacts
after incorporation of mitigation. Under Alternative 2, the alignment would terminate west of the
Pacific Metals Company building and this building would not be demolished. The Pacific Metals
Company building would not be impacted under Alternative 2.

Vail Field Industrial Addition

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a potential historic district that is significant at the local level
under NRHP Criterion A/CRHR Criterion 1 in the area of industrial community planning and
development in the growing Los Angeles metropolitan area during the period of significance from 1951
to 1960 and under NRHP Criterion C/CRHR Criterion 3 in the area of Mid-Century Modern industrial
architecture as it represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
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individual distinction. Forty buildings that contribute to the potential historic district have been
identified. The Commerce MSF site option would be located within the boundary of the potential
historic district.
The Commerce MSF site option would acquire the following 16 properties containing historical
resources that contribute to the potential historic district (not including proposed acquisitions related
to Alternatives discussed above):

2200 Saybrook Avenue (APN 6336-012-036)

2211 Davie Avenue (APN 6336-012-037)

6400 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-030)

6415 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-022; 6336-012-021)

6436 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-031)

6440 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-032)

6460 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-033)

6465 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-023)

6474 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-034)

6480 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-035)

6489 Corvette Street (APN 6336-012-024)

6400 Fleet Street (APN 6336-012-016)

6440 Fleet Street (APN 6336-012-017)

6444 Fleet Street (APN 6336-012-018)

6466 Fleet Street (APN 6336-012-019)

6490 Fleet Street (APN 6336-012-020)
The acquired properties would be used for the location of the Commerce MSF site option.
For the Commerce MSF site option, 16 contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition
would be acquired and demolished. Physical demolition of these district contributors would impair the
significance of the potential historic district, by removing in an adverse manner some of the physical
characteristics of the historical resource that conveys its significance. The demolition of these core
contributors would materially impair the potential historic district because an insufficient number of
contributors with characteristics to convey its historical significance would be retained (not including
proposed changes related to the Build Alternatives discussed above). The potential historic district

would no longer convey its historical significance and would be ineligible for listing in the CRHR;
therefore, the Commerce MSF site option would have a substantial adverse change on the Vail Field
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Industrial Addition and result in a significant impact. MM CUL-5 and MM CUL-6, identified in Section
o, require preparation of historical archival documentation and an interpretive program that identify
the historical significance of the building. MM CUL-5 and MM CUL-6 would ensure that information
about the Vail Field Industrial Addition is preserved, which would reduce impacts; however, because
16 buildings contributing to the potential historic district would be demolished, impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. See Section o for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.

7-1.4.2.2 Montebello MSF

Project activities during construction of the Montebello MSF site option would include property
acquisitions and new construction of permanent Project features. Potential construction impacts on
historical resources would be direct or indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric intrusions) and
related to the construction of new infrastructure that would alter historical resources and/or their
immediate surroundings. No historical resources are within the footprint of the Montebello MSF site
option. The guideway alignment with the Montebello MSF site option would be located near the
Pacific Metals Company building.

Pacific Metals Company, 2187 Garfield Avenue

The Pacific Metals Company building is individually significant for its associations with industry and
for its architecture and also contributes to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The guideway alignment
with the Montebello MSF site option would be located in the median of Washington Boulevard
between Gayhart Street and Yates Avenue approximately 60 feet from the southeast corner of the
Pacific Metals Company building, specifically avoiding the Pacific Metals Company building.

Under the Montebello MSF site option, the Pacific Metals Company Building would not be physically
demolished, destroyed, relocated, or altered. The guideway alignment would generally follow existing
transportation corridors and would not limit views of the resource. The new guideway alignment
across the street would introduce a new visual element but would not change the historic character of
the building. Additionally, the Pacific Metals Company building is approximately 1,000 feet from the
Montebello MSF site open and approximately 2,000 feet from the lead tracks into the site. There is
existing industrial development located between the Pacific Metals Company Building and the MSF
site option. The Montebello MSF site option would not limit views of the resource or change the
historic character of the building.

The alteration of the setting with the Montebello MSF site option and the new visual element of the
guideway alignment would not materially impair the historic significance of the Pacific Metals
Company building and would result in a less than significant impact.

Design Option

Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

The historical resources impacts associated with the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would be
similar to the base Montebello MSF site option. Project activities during construction of the
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would include property acquisitions and new construction of
permanent Project features. Potential construction impacts on historical resources would be direct or

indirect (i.e., visual, audible, or atmospheric intrusions) and related to the construction of new
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infrastructure that would alter historical resources and/or their immediate surroundings. No historical
resources are within the footprint of the Montebello MSF site option. The guideway alignment with the
Montebello MSF site option would be located near the Pacific Metals Company building. As with the
base Montebello MSF site option, the guideway would be located in the median of Washington
Boulevard and the Pacific Metals Company Building would not be physically demolished, destroyed,
relocated, or altered, nor would views of the building or the building’s character be altered.

The alteration of the setting with the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option and the new visual element of

the guideway alignment would not materially impair the historic significance of the Pacific Metals
Company building and would result in a less than significant impact

7.2  Impact CUL-2: Archaeological
Resources

Impact CUL-2: Would a Build Alternative cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?

7.2.1  Alternative 1 Washington

The CHRIS records search, additional archival research, outreach, and field survey failed to identify any
archaeological sites within the ADI. However, it is possible that unknown archaeological resources lay
buried within the ADI. The project DSA has been used by Native American peoples for thousands of
years and was used with increasing intensity throughout the historic period.

7.2.1.1  Operational Impacts

Project activities during Project operations would be limited to the operation and maintenance of the
LRT. Under Alternative 1, operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter
any archaeological resources. There would be no operational impacts to archaeological resources.

Design Options

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

If the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option is selected, the operational impacts would be the same as
those described under the base Alternative 1. Operation of Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona

Station Option would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological resources
and would thus have no impact on archaeological resources.

Montebello At-Grade Option

If the Montebello At-Grade Option is selected, the operational impacts would be the same as those
described under the base Alternative 1. Operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy,
relocate, or alter any archaeological resources. Operation of Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-Grade

Option would not impact archaeological resources.
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7.2.1.2  Construction Impacts

Significant buried archaeological resources may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these
archaeological materials could be unearthed during project excavation activities. The alignment for
this alternative is largely within the public ROW that has been disturbed with utility and street
construction, but these disturbances are relatively shallow. Shallow construction work, such as for the
at-grade portions of the alignment, has limited potential to encounter intact archaeological resources
due to prior disturbance, but other proposed construction activities have the potential to encounter
intact archaeological resources. A significant discovery of an unknown archaeological resource at the
Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel or elsewhere on the alignment could result in a significant impact.

As discussed in greater detail in the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Tribal Cultural Resources
Impacts Report, tunnel boring would occur through areas that may have unknown archaeological
resources. The TBM does not allow for discovery of intact archaeological resources because the
method of construction limits observation of impacted soils. However, the TBM would only be used at
depths containing soils deposited prior to human occupation, and thus archaeological resources are
not anticipated to be present where the TBM would be operated. Therefore, because the TBM would
be used at depths with soils deposited prior to human occupation, tunneling is not expected to disturb
or destroy unknown archaeological resources and impacts associated with tunnel boring are less than
significant.

Additionally, construction of the bridges over the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel River has the potential to
impact archaeological resources that have been buried by recent or historical sediment deposition.
Deeper impacts within Holocene soils, such as the installation of piles for aerial structures and the
mass excavation required for tunnel construction have the potential to encounter deeply buried
resources. Therefore, construction of Alternative 1 has the potential to disturb and destroy a significant
unknown archaeological resource and would therefore result in a significant impact. MM CUL-7, which
requires monitoring during ground disturbance at the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel to ensure
that appropriate treatment measures are put in place to protect and document the resource(s) if any
significant resources are encountered and MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers
receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a
Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) be prepared, would establish
protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce impacts to less than
significant. See Section 8.2.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation. for the proposed mitigation

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

The CHRIS records search, additional archival research, outreach, and field survey failed to identify any
archaeological sites within the ADI. However, it is possible that significant buried archaeological
resources may exist within the ADI, and that these archaeological materials could be unearthed during
project excavation activities. Due to the excavations associated with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option, there would be potential to encounter buried resources at this location. Therefore, excavation
associated with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and remainder of Alternative 1 has the potential
to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological resource. If unmitigated, this disturbance of a
significant archaeological resource would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-7, which requires
monitoring during ground disturbance at the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel to ensure that
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appropriate treatment measures are put in place to protect and document the resource(s) if any
significant resources are encountered and MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers
receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a
CRMMP be prepared, would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological
resources and reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.1 for the proposed mitigation
and impacts after incorporation of mitigation. for the proposed mitigation

Montebello At-Grade Option

The CHRIS records search, additional archival research, outreach, and field survey failed to identify any
archaeological sites within the ADI. However, it is possible that significant buried archaeological
resources may exist within the ADI, and that these archaeological materials could be unearthed during
project excavation activities. Due to the shallower construction associated with the Montebello At-
Grade Option as opposed to installation of piles for the aerial structures, there would be less potential
to encounter deeply buried resources as compared to the base Alternative 1 at this location. However,
excavation associated with the Montebello At-Grade Option and remainder of Alternative 1 has the
potential to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological resource. If unmitigated, this disturbance
of a significant archaeological resource would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-7, which requires
monitoring during ground disturbance at the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel to ensure that
appropriate treatment measures are put in place to protect and document the resource(s) if any
significant resources are encountered and MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers
receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a
CRMMP be prepared, would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological
resources and reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.1 for the proposed mitigation
and impacts after incorporation of mitigation. for the proposed mitigation

7.2.2  Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

7.2.2.1  Operational Impacts

Project operations would be limited to the operation and maintenance of the LRT. Under Alternative 2,
operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological
resources. There would be no operational impacts to archaeological resources.

Design Option

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would not physically demolish,

destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological resources and would thus have no impact on
archaeological resources.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 100



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

7.2.2.2 Construction Impacts

Project excavation activities during construction of the Alternative 2 could unearth significant buried
archaeological resources that may exist within the ADI. Shallow construction work, such as for the at-
grade portions of the alignment, has limited potential to encounter intact archaeological resources
due to prior disturbance. Further, the TBM would only be used at depths containing soils deposited
prior to human occupation, and thus archaeological resources are not anticipated to be present where
the TBM would be operated. However, other proposed construction activities have the potential to
encounter intact archaeological resources. Deeper impacts within Holocene soils, such as the
installation of piles for the aerial structures leading to the Commerce MSF site option and the
excavation of the TBM launch pit and extraction pit, could encounter deeply buried resources.
Therefore, construction of Alternative 2 has the potential to disturb and destroy a significant
archaeological resource. Disturbance of significant unknown archaeological resources would result in
a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers receive training on how to
proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, would
establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce impacts to
less than significant. See Section 8.2.2 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation.

Design Option
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Project excavation activities during construction of the Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option could unearth significant buried archaeological resources that may exist within the ADI.
Shallow construction work, such as for the at-grade portions of the alignment, has limited potential to
encounter intact archaeological resources due to prior disturbance, but other proposed construction
activities have the potential to encounter intact archaeological resources. Deeper impacts within
Holocene soils, such as the installation of piles for the aerial structures and excavation for the TBM
launch pit and extraction pit could encounter deeply buried resources. Therefore, construction of
Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option has the potential to disturb and destroy a
significant archaeological resource, and would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which
requires that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are
inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, would establish protections for
unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce impacts to less than significant. See
Section 8.2.2 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.2.3  Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

7.2.3.1  Operational Impacts

Project operations would be limited to the operation and maintenance of the LRT. Under Alternative 3,
operational impacts would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological
resources. There would be no operational impacts to archaeological resources.
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Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

As with the base Alternative 3, operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option
would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological resources and would thus
have no impacts on archaeological resources.

Montebello At-Grade Option

As with the base Alternative 3, operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would
not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter any archaeological resources and would thus have
no impacts on archaeological resources.

7.2.3.2  Construction Impacts

Significant buried archaeological resources may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these
archaeological materials could be unearthed during project excavation activities. Shallow construction
work, such as for the at-grade portions of the alignment, has limited potential to encounter intact
archaeological resources due to prior disturbance. Further, the TBM would only be used at depths
containing soils deposited prior to human occupation, and thus archaeological resources are not
anticipated to be present where the TBM would be operated. However, other proposed construction
activities have the potential to encounter intact archaeological resources. Deeper impacts within
Holocene soils, such as the installation of piles for aerial structures and the excavation required for the
TBM launch pit and extraction pit have the potential to encounter deeply buried resources. Therefore,
construction of Alternative 3 has the potential to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological
resource. Disturbance of significant unknown archaeological resources would result in a significant
impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if
cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, would establish
protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce impacts to less than
significant. See Section 8.2.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of
mitigation.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Construction of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have similar
archaeological resources impacts as the base Alternative 3. Significant buried archaeological resources
may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these archaeological materials could be unearthed during
project excavation activities. Shallow construction work, such as for the at-grade portions of the
alignment, has limited potential to encounter intact archaeological resources due to prior disturbance,
but other proposed construction activities have the potential to encounter intact archaeological
resources. Deeper impacts within Holocene soils, such as the installation of piles for aerial structures
and the excavation required for the TBM launch pit and extraction pit, have the potential to encounter
deeply buried resources. Therefore, construction of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option has the potential to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological resource, which would
result in a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers receive training on
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how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared,
would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce
impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.

Montebello At-Grade Option

Construction of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would have similar archaeological
resources impacts as the base Alternative 3. Significant buried archaeological resources may exist
within the ADI, and it is possible these archaeological materials could be unearthed during project
excavation activities. Shallow construction work, such as for the at-grade portions of the alignment,
has limited potential to encounter intact archaeological resources due to prior disturbance, but
installation of posts to support catenary systems for the at-grade alignment and other deeper
construction activities in Holocene soils could encounter intact archaeological resources. Due to the
shallower construction associated with the Montebello At-Grade Option, there would be less potential
to encounter deeply buried resources as compared to the base Alternative 3 at this location. However,
as with the entire Alternative 3, construction of the Montebello At-Grade Option still has the potential
to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological resource. If unmitigated, disturbance of significant
unknown archaeological resources would result in potentially significant impacts. MM CUL-8, which
requires that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are
inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, would establish protections for
unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and reduce impacts to less than significant. See
Section 8.2.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.2.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

7.2.4.1  Operational Impacts

7.2.4.1.1  Commerce MSF

Operation of the Commerce MSF site option would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter
any archaeological resources. There would be no operational impacts to archaeological resources.

7.2.4.1.2 Montebello MSF

Operation of the Montebello MSF site option would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate, or alter
any archaeological resources. There would be no operational impacts on archaeological resources.

Design Option
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

Operation of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would not physically demolish, destroy, relocate,
or alter any archaeological resources. There would be no operational impacts to archaeological
resources.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 103



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

7.2.4.2 Construction Impacts

7.2.4.21 Commerce MSF

Significant buried archaeological resources may exist within the footprint of the Commerce MSF site
option and it is possible these archaeological materials could be unearthed during project excavation
activities. Shallow construction work for the MSF has limited potential to encounter intact
archaeological resources due to prior disturbance, but deeper construction activities have the potential
to encounter intact archaeological resources.

Therefore, construction of the Commerce MSF site option has the potential to disturb and destroy a
significant archaeological resource. Disturbance of significant unknown archaeological resources
would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers receive
training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be
prepared, would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and
reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.4 for the proposed mitigation and impacts
after incorporation of mitigation.

7.2.4.2.2 Montebello MSF

Significant buried archaeological resources may exist within the footprint of the Montebello MSF site
option and it is possible these archaeological materials could be unearthed during project excavation
activities. Shallow construction work for the MSF has limited potential to encounter intact
archaeological resources due to prior disturbance, but deeper construction activities have the potential
to encounter intact archaeological resources.

Therefore, construction of the Montebello MSF site option has the potential to disturb and destroy a
significant archaeological resource. Disturbance of significant unknown archaeological resources
would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers receive
training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be
prepared, would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources and
reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.4 for the proposed mitigation and impacts
after incorporation of mitigation.

Design Option
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

Significant buried archaeological resources may exist within the footprint of the Montebello MSF site
option and it is possible these archaeological materials could be unearthed during project excavation
activities. Construction of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have the potential to disturb
and destroy a significant archaeological resource. Disturbance of significant unknown archaeological
resources would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-8, which requires that construction workers
receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a
CRMMP be prepared, would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological
resources and reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.2.4 for the proposed mitigation
and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.
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7-3 Impact CUL-3: Disturbance of Human
Remains

Impact CUL-3: Would a Build Alternative disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

7.3.1  Alternative 1 Washington

7.3.1.1  Operational Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 1. Operational activities would not involve excavation and would not have the potential to
disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore,
operation of Alternative 1 would have no impacts on human remains.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

Operational activities would not involve excavation and would not have the potential to disturb any
human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, operation of
Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have no impacts on human remains.

Montebello At-Grade Option

Operational activities would not involve excavation and would not have the potential to disturb any
human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, operation of
Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would have no impacts on human remains.

7-.3.1.2  Construction Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 1 has the
potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result
in a significant impact. MM CUL-9, which establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if
human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would occur and impacts would be
reduced to less than significant. See Section 8.3.1 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.
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Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 1 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial.
Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-9, which
establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure
proper treatment would occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.1 for the
proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

Montebello At-Grade Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-
Grade Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of unknown
burial sites would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-9, which establishes procedures for
consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would
occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.1 for the proposed mitigation and
impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.3.2  Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

7.3.2.1  Operational Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 2. Operational activities would not involve excavation and would not have the potential to
disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore,
operation of Alternative 2 would have no impacts on human remains.

Design Option

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. Operational activities would not involve
excavation and would not have the potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred

outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, operation of Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option would have no impacts on human remains.
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7.3.2.2  Construction Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 2 has the
potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result
in potentially significant impacts. MM CUL-9g, which establishes procedures for consultation and
treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would occur and impacts
would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.2 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.

Design Option
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial.
Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result in a significant impact. MM CUL-9, which
establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure
proper treatment would occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.2 for the
proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.3.3  Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

7.3.3.1  Operational Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 3. Operational activities would not involve excavation and would not have the potential to
disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore,
operation of Alternative 3 would have no impacts on human remains.

Design Options

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. Operational activities would not involve
excavation and would not have the potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred

outside of formal cemeteries. Therefore, operation of Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option would have no impacts on human remains.
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Montebello At-Grade Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI for
Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option. Operational activities would not involve excavation
and would not have the potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries. Therefore, operation of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-Grade Option would
have no impacts on human remains.

7-3.3.2  Construction Impacts

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of the Alternative 3 has the
potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result
in potentially significant impacts. MM CUL-9, which establishes procedures for consultation and
treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would occur and impacts
would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.3 for the proposed mitigation and impacts after
incorporation of mitigation.

Design Options
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial.
Disturbance of unknown burial sites would result in potentially significant impacts. MM CUL-9, which
establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure
proper treatment would occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.3 for the
proposed mitigation and impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

Montebello At-Grade Option

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
Unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be unearthed
during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of Alternative 3 with the Montebello At-
Grade Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of unknown
burial sites would result in potentially significant impacts. MM CUL-g, which establishes procedures
for consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment
would occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.3 for the proposed mitigation
and impacts after incorporation of mitigation. for the proposed mitigation.

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR Page 108



@ . Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Cultural Resources Impacts Report

7.3.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

7.3.4.1  Operational Impacts
7-3.4.1.1 Commerce MSF

Operation of the Commerce MSF site option would not involve excavation and would not have the
potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.
Therefore, operation of the Commerce MSF site option would have no impact on human remains.

7.3.4.1.2 Montebello MSF

Operation of the Montebello MSF site option would not involve excavation and would not have the
potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.
Therefore, operation of the Montebello MSF site option would have no impact on human remains.

Design Option
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

Operation of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would not involve excavation and would not have
the potential to disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.
Therefore, operation of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have no impact on human
remains.

7-3.4.2 Construction Impacts

7-3.4.2.1  Commerce MSF

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the Commerce MSF site option, and it is possible
these burials could be unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of the
Commerce MSF site option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance
of unknown burial sites would be a significant impact. MM CUL-9, which establishes procedures for
consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would
occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.4 for the proposed mitigation and
impacts after incorporation of mitigation.

7.3.4.2.2 Montebello MSF

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the Montebello MSF site option, and it is possible
these burials could be unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of the
Montebello MSF site option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance
of unknown burial sites would be a significant impact. MM CUL-g, which establishes procedures for
consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would
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occur and would reduce impacts to less than significant. See Section 8.3.4 for the proposed mitigation
and impacts after incorporation of mitigation

Design Option
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

If the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option were constructed, the construction impacts would be the
same as those described under Alternative 3 with an aerial alignment at this location. Unknown
human burials may exist within the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option, and it is possible these burials
could be unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of the Montebello
MSF At-Grade Option has the potential to disturb and destroy an unknown burial. Disturbance of
unknown burial sites would be a significant impact. MM CUL-g, which establishes procedures for
consultation and treatment if human remains are discovered, would ensure proper treatment would
occur and impacts would be less than significant. See Section 8.3.4 for the proposed mitigation and
impacts after incorporation of mitigation.
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8.0 MITIGATION MEASURES AND
IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION

8.1 Impact CUL-1: Historical Resources

Impact CUL-1: Would a Build Alternative cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource pursuant to 15064.5?

8.1.1  Alternative 1 Washington

As discussed in Section 7.1.1, construction of the base Alternative 1 would result in significant
impacts on the following historical resources:

Golden Gate Theater
Pacific Metals Company Building (Commerce MSF site option only)

Dal Rae Restaurant

8.1.1.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant; therefore, no operational
mitigation measures are required.

The mitigation measures outlined below address the potential significant impacts to historical
resources during project construction. MM CUL-1 requires building protection measures to be put in
place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate Theater. If the Commerce MSF site
option is implemented, MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3 require preparation of historical archival
documentation and an interpretive program that identify the historical significance of the Pacific
Metals Company Building to reduce impacts associated with building demolition. MM CUL-4 requires
avoidance of the Del Rae Restaurant sign to prevent damage to the historical significance of the Del
Rae Restaurant.

MM CUL-1:  Protection Measures — Differential Settlement/Vibration/TBM Specifications for
Golden Gate Theater. Metro shall conduct a pre-construction baseline survey,
implement building protection measures, and conduct a post-construction survey of
the Golden Gate Theater in relation to Guideway Alignment construction adjacent to
the historical resource. Building protection measures shall be implemented in
conjunction with MM NOI-1 through NOI-15.

Metro shall conduct a pre-construction survey to establish baseline,

preconstruction conditions and to assess the building category and the potential
for ground borne vibration to cause damage. Geotechnical investigations shall be
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undertaken to evaluate soil, groundwater, seismic, and environmental conditions
along the alignment. This analysis shall inform the development of appropriate
support mechanisms for cut and fill construction areas or areas that could
experience differential settlement as a result of using a TBM in close proximity to
the historical resource. An architectural historian or historical architect who meets
the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part
61) shall review final design documents prior to implementation of measures.

Metro shall implement building protection measures such as underpinning, soil
grouting, or other forms of ground improvement, as well as lower vibration
equipment and/or construction techniques. If the historical resource has the
potential to be impacted by differential settlement caused by TBM construction,
Metro shall require the use of an earth pressure balance or slurry shield TBM.

A post-construction survey shall also be undertaken to ensure that no significant
impacts had occurred to historical resources. An architectural historian or
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall prepare an assessment of the
implementation of the mitigation measures.

Historical Resource Archival Documentation. This mitigation measure applies to
Alternative 1 Washington Boulevard and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood |10S if the
Commerce MSF site option is selected. Documentation for the Pacific Metals
Company Building shall be undertaken if the Pacific Metals Company Building is
acquired and demolished. Metro shall provide archival documentation of the historical
resource(s) following the guidelines of the National Park Service’s Historic American
Building Survey/Historic American Engineering Record/Historic American Landscape
Survey (HABS/HAER/HALS) program. At a minimum, the documentation shall
consist of:

Large-format photography including negatives and archival prints
Written narrative following the HABS/HAER/HALS short format
Site plan

Metro shall provide copies of the documentation to the city of Commerce for archival
purposes. Large-format photography shall be completed prior to any demolition
activities that would affect the contributors to the Pacific Metals Company Building.
The documentation shall be prepared so that the original archival-quality
documentation could be donated for inclusion in the Library of Congress if the
National Park Service accepts these materials. Copies of documentation shall also be
offered to the Commerce Public Library and local historical societies upon request.

Interpretive Program. This mitigation measure applies to Alternative 1 Washington
Boulevard and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S if the Commerce MSF site
option is selected. An interpretive program for the Pacific Metals Company Building
shall be undertaken if the Pacific Metals Company Building is acquired and
demolished. Metro shall provide interpretive materials in the form of an exhibit,
pamphlet, website, or similar, that describe and/or illustrate the historic significance
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of the Pacific Metals Company Building. The interpretive materials shall include a
discussion of industrial activities related to the district and its role in the development
of Commerce and a description of the construction history of the district during its
period of significance. Interpretive materials shall be provided to the city of Commerce
for public education purposes. Copies of interpretive materials shall also be offered to
the Commerce Public Library and local historical societies upon request.

MM CUL-4:  Protection Measures — Avoidance for the Dal Rae Restaurant Sign. If Alternative 1 is
selected, Metro shall conduct a pre-construction baseline survey, implement building
protection measures, and conduct a post-construction survey of the Dal Rae
Restaurant Sign in relation to at-grade alignment construction with a sliver property
acquisition adjacent to the historical resource.

Metro shall conduct a pre-construction survey to establish baseline,
preconstruction conditions and to assess the potential for damage related to
improvements within the sliver property acquisition. An architectural historian or
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall review proposed protection
measures.

Metro shall implement building protection measures such as fencing or sensitive
construction techniques based on final project design.

A post-construction survey shall be undertaken to ensure that no significant
impacts had occurred to the historical resource. An architectural historian or
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall prepare an assessment of the
implementation of the mitigation measure.

8.1.1.2  Design Option Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-4, described above, will be implemented if Alternative 1 with
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and the Commerce MSF site option is selected. MM CUL-1 and MM
CUL-4 will be implemented if Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and the
Montebello MSF site option (or design option) is selected.

Montebello At-Grade Option

MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-4, described above, will be implemented if Alternative 1 with the
Montebello At-Grade Option and the Commerce MSF site option is selected. MM CUL-1 and MM
CUL-4 will be implemented if Alternative 1 with the Montebello At-Grade Option and the Montebello
MSF site option (or design option) is selected.
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8.1.1.3  Impacts After Mitigation

8.1.1.3.1  Operational Impacts Determination

No mitigation is required for operation of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.1.1.3.2 Construction Impacts Determination

After implementation of mitigation measures, construction of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1
with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would result in less
than significant impacts with mitigation on the following historical resources:

Golden Gate Theater
Dal Rae Restaurant

If the Commerce MSF site option is selected, construction would result in a significant and
unavoidable impact on the following historical resource:

Pacific Metals Company Building

Mitigation measures in Section 8.1.1.1 address the potential significant impact to this historical
resource. Mitigation would reduce impacts but cannot reduce impacts related to demolition to a less
than significant level.

8.1.2  Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

As discussed in Section 7.1.2, construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in potential significant impacts on the Golden Gate
Theater.

8.1.2.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant; therefore, no operational
mitigation measures are required.

MM CUL-1, discussed in Section 8.1.1.1, will be implemented for the construction of the base
Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. MM CUL-1 requires building
protection measures to be put in place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate
Theater.
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8.1.2.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.1.2.2.1  Operational Impacts Determination

No mitigation is required for the operation of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option.

8.1.2.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

After implementation of mitigation measures, construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2
with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would result in a less than significant impact on the Golden
Gate Theater.

8.1.3  Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

As discussed in Section 7.1.3, the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would result in potential significant impacts on the
following historical resources:

Golden Gate Theater

Pacific Metals Company Building (Commerce MSF site option only)

8.1.3.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

Operational impacts on historical resources would be less than significant; therefore, no operational
mitigation measures are required for operation of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

MM CUL-1, MM CUL-4, and MM CUL-5, described in Section 8.1.1.1 and Section 8.1.4.1, will be
implemented if the Commerce MSF site option is selected. MM CUL-1 will be implemented if the
Montebello MSF site option is selected. MM CUL-1 requires building protection measures to be put in
place to reduce potential vibration damage to the Golden Gate Theater. If the Commerce MSF site
option is implemented, MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3 require preparation of historical archival
documentation and an interpretive program that identify the historical significance of the Pacific
Metals Building to reduce impacts associated with building demolition.

8.1.3.2  Impacts After Mitigation

8.1.3.2.1 Operational Impacts Determination

No mitigation is required for operation of the base Alternative 3 or operation of Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.
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8.1.3.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

After implementation of mitigation measures, construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3
with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would result in a
less than significant impact with mitigation on the following historical resource:

Golden Gate Theater

If the Commerce MSF site option is selected, the base Alternative 3 would result in a significant and
unavoidable impact on the following historical resource:

Pacific Metals Company Building (Commerce MSF site option only)

Mitigation measures in Section 8.1.1.1 address the potential significant impact to this historical
resource. Mitigation would reduce impacts but cannot reduce impacts related to demolition to a less
than significant level.

8.1.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

8.1.4.1 Commerce Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

As discussed in Section 7.1.4, construction of the Commerce MSF site option would result in a
significant and unavoidable impact on the following historical resources:

Vail Field Industrial Addition
Pacific Metals Company Building (Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 only)

Mitigation measures MM CUL-2 and MM CUL-3, discussed in Section 8.1.1.1, will be implemented for
the construction of the Commerce MSF site option. Additionally, MM CUL-5 and MM CUL-6 identified
below, require preparation of historical archival documentation and an interpretive program that
identify the historical significance of the Vail Fields Industrial Addition and the Pacific Metals
Company Building. This mitigation would ensure that information about the historic resources is
preserved.

MM CUL-s;: Historical Resource Archival Documentation. If the Commerce MSF site option is
selected, documentation for the Vail Field Industrial Addition shall be undertaken.
Metro shall provide archival documentation of the historical resource(s) following the
guidelines of the National Park Service’s Historic American Building Survey/Historic
American Engineering Record/Historic American Landscape Survey
(HABS/HAER/HALS) program. At a minimum, the documentation shall consist of:

Large-format photography including negatives and archival prints

Written narrative following the HABS/HAER/HALS short format
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Site plan

Metro shall provide copies of the documentation to the city of Commerce for archival
purposes. Large-format photography shall be completed prior to any demolition
activities that would affect the contributors to the Vail Field Industrial Addition. The
documentation shall be prepared so that the original archival-quality documentation
could be donated for inclusion in the Library of Congress if the National Park Service
accepts these materials. Copies of documentation shall also be offered to the
Commerce Public Library and local historical societies upon request.

MM CUL-6: Interpretive Program. If the Commerce MSF site option is selected, an interpretive
program for the Vail Field Industrial Addition shall be undertaken. Metro shall provide
interpretive materials in the form of an exhibit, pamphlet, website, or similar, that
describe and/or illustrate the historic significance of the Vail Field Industrial Addition.
The interpretive materials shall include a discussion of industrial activities related to
the district and its role in the development of Commerce and a description of the
construction history of the district during its period of significance. Interpretive
materials shall be provided to the city of Commerce for public education purposes.
Copies of interpretive materials shall also be offered to the Commerce Public Library
and local historical societies upon request.

8.1.4.2 Montebello Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is required for operation or construction of the Montebello MSF site option or the
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option.

8.1.4.3 Impacts After Mitigation

8.1.4.3.1 Operational Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

Operation of the Commerce MSF site option would have no impact under Impact CUL-1 and no
mitigation is required.

Montebello MSF and Design Option

Operation of the Montebello MSF site option or the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have no
impact under Impact CUL-1 and no mitigation is required.

8.1.4.3.2 Construction Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

Implementation of MM CUL-2, MM CUL-3, MM CUL-5, and MM CUL-6 would reduce impacts but
cannot reduce impacts related to demolition or alterations not consistent with the Secretary of the
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Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation to a less than significant level. Impacts resulting from
demolition or alterations not consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation would remain significant and unavoidable.

Montebello MSF and Design Option

Construction of the Montebello MSF site option or the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have
no impact under Impact CUL-1 and no mitigation is required.

8.2  Impact CUL-2: Archaeological
Resources

Impact CUL-2: Would a Build Alternative cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5°

8.2.1  Alternative 1 Washington

As discussed in Section 7.2.1, a significant discovery of an unknown archaeological resource at the Site
of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel or elsewhere on the alignment could result in a significant impact.

8.2.1.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to archaeological sites during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact to archaeological, resources under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation
measures are required.

The mitigation measures outlined below will be used as needed to reduce significant impacts on
unknown significant archaeological resources within the ADI, if any are discovered during construction
of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the
Montebello At-Grade Option. MM CUL-7 requires monitoring during ground disturbance at the Site of
the Battle of Rio San Gabriel to ensure that if any significant resources are encountered appropriate
treatment measures are put in place to protect and document the resource(s) and MM CUL-8 requires
that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently
discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, which would establish protections for unanticipated
discoveries of archaeological resources with the ADI.

MM CUL-7:  Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel. Archaeological monitoring during ground
disturbance shall be conducted at the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel, in
accordance with the project Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan
(CRMMP). The project alignment between Bluff Road in the east and the eastern
boundary of the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds in the west are within the territory
through which the Battle of Rio San Gabriel took place and are considered sensitive for
cultural resources related to the battle. If monitoring does not reveal any
archaeological artifacts, then there would be no effect on the Site of the Battle of Rio
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San Gabriel. If archaeological artifacts are discovered, then work shall be halted in the
immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified archaeologist shall assess the
significance of the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures.
Treatment measures typically include development of avoidance strategies, capping
with fill material, or mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as
excavation or detailed documentation.

MM CUL-8:  Unknown Archaeological Resources. Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, all
construction personnel involved in ground-disturbing activities shall be provided with
appropriate cultural resources training. The training shall instruct the personnel
regarding the legal framework protecting cultural resources, typical kinds of cultural
resources that may be found within the project area, and proper procedures and
notifications for if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered.

In addition, a project—-wide CRMMP shall be developed and implemented by Metro.
This document shall address areas where potentially significant prehistoric and
historic archaeological deposits are likely to be located within the ADI based on
background research and a geoarchaeological analysis. Preparation of the CRMMP
shall necessitate the completion of pedestrian survey of the private property parcels in
the ADI that were not accessible during the preparation of the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Cultural Resources Impacts Report.

The CRMMP shall include a detailed prehistoric and historic context that clearly
demonstrates the themes under which any identified subsurface deposits would be
determined significant. Should significant deposits be identified during earth-moving
activities, the CRMMP shall address methods for data recovery, anticipated artifact
types, artifact analysis, report writing, repatriation of human remains and associated
grave goods, and curation.

The CRMMP shall also require that an archaeologist qualified in prehistoric and
historical archaeology be retained prior to ground-disturbing activities. The CRMMP
will be a guide for monitoring activities. If buried cultural resources, such as flaked or
ground stone, historic debris, building foundations, or non-human bone, are
discovered during ground-disturbing activities, work will stop in that area and within
5o feet of the find until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find
and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures. As detailed in TCR-1, a
Native American monitor shall be retained if treatment involved work at a prehistoric
site, or at other locations determined appropriate during tribal consultation. Treatment
measures typically include development of avoidance strategies, capping with fill
material, or mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as excavation
or detailed documentation. If during cultural resources monitoring the qualified
archaeologist determines that the sediments being excavated are previously disturbed
or unlikely to contain significant cultural materials, the qualified archaeologist can
specify that monitoring be reduced or eliminated.
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8.2.1.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.2.1.2.1  Operational Impacts Determination

No operational impacts would occur from operation of Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.2.1.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

With implementation of MM CUL-7 and MM CUL-8, discussed in Section 8.2.1.1, construction of the
base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-
Grade Option would have a less than significant impact under Impact CUL-2.

8.2.2 Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

8.2.2.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to known archaeological sites during operation of the base Alternative 2 or
Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option; therefore, there would be no effect/impact to
archaeological, resources under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are required.

MM CUL-8, outlined in Section 8.2.1.1 above, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown significant archaeological resources within the APE, if any are discovered during
construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. MM
CUL-8 requires that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are
inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, which would establish protections for
unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources with the ADI.

8.2.2.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.2.2.2.1 Operational Impacts Determination
There would be no impacts to archaeological sites during operations; therefore, no mitigation

measures are required for operation of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option.

8.2.2.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

With implementation of MM CUL-8, impacts from construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative
2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would be reduced to a less than significant level. MM CUL-
8 requires that construction workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are
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inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be prepared, which would establish protections for
unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources with the ADI.

8.2.3 Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

8.2.3.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to known archaeological sites during operation of the base Alternative 3 or
Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option;
therefore, there would be no effect/impact to archaeological, resources under state impact criteria. As
such, no mitigation measures are required.

MM CUL-8, outlined in Section 8.2.1.1 above, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown significant archaeological resources within the APE, if any are discovered during
project construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option
and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option. MM CUL-8 requires that construction workers receive
training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be
prepared, which would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources
with the ADI.

8.2.3.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.2.3.2.1 Operational Impacts Determination
There would be no impacts to archaeological sites during operations; thus, no mitigation measures

are required for operation of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.2.3.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination
With implementation of MM CUL-8, impacts from construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative

3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would be reduced
to a less than significant level.

8.2.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

8.2.4.1 Commerce Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

There would be no impacts to known archaeological sites during operations; therefore, there would be
no effect/impact to archaeological, resources under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation
measures are required.
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MM CUL-8, outlined in Section 8.2.1.1 above, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown significant archaeological resources within the ADI, if any are discovered during
construction of the Commerce MSF site option.

8.2.4.2 Montebello Commerce Potential Operational or
Construction Mitigation Measures

There would be no impacts to known archaeological sites during operations; therefore, there would be
no effect/impact to archaeological, resources under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation
measures are required.

MM CUL-8, outlined in Section 8.2.1.1 above, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown significant archaeological resources within the ADI, if any are discovered during
construction of the Montebello MSF site option. MM CUL-8 requires that construction workers receive

training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a CRMMP be
prepared, which would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources.

Design Options

Montebello MSF At-Grade Option

MM CUL-8, outlined in Section 8.2.1.1 above, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown significant archaeological resources within the ADI, if any are discovered during
construction of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option. MM CUL-8 requires that construction workers
receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a

CRMMP be prepared, which would establish protections for unanticipated discoveries of
archaeological resources.

8.2.4.3 Impacts After Mitigation

8.2.4.3.1 Operational Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

Operation of the Commerce MSF site option would have no impact under Impact CUL-2 and no
mitigation is required.

Montebello MSF and Design Option

Operation of the Montebello MSF site option and Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have no
impact under Impact CUL-2 and no mitigation is required.
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8.2.4.3.2 Construction Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

For unknown archaeological resources, MM CUL-8 would reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

Montebello MSF and Design Option

For unknown archaeological resources, MM CUL-8 would reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

8.3 Impact CUL-3: Disturbance of Human
Remains

Impact CUL-3: Would a Build Alternative disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

8.3.1  Alternative 1 Washington

8.3.1.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact on human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

The mitigation measure outlined below which establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if
human remains are discovered, will be used as needed to minimize adverse effects on unknown

buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any are discovered
during project construction of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

MM CUL-g:  Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. If human remains are discovered, work
in the immediate vicinity of the discovery shall be suspended and the Los Angeles
County Coroner contacted. If the remains are deemed Native American in origin, the
Coroner shall contact the NAHC and identify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD)
pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. The MLD
may inspect the site within 48 hours of being notified and issue recommendations for
scientific removal and nondestructive analysis. If the MLD fails to make
recommendations, then Metro and/or the landowner may rebury the remains in a
location not subject to further disturbance at their discretion. Work may be resumed at
the landowner’s discretion but will only commence after consultation and treatment
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have been concluded. Work may continue on other parts of the project while
consultation and treatment are conducted.

8.3.1.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.3.1.2.1  Operational Impacts Determination

No impacts would occur from operation of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.3.1.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

With implementation of MM CUL-9, construction of the base Alternative 1 or Alternative 1 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would have a less than
significant impact under Impact CUL-3.

8.3.2 Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
10S

8.3.2.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact on human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option.

MM CUL-g outlined in Section 8.3.1.1 above which establishes procedures for consultation and
treatment if human remains are discovered, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any

are discovered during construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option.

8.3.2.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.3.2.2.1 Operational Impacts Determination

No impacts would occur from operation of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option.

8.3.2.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

With implementation of MM CUL-9, construction of the base Alternative 2 or Alternative 2 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would have a less than significant impact under Impact CUL-3.
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8.3.3 Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S

8.3.3.1  Potential Operational or Construction Mitigation
Measures

There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

MM CUL-g outlined in Section 8.3.1.1 above, which establishes procedures for consultation and
treatment if human remains are discovered, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any
are discovered during construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.3.3.2 Impacts After Mitigation

8.3.3.2.1 Operational Impacts Determination

No impacts would occur from operation of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option.

8.3.3.2.2 Construction Impacts Determination

With implementation of MM CUL-9g, construction of the base Alternative 3 or Alternative 3 with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would have a less than
significant impact under Impact CUL-3.

8.3.4 Maintenance and Storage Facilities

8.3.4.1 Commerce Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the Commerce MSF site option.

MM CUL-g outlined in Section 8.3.1.1 above which establishes procedures for consultation and
treatment if human remains are discovered, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse
effects on unknown buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any
are discovered during construction of the Commerce MSF site option.
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8.3.4.2 Montebello Potential Operational or Construction
Mitigation Measures

There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no
effect/impact human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the Montebello MSF site option.

MM CUL-g outlined in Section 8.3.1.1 above will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse

effects on unknown buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any
are discovered during construction of the Montebello MSF site option.

Design Options
Montebello MSF At-Grade Option
There would be no impacts to known human remains during operations; therefore, there would be no

effect/impact human remains under state impact criteria. As such, no mitigation measures are
required for operation of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option.

MM CUL-g outlined in Section 8.3.1.1, which establishes procedures for consultation and treatment if
human remains are discovered, will be implemented as needed to minimize adverse effects on
unknown buried human remains, including those interred outside formal cemeteries, if any are
discovered during construction of the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option.

8.3.4.3 Impacts After Mitigation
8.3.4.3.1 Operational Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

Operation of the Commerce MSF site option would have no impact under Impact CUL-3 and no
mitigation is required.

Montebello MSF and Design Option

Operation of the Montebello MSF site option or the Montebello MSF At-Grade Option would have no
impact under Impact CUL-3 and no mitigation is required.

8.3.4.3.2 Construction Impacts Determination

Commerce MSF

For unknown archaeological resources, MM CUL-g9 would reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.
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Montebello MSF and Design Option

For unknown archaeological resources, MM CUL-g9 would reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

8.4  Mitigation Measure Applicability

As described above, one or more Build Alternatives and/or MSF site options have been identified as
having significant cultural resources impacts. Mitigation measures to address these impacts are also
identified. Table 8-1 summarizes which mitigation measures are applicable to each Build Alternative
and MSF site option. Unless otherwise noted, the Build Alternative mitigation measures apply to the
base alternative and design option, and the MSF mitigation measures apply to the Commerce MSF
site option and the Montebello MSF site option. If there would be no impact or the impact is less than
significant, no mitigation is required and, therefore, as identified in Table 8-1, mitigation measures are
not applicable (N/A).

Table 8-1. Summary of Mitigation Measure Alternative Applicability

Impact Cul-1: Historical Resources

MM CUL-1 Applicable Applicable Applicable N/A
MM CUL-2 Applicable to Commerce N/A Applicable to Applicable to
MSF site option only Commerce MSF Commerce MSF site
site option only option only under

Alternative 1 and
Alternative 3

MM CUL-3 Applicable to Commerce N/A Applicable to Applicable to
MSF site option only Commerce MSF Commerce MSF site
site option only option only under

Alternative 1 and
Alternative 3

MM CUL-4 Applicable N/A N/A N/A
MM CUL-s5 Applicable to Commerce Applicable Applicable to Applicable to
MSF site option only Commerce MSF Commerce MSF site
site option only option only
MM CUL-6 Applicable to Commerce Applicable Applicable to Applicable to
MSF site option only Commerce MSF Commerce MSF site
site option only option only

Impact CUL-2: Archaeological Resources

MM CUL-7 Applicable N/A N/A N/A

MM CUL-8 Applicable Applicable Applicable Applicable
Impact CUL-3: Disturbance of Human Remains

MM CUL-9 Applicable | Applicable ‘ Applicable | Applicable
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9.0 NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

9.1 No Project Alternative

9.1.1  Description

The No Project Alternative is required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 (e)(2) and assumes that
the Project would not be implemented by Metro. The No Project Alternative would maintain existing
transit service through the year 2042. No new transportation infrastructure would be built within the
DSA aside from projects currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by
2042 via the 2008 Measure R or 2016 Measure M sales taxes. This alternative would include the
highway and transit projects in Metro’s 2020 LRTP Update and the 2020 RTP/SCS. Under the No
Project Alternative, none of the proposed Build Alternatives, design options, or MSFs would be
constructed or operated.

90.1.2 Impacts

9.1.2.1  Historical Resources

There would be no new operations under the No Project Alternative and therefore, there would be no
Project-related impacts from operation on historic resources.

There would be no construction under this alternative. Therefore, there would be no Project-related
construction impacts on historic resources.

9.1.2.2 Archaeological Resources

There would be no new transit operations under the No Project Alternative and therefore, there would
be no Project-related impacts from operation on archaeological resources.

There would be no construction under this alternative. Therefore, there would be no Project-related
construction impacts on archaeological resources.

9.1.2.3 Disturbance of Human Remains

There would be no new transit operations under the No Project Alternative and therefore, there would
be no Project-related impacts from operation on human remains.

There would be no construction under this alternative. Therefore, there would be no Project-related
construction impacts on human remains.
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10.0 SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES

Table 10-1 provides a summary of impacts for the No Project Alternative, three Build Alternatives, and
the MSFs.

Table 10-1. Significant Impacts Remaining After Mitigation

Significant and Significant and | Significant and
unavoidable unavoidable unavoidable
impact impact impact
(Commerce (Commerce (Commerce
MSF site MSF site MSF site
Irr_1pacF CUL-1: . option); Significant and option); option);
Historical No impact Less than Unavoidable Less than Less than
Resources significant significant significant
impact impact impact
(Montebello (Montebello (Montebello
MSF site MSF site MSF site
option) option) option)
Impact CUL-2: Less than Less than Less than Less than
Archaeological No impact significant significant significant significant
Resources impact impact impact impact
Impact CUL-3: Less than Less than Less than Less than
Disturbance of No impact significant significant significant significant
Human Remains impact impact impact impact

10.1

No Project

There would be no impacts on cultural resources under the No Project Alternative.

1 002

Alternative 1 Washington + MSF

With implementation of mitigation, the operation and construction of the base Alternative 1 with the
Commerce MSF site option would have a significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1
(Historical Resources) and would have less than significant impacts under Impact CUL-2
(Archaeologic Resources) and Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains). With implementation
of mitigation, the operation and construction of the base Alternative 1 with the Montebello MSF site
option would have a less than significant impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources), Impact
CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources), and Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains).
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10.2.1 Alternative 1 Washington + MSF + Design
Options

With implementation of mitigation, the operation and construction of Alternative 1 with the Commerce
MSF site option and the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option
would have a significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources) and
would have less than significant impacts under Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources) and Impact
CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains). With implementation of mitigation, the operation and
construction of Alternative 1 with the Montebello MSF site option and the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would have a less than significant impact under
Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources), Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources), and Impact CUL-3
(Disturbance of Human Remains).

10.3 Alternative 2 Atlantic to
Commerce/Citadel 10S + MSF

The operation and construction of the base Alternative 2 and the Commerce MSF would have a
significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources) and would have a less
than significant impacts under Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources) and Impact CUL-3
(Disturbance of Human Remains).

10.3.1 Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
IOS + MSF +Design Option

The operation and construction of Alternative 2, the Commerce MSF, and the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option would have a significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources)
and would have less than significant impact under Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources), and
Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains).

10.4 Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood
|IOS + MSF

With implementation of mitigation, the operation and construction of the base Alternative 3 with the
Commerce MSF site option would have a significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1
(Historical Resources) and would have less than significant impacts under Impact CUL-2
(Archaeologic Resources) and Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains). With implementation
of mitigation, the operation and construction of the base Alternative 3 with the Montebello MSF site
option would have a less than significant impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources), Impact
CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources), and Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains).
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10.4.1 Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood + MSF
+ Design Options

With implementation of mitigation, the operation and construction of Alternative 3 with the
Commerce MSF site option and the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade
Option would have a significant and unavoidable impact under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources)
and would have less than significant impacts under Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources) and
Impact CUL-3 (Disturbance of Human Remains). With implementation of mitigation, the operation
and construction of Alternative 3 with the Montebello MSF site option and the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option and/or the Montebello At-Grade Option would have a less than significant impact
under Impact CUL-1 (Historical Resources), Impact CUL-2 (Archaeologic Resources), and Impact CUL-
3 (Disturbance of Human Remains).
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Q

U.S. Department REGION IX 90 7" Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440
Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94103-6701 Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

Federal Transit

. 3 American Samoa, 415-734-9490 213-202-3950
Administration

Northern Mariana Islands

DEC - 3 2019

Andrew Salas, Chairperson
Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians - Kizh Nation

P.O. Box 393

Covina, CA, 91723

RE: Section 106 Consultation/AB 52 Notification
of Undertaking for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project, Los Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Salas:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is conducting consultation under the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) in Los Angeles County, California. LACMTA will seek
federal funds from FTA for the Project and therefore, the Project is a federal undertaking subject
to Section 106 of the NHPA. FTA is the federal lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and LACMTA serves as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). FTA is contacting
interested parties, including Native American tribes and consulting parties per 36 CFR Part
800.2(c) to identify prehistoric sites, sacred sites, and/or traditional cultural properties located in
the vicinity of the Project Area. You have been identified as a party with interest or knowledge
of the Project study area.

The Project is also subject to CEQA and consultation requirements under Assembly Bill (AB) 52
(Public Resources Code 21080.3.1) regarding Native American groups. As such, this letter also
serves to initiate consultation with Native American groups in compliance with AB 52.

Project Description

The proposed Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project would extend the existing Metro Gold
Line, linking communities east of Los Angeles to the regional transit network. The Project area
consists of portions of eight incorporated cities, including Commerce, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, Santa Fe Springs, South El Monte, and Whittier, as well portions
of unincorporated Los Angeles County, including East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los



Nietos (see Attachment 1). Additional information can be found at the Project website at:
https://www.metro.net/projects/eastside_phase2/.

Attachment 1 also shows the following three build alternatives for light rail transit (LRT) in the
Project area:

» State Route 60 (SR 60) Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the existing Metro
Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of South El
Monte. It would include four aerial stations. The alignment would be located primarily along
the south side of the SR 60 Freeway right-of-way (ROW), except for a segment that would
run along the north side of SR 60 to avoid the OII Superfund Site in Monterey Park.

*  Washington Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the Metro Gold Line from the
existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of Whittier. It would include six
stations in a mix of underground, aerial and at-grade configurations. The alignment
configuration would also vary, transitioning from underground to aerial to at-grade along
various portions of the alternative. Design options for potential aerial configurations along
Washington Boulevard are also under consideration.

* Combined Alternative: This LRT alternative would be a combination of the SR 60 and
Washington Alternatives and would require infrastructure and operational elements that
would otherwise not be required if only one of the alternatives was operated as a “stand
alone” line. Specifically, the Combined Alternative would contain a wye junction in East Los
Angeles that would connect the SR 60 and Washington Alternatives, allowing train
movements between both alignments.

Consultation

If you have any information or concern regarding potential impacts on prehistoric sites, sacred
sites, and/or traditional cultural properties that would be relevant to this Project, please contact
Mary Nguyen (FTA) or Jenny Cristales-Cevallos (LACMTA) at the following addresses.

Mary Nguyen Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Environmental Protection Specialist Senior Manager, Transportation Planning
Federal Transit Administration, Region 9 Countywide Planning
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office Los Angeles County Metropolitan
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440 Transportation Authority
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467 One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you are interested in participating as a Consulting Party for this Project undertaking under the
AB 52 guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to the contact
information provided on the attached form (Attachment 2). On the form, include a statement of
demonstrated interest in pre-historic and/or historic resources associated with this Project.



If you would like additional information or have any questions about the Project, please feel free
to contact Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection Specialist, by phone (213) 202-3960 or by
email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

AN

Ray Tellis
Regional Adm1mstrator

Enclosures:
Attachment 1: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project Area and Alternatives
Attachment 2: Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
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Attachment 2
Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
Los Angeles County, California

O Yes, I, , wish to be a consulting party under
Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project. My demonstrated interest in
prehistoric and/or historic properties as associated with this Project undertaking is described as
follows:

Or;

0 No, I, , do not wish to be a consulting party
under Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project.

Date

Name of Organization:

Address:

Email Address:

Phone Number:

Please return to:

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning, Countywide Planning
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net



Q

U.s. Department REGION IX 90 7' Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440
. Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94103-6701 l.os Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit American Samoa, 415-734-9490 213-202-3950
Administration Northern Mariana Islands
DEC - 3 2019

Anthony Morales, Chairperson
Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel
Band of Mission Indians

P.O. Box 693

San Gabriel, CA, 91778

RE: Section 106 Consultation/AB 52 Notification
of Undertaking for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project, Los Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Morales:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is conducting consultation under the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) in Los Angeles County, California. LACMTA will seek
federal funds from FTA for the Project and therefore, the Project is a federal undertaking subject
to Section 106 of the NHPA. FTA is the federal lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and LACMTA serves as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). FTA is contacting
interested parties, including Native American tribes and consulting parties per 36 CFR Part
800.2(c) to identify prehistoric sites, sacred sites, and/or traditional cultural properties located in
the vicinity of the Project Area. You have been identified as a party with interest or knowledge
of the Project study area.

The Project is also subject to CEQA and consultation requirements under Assembly Bill (AB) 52
(Public Resources Code 21080.3.1) regarding Native American groups. As such, this letter also
serves to initiate consultation with Native American groups in compliance with AB 52.

Project Description

The proposed Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project would extend the existing Metro Gold
Line, linking communities east of Los Angeles to the regional transit network. The Project area
consists of portions of eight incorporated cities, including Commerce, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, Santa Fe Springs, South El Monte, and Whittier, as well portions
of unincorporated Los Angeles County, including East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los



Nietos (see Attachment 1). Additional information can be found at the Project website at:
https://www.metro.net/projects/eastside phase2/.

Attachment 1 also shows the following three build alternatives for light rail transit (LRT) in the
Project area:

» State Route 60 (SR 60) Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the existing Metro
Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of South El
Monte. It would include four aerial stations. The alignment would be located primarily along
the south side of the SR 60 Freeway right-of-way (ROW), except for a segment that would
run along the north side of SR 60 to avoid the OII Superfund Site in Monterey Park.

*  Washington Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the Metro Gold Line from the
existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of Whittier. It would include six
stations in a mix of underground, aerial and at-grade configurations. The alignment
configuration would also vary, transitioning from underground to aerial to at-grade along
various portions of the alternative. Design options for potential aerial configurations along
Washington Boulevard are also under consideration.

* Combined Alternative: This LRT alternative would be a combination of the SR 60 and
Washington Alternatives and would require infrastructure and operational elements that
would otherwise not be required if only one of the alternatives was operated as a “stand
alone” line. Specifically, the Combined Alternative would contain a wye junction in East Los
Angeles that would connect the SR 60 and Washington Alternatives, allowing train
movements between both alignments.

Consultation

If you have any information or concern regarding potential impacts on prehistoric sites, sacred
sites, and/or traditional cultural properties that would be relevant to this Project, please contact
Mary Nguyen (FTA) or Jenny Cristales-Cevallos (LACMTA) at the following addresses.

Mary Nguyen Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Environmental Protection Specialist Senior Manager, Transportation Planning
Federal Transit Administration, Region 9 Countywide Planning
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office Los Angeles County Metropolitan
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440 Transportation Authority
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467 One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you are interested in participating as a Consulting Party for this Project undertaking under the
AB 52 guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to the contact
information provided on the attached form (Attachment 2). On the form, include a statement of
demonstrated interest in pre-historic and/or historic resources associated with this Project.



If you would like additional information or have any questions about the Project, please feel free
to contact Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection Specialist, by phone (213) 202-3960 or by
email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

AN

Con Ray Tellis
Regional Admlnlstrator

Enclosures:
Attachment 1: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project Area and Alternatives
Attachment 2: Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
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Attachment 2
Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
Los Angeles County, California

O Yes, I, , wish to be a consulting party under
Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project. My demonstrated interest in
prehistoric and/or historic properties as associated with this Project undertaking is described as
follows:

Or;

O No, 1, , do not wish to be a consulting party
under Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project.

Date

Name of Organization:

Address:

Email Address:

Phone Number:

Please return to:

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning, Countywide Planning
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net



Q

U.S. Department REGION IX 90 7™ Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440
. Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94103-6701  Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit American Samoa, 415-734-9490 213-202-3950
Administration Northern Mariana Islands
DEC - 3 2019

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

RE: Section 106 Consultation/AB 52 Notification
of Undertaking for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project, Los Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Alvarez:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is conducting consultation under the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) in Los Angeles County, California. LACMTA will seek
federal funds from FTA for the Project and therefore, the Project is a federal undertaking subject
to Section 106 of the NHPA. FTA is the federal lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and LACMTA serves as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). FTA is contacting
interested parties, including Native American tribes and consulting parties per 36 CFR Part
800.2(c) to identify prehistoric sites, sacred sites, and/or traditional cultural properties located in
the vicinity of the Project Area. You have been identified as a party with interest or knowledge
of the Project study area.

The Project is also subject to CEQA and consultation requirements under Assembly Bill (AB) 52
(Public Resources Code 21080.3.1) regarding Native American groups. As such, this letter also
serves to initiate consultation with Native American groups in compliance with AB 52.

Project Description

The proposed Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project would extend the existing Metro Gold
Line, linking communities east of Los Angeles to the regional transit network. The Project area
consists of portions of eight incorporated cities, including Commerce, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, Santa Fe Springs, South El Monte, and Whittier, as well portions
of unincorporated Los Angeles County, including East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los
Nietos (see Attachment 1). Additional information can be found at the Project website at:
https://www.metro.net/projects/eastside_phase2/.



Attachment 1 also shows the following three build alternatives for light rail transit (LRT) in the
Project area:

State Route 60 (SR 60) Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the existing Metro
Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of South El
Monte. It would include four aerial stations. The alignment would be located primarily along
the south side of the SR 60 Freeway right-of-way (ROW), except for a segment that would
run along the north side of SR 60 to avoid the OII Superfund Site in Monterey Park.

Washington Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the Metro Gold Line from the
existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of Whittier. It would include six
stations in a mix of underground, aerial and at-grade configurations. The alignment
configuration would also vary, transitioning from underground to aerial to at-grade along
various portions of the alternative. Design options for potential aerial configurations along
Washington Boulevard are also under consideration.

Combined Alternative: This LRT alternative would be a combination of the SR 60 and
Washington Alternatives and would require infrastructure and operational elements that
would otherwise not be required if only one of the alternatives was operated as a “stand
alone” line. Specifically, the Combined Alternative would contain a wye junction in East Los
Angeles that would connect the SR 60 and Washington Alternatives, allowing train
movements between both alignments.

Consultation

If you have any information or concern regarding potential impacts on prehistoric sites, sacred
sites, and/or traditional cultural properties that would be relevant to this Project, please contact
Mary Nguyen (FTA) or Jenny Cristales-Cevallos (LACMTA) at the following addresses.

Mary Nguyen

Environmental Protection Specialist
Federal Transit Administration, Region 9
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office

888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning
Countywide Planning

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you are interested in participating as a Consulting Party for this Project undertaking under the
AB 52 guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to the contact
information provided on the attached form (Attachment 2). On the form, include a statement of
demonstrated interest in pre-historic and/or historic resources associated with this Project.



If you would like additional information or have any questions about the Project, please feel free

to contact Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection Specialist, by phone (213) 202-3960 or by
email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

%@&%Q ng k

Regional Administrator

Enclosures:

Attachment 1: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project Area and Alternatives
Attachment 2: Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
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Attachment 2
Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
Los Angeles County, California

O Yes, I, , wish to be a consulting party under
Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project. My demonstrated interest in
prehistoric and/or historic properties as associated with this Project undertaking is described as
follows:

Or;

O No, I, , do not wish to be a consulting party
under Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project.

Date

Name of Organization:

Address:

Email Address:

Phone Number:

Please return to:

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning, Countywide Planning
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net



Q

U.S. Department REGION IX 90 7" Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440
. Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94103-6701 Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit American Samoa, 415-734-9490 213-202-3950
Administration Northern Mariana Islands
DEC - 3 2019

Robert Dorame, Chairperson
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of
California Tribal Council
P.O. Box 490

Bellflower, CA, 90707

RE: Section 106 Consultation/AB 52 Notification
of Undertaking for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project, Los Angeles County, California

Dear Mr. Dorame:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is conducting consultation under the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) in Los Angeles County, California. LACMTA will seek
federal funds from FTA for the Project and therefore, the Project is a federal undertaking subject
to Section 106 of the NHPA. FTA is the federal lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and LACMTA serves as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). FTA is contacting
interested parties, including Native American tribes and consulting parties per 36 CFR Part
800.2(c) to identify prehistoric sites, sacred sites, and/or traditional cultural properties located in
the vicinity of the Project Area. You have been identified as a party with interest or knowledge
of the Project study area.

The Project is also subject to CEQA and consultation requirements under Assembly Bill (AB) 52
(Public Resources Code 21080.3.1) regarding Native American groups. As such, this letter also
serves to initiate consultation with Native American groups in compliance with AB 52.

Project Description

The proposed Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project would extend the existing Metro Gold
Line, linking communities east of Los Angeles to the regional transit network. The Project area
consists of portions of eight incorporated cities, including Commerce, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, Santa Fe Springs, South El Monte, and Whittier, as well portions
of unincorporated Los Angeles County, including East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los



Nietos (see Attachment 1). Additional information can be found at the Project website at:
https://www.metro.net/projects/eastside phase2/.

Attachment 1 also shows the following three build alternatives for light rail transit (LRT) in the
Project area:

» State Route 60 (SR 60) Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the existing Metro
Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of South El
Monte. It would include four aerial stations. The alignment would be located primarily
along the south side of the SR 60 Freeway right-of-way (ROW), except for a segment that
would run along the north side of SR 60 to avoid the OII Superfund Site in Monterey Park.

» Washington Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the Metro Gold Line from the
existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of Whittier. It would include six
stations in a mix of underground, aerial and at-grade configurations. The alignment
configuration would also vary, transitioning from underground to aerial to at-grade along
various portions of the alternative. Design options for potential aerial configurations along
Washington Boulevard are also under consideration.

* Combined Alternative: This LRT alternative would be a combination of the SR 60 and
Washington Alternatives and would require infrastructure and operational elements that
would otherwise not be required if only one of the alternatives was operated as a “stand
alone” line. Specifically, the Combined Alternative would contain a wye junction in East
Los Angeles that would connect the SR 60 and Washington Alternatives, allowing train
movements between both alignments.

Consultation

If you have any information or concern regarding potential impacts on prehistoric sites, sacred
sites, and/or traditional cultural properties that would be relevant to this Project, please contact
Mary Nguyen (FTA) or Jenny Cristales-Cevallos (LACMTA) at the following addresses.

Mary Nguyen Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Environmental Protection Specialist Senior Manager, Transportation Planning
Federal Transit Administration, Region 9 Countywide Planning
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office Los Angeles County Metropolitan
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440 Transportation Authority
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467 One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you are interested in participating as a Consulting Party for this Project undertaking under the
AB 52 guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to the contact
information provided on the attached form (Attachment 2). On the form, include a statement of
demonstrated interest in pre-historic and/or historic resources associated with this Project.



If you would like additional information or have any questions about the Project, please feel free
to contact Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection Specialist, by phone (213) 202-3960 or by
email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

@@ O“”\%

Regional Administrator

Enclosures:
Attachment 1: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project Area and Alternatives
Attachment 2: Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
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Attachment 2
Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
Los Angeles County, California

O Yes, I, , wish to be a consulting party under
Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project. My demonstrated interest in
prehistoric and/or historic properties as associated with this Project undertaking is described as
follows:

Or;

O No, I, , do not wish to be a consulting party
under Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project.

Date

Name of Organization:

Address:

Email Address:

Phone Number:

Please return to:

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning, Countywide Planning
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net



Q

U.S. Department REGION IX 90 7" Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440
. Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco, CA 94103-6701  Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit American Samoa, 415-734-9490 213-202-3950
Administration Northern Mariana Islands DE
C-3209

Sandonne Goad, Chairperson
Gabrielino /Tongva Nation

106 1/2 Judge John Aiso Street, #231
Los Angeles, CA, 90012

RE: Section 106 Consultation/AB 52 Notification
of Undertaking for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project, Los Angeles County, California

Dear Chairperson Goad:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is conducting consultation under the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) in Los Angeles County, California. LACMTA will seek
federal funds from FTA for the Project and therefore, the Project is a federal undertaking subject
to Section 106 of the NHPA. FTA is the federal lead agency under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and LACMTA serves as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) in the preparation of a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). FTA is contacting
interested parties, including Native American tribes and consulting parties per 36 CFR Part
800.2(c) to identify prehistoric sites, sacred sites, and/or traditional cultural properties located in
the vicinity of the Project Area. You have been identified as a party with interest or knowledge
of the Project study area.

The Project is also subject to CEQA and consultation requirements under Assembly Bill (52) 52
(Public Resources Code 21080.3.1) regarding Native American groups. As such, this letter also
serves to initiate consultation with Native American groups in compliance with AB 52.

Project Description

The proposed Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project would extend the existing Metro Gold
Line, linking communities east of Los Angeles to the regional transit network. The Project area
consists of portions of eight incorporated cities, including Commerce, Montebello, Monterey
Park, Pico Rivera, Rosemead, Santa Fe Springs, South El Monte, and Whittier, as well portions
of unincorporated Los Angeles County, including East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los
Nietos (see Attachment 1). Additional information can be found at the Project website at:
https://www.metro.net/projects/eastside phase2/.



Attachment 1 also shows the following three build alternatives for light rail transit (LRT) in the
Project area:

State Route 60 (SR 60) Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the existing Metro
Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of South El
Monte. It would include four aerial stations. The alignment would be located primarily along
the south side of the SR 60 Freeway right-of-way (ROW), except for a segment that would
run along the north side of SR 60 to avoid the OII Superfund Site in Monterey Park.

Washington Alternative: This LRT alternative would extend the Metro Gold Line from the
existing Atlantic Station in East Los Angeles to the City of Whittier. It would include six
stations in a mix of underground, aerial and at-grade configurations. The alignment
configuration would also vary, transitioning from underground to aerial to at-grade along
various portions of the alternative. Design options for potential aerial configurations along
Washington Boulevard are also under consideration.

Combined Alternative: This LRT alternative would be a combination of the SR 60 and
Washington Alternatives and would require infrastructure and operational elements that
would otherwise not be required if only one of the alternatives was operated as a “stand
alone” line. Specifically, the Combined Alternative would contain a wye junction in East Los
Angeles that would connect the SR 60 and Washington Alternatives, allowing train
movements between both alignments.

Consultation

If you have any information or concern regarding potential impacts on prehistoric sites, sacred
sites, and/or traditional cultural properties that would be relevant to this Project, please contact
Mary Nguyen (FTA) or Jenny Cristales-Cevallos (LACMTA) at the following addresses.

Mary Nguyen

Environmental Protection Specialist
Federal Transit Administration, Region 9
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office

888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning
Countywide Planning

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you are interested in participating as a Consulting Party for this Project undertaking under the
AB 52 guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to the contact
information provided on the attached form (Attachment 2). On the form, include a statement of
demonstrated interest in pre-historic and/or historic resources associated with this Project.



If you would like additional information or have any questions about the Project, please feel free
to contact Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection Specialist, by phone (213) 202-3960 or by
email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely, \

(2 Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Enclosures:
Attachment 1: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project Area and Alternatives
Attachment 2: Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
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Attachment 2
Assembly Bill 52 Consulting Parties Form
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
Los Angeles County, California

O Yes, I, , wish to be a consulting party under
Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project. My demonstrated interest in
prehistoric and/or historic properties as associated with this Project undertaking is described as
follows:

Or;

O No, I, , do not wish to be a consulting party
under Assembly Bill 52 for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project.

Date

Name of Organization:

Address:

Email Address:

Phone Number:

Please return to:

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Senior Manager, Transportation Planning, Countywide Planning
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net
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Attachment C - Records Search Results (Confidential)

ATTACHMENT C — RECORDS SEARCH
RESULTS (CONFIDENTIAL)

This attachment is confidential and not part of the EIR pursuant
to PRC Section 21082.3(c)(1)).

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Attachment D — Survey Results - DPR 523 Forms

ATTACHMENT D — SURVEY RESULTS - DPR
523 FORMS

June 2022 Recirculated Draft EIR



State of California - The Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#

PR'MARY RECORD Trinomial

NRHP Status Code__ 3S; 3CS

Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date

Page 1 of 30 *Resource Name or #: (Assigned by recorder) Vail Field Industrial Addition

P1. Other Identifier: Vail Field
*P2. Location: [ Not for Publication Unrestricted *a. County: Los Angeles
*h.USGS 7.5' Quad Los Angeles T T3S; RR12W; Vs of ¥ of Sec; M.D.B.M.
Address Multiple City Commerce Zip 90040
¢. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone 11S; 394982.11 m E/ 3763576.46 m N
11S; 395514.47 m E/ 3763542.96 m N
11S;394821.53 m E/ 3761716.08 m N
11S; 394340.97 m E /3762301.48 m N
e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, efc., as appropriate) Assessor's Parcel Number (APN): (See District
Record

*P3a.  Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)
(SEE DISTRICT RECORD)

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) HP8. Industrial building; HP29. Landscape architecture; HP30. Trees/vegetation

*P4. Resources Present: O Building OStructure CIObject OSite XIDistrict CDElement of District O Other (Isolates, etc.)

P5b.  Description of Photo: (view, date, accession
#) Photograph 1. View of landscape elements at
6489 Corvette Street, camera facing east
12/18/2019

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and Source:
[XIHistoric COPrehistoric C1Both 1950-1960

*P7. Owner and Address:
Multiple

*P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, address)

M. Wilson, AECOM, 401 West A Street, Suite 1200,
San Diego, CA 92101

*P9. Date Recorded: January 7, 2020

P5a. ho‘to or Drawing

e

*P10. Survey Type: Intensive

*P11. Report Citation: Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Cultural Resources Technical Memorandum
Prepared by AECOM, 2021.

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required information



State of California X Natural Resources Agency Primary#

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#
DISTRICT RECORD Trinomial
Page 2 of 30 *NRHP Status Code 3S; 3CS

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) Vail Field Industrial Addition

D1. Historic Name: Vail Field; Western Air Express Airport; Central Manufacturing District
D2. Common Name: None

*D3. Detailed Description (Discuss overall coherence of the district, its setting, visual characteristics, and minor
features. List all elements of district.):

The Vail Field Industrial Addition is a cohesive and intact geographical district that is distinctive as a planned industrial park with Mid-
Century Modern-style architectural features, intentional landscape elements, and a truck and rail access plan. The industrial park was
built following a type of distribution system that was designed to centralize manufacturing and processing industries at the juncture of
major railroads and highways. The subdivision was primarily developed between 1951 and 1960, with some later infill construction
and redevelopments from 1960 to the present. Part of the larger, regional Central Manufacturing District that roughly spans from
Vernon in the west to Commerce in the east, the setting of the Vail Field Industrial Addition is suburban industrial. The site of the
addition is adjacent to Union Pacific RR, BNSF RR, and the Santa Ana Freeway. Visually, the district is characterized as an industrial
park with large, sprawling buildings featuring diverse modemistic architectural influences, including International Style, Futurist, and
Contemporary elements on eclectic fagades, as well as landscape features that accentuate the unconventional industrial aesthetic
with garden-like features. Washington Boulevard is the main throughfare which bisects the district, with Telegraph Road and Malt
Avenue/Garfield Avenue providing major freight access to the south and east. The district exclusively includes industrial properties
that generally contain one- to two-story buildings with concrete walls and flat roofs and expansive square footage. The district features
a level topography with parcel lots organized around a grid pattern of roads with parallel railways that curve and loop at the periphery
of the district. The facilities are characterized by the dual access to the former internal railway network behind the buildings and streets
at the front. The district's hardscape features include paved roads, surface parking lots, and railroad alignments. The district’s setting,
plan, and landscape have undergone minor changes since it was originally constructed. Landscape elements evidence within the
district include landscaped lawns, trees, shrubs, planters, tropical plants, ornamental topiaries, climbing vines, rose bushes, and
ornamental rocks.

Character-Defining Features

e Industrial Buildings, including one- to two-story factories, warehouses, and combination buildings with offices and
warehouses

o  Flat roofs with no overhang

o  Elaborated primary entrances including cantilevered porch roofs, fabricated metal porch supports, projecting accent
wallls, blade signs, angled storefronts, and recessed entrances.

e Location along railway network with utilitarian access at rear of buildings

e Mid-Century Modern construction materials, including tilt-up concrete construction, CMU construction, reinforced
concrete construction

e  Mid-Century Modern ornamentation, including stone veneer accents, ceramic tile accents, breeze block, and stack bond

brick, streamlined concrete features

Steel industrial ribbon windows

Louvered vents along windows

Steel roof and bowstring construction

Landscaped lawns, trees, shrubs, planters, tropical plants, ornamental topiaries, climbing vines, rose bushes, and

ornamental rocks.

As a result of this preliminary district survey, 40 contributors (Table 1), 20 noncontributors (Table 2), and 41 potential contributors that
require further investigation and evaluation (Table 3) have been identified. DPR 523 A Primary Records and DPR 523 B BSO Records
for the district resources are appended to this district record. The map reference numbers in each table correlate to the district map.

Several important industrial and manufacturing companies established facilities in the industrial hub. The Goodyear Tire and
Rubber Company warehouse (2353 Garfield Avenue) is representative of suburban development throughout the region. The facility
met Southern California consumers’ exploding demand for automotive products during the district's heyday (1952 to 1960) until
being replaced by suburban manufacturing locations in Orange and Riverside counties in the early 1960s (Los Angeles Times

DPR 523D (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)



State of California X Natural Resources Agency Primary#

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#
DISTRICT RECORD Trinomial
Page 3 of 30 *NRHP Status Code 3S; 3CS

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) Vail Field Industrial Addition

1960). The Pacific Metals Building (2187 Garfield Avenue) developed in conjunction with the increasing demand for specialty
metals. Other steel companies within the district include: the Marwais Steel Company (6466 Gayhart Street), the Bralco Metals
Company (6489 Corvette Street), and the Colorado Fuel & Iron Corporation (2444 Saybrook Avenue), which moved its
headquarters to the Vail Field Industrial Addition in 1954. At that time, the Colorado Fuel & Iron Corporation was the ninth largest
steel producer in the nation (Los Angeles Times 1954). In addition, 6409 Gayhart Street, originally a distribution center for
pharmaceutical manufacturers Merck, Sharp & Dohme, was at the time the company’s largest domestic branch installation ever
constructed (Los Angeles Times 1958). For examples of existing conditions, see Photographs 1 through 12.

The non-contributing buildings and structures (see Table 2) were constructed outside of the period of significance (1951 to 1960),
so they do not contribute to the historical significance of the district, or they have been substantially modified and no longer convey
the character of the district's period of significance. Primarily, the non-contributing buildings and structures have experienced major
alterations and subsequent construction episodes outside of the district's period of significance, which have altered the form,
materials, and visual feel of the property. Many of the properties no longer have their character-defining features or major original
and historic-period materials, elements, and arrangements. Lastly, the non-contributing resources lack architectural distinction.
The non-contributing resources are located throughout the district.

The preliminary district survey also identified 41 properties within the potential historic district boundary (see Table 3) that could
contribute to the district’s significance from the period of significance. However, these properties require further investigation to
evaluate their eligibility for listing in the NRHP/CRHR as contributors to the potential historic district.

DPR 523D (Rev. 1/1995)(Word 9/2013)



State of California X Natural Resources Agency Primary#
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#
DISTRICT RECORD Trinomial
Page 4 of 30 *NRHP Status Code 3S; 3CS

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) Vail Field Industrial Addition

Table 1. Contributing Resources

Map Parcel Address Construction Date | Eligibility
Reference
Number
74 6336011007 2343 Saybrook Avenue 1956 3D; 3CD
75 6336010013 2401 Saybrook Avenue 1955 3D; 3CD
76 6336010014 2425 Saybrook Avenue 1955 3D; 3CD
15 6336014024 6415 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
16 6336014023 6445 Fleet Street 1955 3D; 3CD
17 6336014022 6459 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
18 6336014021 2041 Davie Avenue 1956 3D; 3CD
27 6336012016 6400 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
26 6336012017 6440 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
25 6336012018 6444 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
24 6336012019 6466 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
23 6336012020 6490 Fleet Street 1954 3D; 3CD
29, 30 6336012021; 6415 Corvette Street 1955 3D; 3CD
6336012022
31 6336012023 6465 Corvette Street 1954 3D; 3CD
32 6336012024 6489 Corvette Street 1954 3D; 3CD
43 6336012030 6400 Corvette Street 1956 3D; 3CD
42 6336012031 6436 Cor