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ES.0 Executive Summary

This Community Impact Assessment (CIA) includes an evaluation of the affected environment
and potential effects of the No Action Alternative and the Build Alternative on the communities
and neighborhoods within the Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Link Union Station (Link US)
Project (Project or proposed action) study area, socioeconomic planning area, and Environmental
Justice (EJ) study area. This CIA was prepared using the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) Standard Environmental Reference, Environmental Handbook, Volume 4 — Community
Impact Assessment (Caltrans 2011) as a guide. In particular, this CIA addresses the following
topics:

e Compatibility with existing land uses

¢ Consistency with applicable state, regional, and local plans and programs

o Effects on community facilities, parks and recreational facilities, and public services

¢ Changes in community character or cohesion

o Effects on mobility and access, including impacts on traffic and pedestrian/bicycle facilities

o Effects on utilities and communication providers

e Economic effects

o Effects on EJ communities

o Growth-related effects
Based on the evaluation in this CIA, implementation of the Build Alternative would result in
potential adverse effects related to land use compatibility, emergency response times, conflicts
with existing plans that promote active transportation and efficient goods movements, hazardous
materials/soils and worker safety, historic properties, and utility service interruptions. The

following mitigation measures (described in Chapter 7.0) would be implemented to mitigate
potential adverse effects:

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce adverse effects associated
with land use compatibility:

¢ Mitigation Measure TR-1: Prepare a Construction Traffic Management Plan (TMP)
e Mitigation Measure AQ-1: Fugitive Dust Control

e Mitigation Measure AQ-2: United States (U.S.) Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA)
Tier 4 Exhaust Emission Standards and Renewable Diesel Fuel for Off-Road Equipment

¢ Mitigation Measure AQ-3, Adaptive Air Quality Mitigation Plan

e Mitigation Measure AES-1: Aesthetic Treatments
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e Mitigation Measure AES-2: Minimize Nighttime Work and Screen Direct Lighting (during
construction)

e Mitigation Measure AES-3: Screen Direct Lighting and Glare (from permanent lighting and
canopies)

e Mitigation Measure NV-1: Construct Sound Wall (at William Mead Homes and Care First
Village)

e Mitigation Measure NV-2: Employ Noise- and Vibration-Reducing Measures during
Construction

o Mitigation Measure NV-3: Prepare a Community Notification Plan for Project Construction

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce adverse effects on public
services associated with emergency response times:

e Mitigation Measure TR-1: Prepare a Construction TMP

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce adverse effects associated with
conflicts with existing plans:

e Mitigation Measure LU-1: Enhance Neighborhood Connectivity
¢ Mitigation Measure TR-3: Implement Malabar Yard Railroad Improvements in the City of
Vernon (46th Street and 49th Street)

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce adverse effects associated
with human health and environmental conditions within EJ and non-EJ communities during
construction:

e Mitigation Measure HWQ-1: Prepare and Implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP)

e Mitigation Measure HWQ-2: Final Water Quality Best Management Practice (BMP)
Selection (Caltrans Right-of-Way [ROW])

e Mitigation Measure HWQ-3: Final Water Quality BMP Selection (Railroad ROW)
¢ Mitigation Measure HWQ-4: Final Water Quality BMP Selection (City of Los Angeles)
e Mitigation Measure HWQ-5: Comply with Local Dewatering Requirements

e Mitigation Measure HWQ-6: Comply with Local Dewatering Requirements for
Contaminated Sites

e Mitigation Measure HWQ-7: Prepare and Implement Industrial SWPPP for Relocated,
Regulated Industrial Uses

e Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Prepare a Construction Hazardous Materials Management
Plan
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¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prepare a Project-wide Phase Il Environmental Site
Assessment (ESA; based on completed Phase | ESA)

¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Prepare a General Construction Soil Management Plan

¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ-4: Prepare Parcel-Specific Soil Management Plans and Health
and Safety Plans (HASP)

o Mitigation Measure HAZ-5: Land Use Covenant (LUC) Sites and Coordination with the
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)

e Mitigation Measure HAZ-6: Halt Construction Work if Potentially Hazardous
Materials/Abandoned Oil Wells are Encountered

¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ-7: Compliance with the City of Los Angeles Building Code
Methane Regulation

¢ Mitigation Measure HAZ-8: Pre-Demoilition Investigation
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would mitigate adverse effects on cultural
and paleontological resources; however, adverse effects on LAUS, the Vignes Street
Undercrossing, the North Main Street Bridge, Archaeological Site P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H), and paleontological resources would remain unavoidable after implementation
of the Build Alternative:

e Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Archeological Treatment Plan (ATP)

e Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Built Environment Treatment Plan (BETP)

o Mitigation Measure PAL-1: Paleontological Mitigation Plan (PMP)

o Mitigation Measure PAL-2: Paleontological Worker Environmental Awareness
Program (WEAP) Training

o Mitigation Measure PAL-3: Curation
The Build Alternative is anticipated to result in improved operational efficiency, capacity, flexibility,
and connectivity for trains using LAUS, which would provide a wide range of beneficial impacts

on the community as a whole and to transit users especially. A summary of the beneficial effects
are as follows:

e Improved regional connectivity with one seat rides to key destinations in Southern
California.

o Reduced train idling times resulting in shorter wait times and emissions reductions per
train, improving the air quality within the Project study area.

e Creation of future retail and transit serving amenities.
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Improved pedestrian access to the train platforms and capacity for passengers connecting
to various rail/transit services at LAUS with enhanced accessibility for passengers with
disabilities.

Mitigation is proposed to reduce train noise at William Mead Homes and Care First Village,
two EJ communities. These communities are adjacent to the rail corridor and do not
currently have any sound walls for existing train traffic.

Improved pedestrian and bicycle facilities, linkages to surrounding neighborhoods, and
access to transit.

Increased tax revenues generated, along with higher employment and labor income,

specifically:

o Increased annual local government revenues $4.0 million (in 2019 dollars) during
operation of the Build Alternative

o Creation of more than 23,000 job-years in Los Angeles County during the construction
phase for the Build Alternative

o Creation of up to 146 new full-time equivalent positions (including 96 retail jobs) at the
concourse in the opening year

o Creation of an additional 25 full-time equivalent positions associated with expanded
Metrolink and Amtrak services and the introduction of California High-Speed Rail
Authority (CHSRA) service after the opening year

Indirect contribution to cumulative benefits for the region, including a reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions and vehicle miles traveled in the region.

Remediation of hazardous materials sites within the Project study area.
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1.0 Introduction

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), as the owner of LAUS, is
proposing the infrastructure improvements associated with the Link US Project (Project or
proposed action) to address existing capacity constraints at LAUS. For the purposes of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Metro is serving as the local Project sponsor and joint
lead agency.

Pursuant to 23 United States Code (USC) Section 327 and a memorandum of understanding
(MOU) between the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the State of California, effective
July 23, 2019, under a program known as NEPA Assignment, CHSRA is responsible for the
federal review and approval of environmental documents for projects on the high-speed rail (HSR)
system and other passenger rail projects that directly connect to the HSR system, including the
Link US Project. For the purposes of the environmental impact statement (EIS) being prepared,
CHSRA is serving as the federal lead agency with NEPA responsibilities pursuant to the
requirements of the NEPA Assignment MOU. CHSRA and Metro are preparing the EIS in
compliance with NEPA (42 USC Section 4321 et seq.), the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500—
1508), FRA's Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (FRA’s Environmental
Procedures) (Federal Register 64(101), 28545-28556, May 26, 1999), 23 USC Section 139, and
the NEPA Assignment MOU." 2

Pursuant to the MOU requirements between FRA and the State of California, FRA’s
Environmental Procedures are being used to determine environmental effects of the No Action
Alternative and the Build Alternative.

Below is an overview of the purpose and need, the Project study area, the No Action Alternative,
and the major components associated with the on-site infrastructure improvements proposed at
and within the vicinity of LAUS that are associated with the Build Alternative considered in the
EIS.

' While this environmental document was being prepared, Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) adopted
new NEPA compliance regulations (23 CFR 771). Those regulations only apply to actions initiated after
November 28, 2018. See 23 CFR 771.109(a)(4). Because this environmental document was initiated
prior to that date, it remains subject to FRA’s Environmental Procedures rather than the Part 771
regulations.

2 The CEQ issued new regulations, effective April 20, 2022, updating the NEPA implementing procedures
at 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508. However, because this environmental document was initiated prior to the
effective date, it is not subject to the new regulations and CHSRA is relying on the regulations as they
existed on the date of the initial Notice of Intent, May 31, 2016. Therefore, all citations to CEQ regulations
in this environmental document refer to the 1978 regulations and the 1986 amendment, 51 Federal
Register 15618 (April 25, 1986).
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1.1 Purpose

The purpose of the proposed action is to increase the regional and intercity rail service capacity
of LAUS and to improve schedule reliability at LAUS through the implementation of a run-through
tracks configuration and elimination of the current stub end tracks configuration while preserving
current levels of freight rail operations, accommodating the planned HSR system in Southern
California, increasing the passenger/pedestrian capacity and enhancing the safety of LAUS
through the implementation of a new passenger concourse, meeting the multi-modal
transportation demands at LAUS.

1.2 Need

The need for the proposed action is generated by the forecasted increase in regional population
and employment; implementation of federal, state, and regional transportation plans (RTP) that
provide for increased operational frequency for regional and intercity trains; and introduction of
the planned HSR system in Southern California. Localized operational, safety, and accessibility
upgrades in and around LAUS will be required to meet existing demand and future growth.

1.3 Project Location and Study Area

The Build Alternative consists of infrastructure improvements in Downtown Los Angeles in the
vicinity of LAUS (Figure 1-1). LAUS is located at 800 Alameda Street in the City of Los Angeles,
California. LAUS is bounded by United States Highway 101 (US-101) to the south, Alameda
Street to the west, Cesar Chavez Avenue to the north, and Vignes Street to the east. The northern
Project limit is at North Main Street (Mile Post 1.18) and the southern Project limit is in the vicinity
of Control Point (CP) Olympic, south of Interstate 10 and Olympic Boulevard (Mile Post 142.70).

Figure 1-2 depicts the Project study area, which is generally used to characterize the affected
environment, unless otherwise specified, and provide a geographic context for the existing and
proposed infrastructure improvements at and within the vicinity of LAUS. The Project study area
includes three main segments (Segment 1: Throat Segment, Segment 2: Concourse Segment,
and Segment 3: Run-Through Segment). The existing conditions within each segment are
summarized north to south below:

o Segment 1: Throat Segment — This segment, known as the LAUS throat, includes CP
Chavez and the area north of the platforms at the LAUS rail yard, from North Main Street
at the north to Cesar Chavez Avenue at the south. In the throat segment, all arriving and
departing trains are required to traverse through a complex network of lead tracks,
switches, and crossovers. Five lead tracks provide access into and out of the rail yard,
except for one location near the Vignes Street Bridge, where it reduces to four lead tracks.
Currently, special track work consisting of multiple turnouts and double-slip switches are
used in the throat to direct trains into and out of the appropriate assigned terminal platform
tracks. The Garden Tracks (stub-end tracks where private train cars are currently stored)
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are also located just north of the platforms. Land uses in the vicinity of the throat segment
are residential, industrial, and institutional.

o Segment 2: Concourse Segment — This segment is between Cesar Chavez Avenue and
US-101 and includes LAUS, the rail yard, the East Portal Building, the baggage handling
building with associated parking areas and access roads, the ticketing/waiting halls, and
the 28-foot-wide pedestrian passageway with connecting ramps and stairways below the
rail yard. Land uses in the vicinity of the concourse segment are residential, commercial,
and public.

¢ Segment 3: Run-Through Segment — This segment is south of LAUS and extends east
to west from Alameda Street to the west bank of the Los Angeles River and north to south
from Keller Yard to CP Olympic. This segment includes US-101, the Commercial
Street/Ducommun Street corridor, Metro Red and Purple Lines Maintenance Yard
(Division 20 Rail Yard), BNSF Railway (BNSF) West Bank Yard, Keller Yard, the main line
tracks on the west bank of the Los Angeles River from Keller Yard to CP Olympic, and the
Amtrak lead track connecting the main line tracks with Amtrak’s Los Angeles Maintenance
Facility in the vicinity of 8th Street. Land uses in the vicinity of the run-through segment
are primarily industrial and manufacturing.

The Project study area has a dense street network ranging from major highways to local city
streets. The roadways within the Project study area include the EI Monte Busway, US-101, Bolero
Lane, Leroy Street, Bloom Street, Cesar Chavez Avenue, Commercial Street, Ducommun Street,
Jackson Street, East Temple Street, Banning Street, First Street, Alameda Street, Garey Street,
Vignes Street, Main Street, Aliso Street, Avila Street, Bauchet Street, and Center Street.
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Figure 1-1. Project Location and Regional Vicinity
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Figure 1-2. Project Study Area
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1.4 Project Alternatives

The EIS includes an evaluation of the No Action Alternative and one build alternative (Build
Alternative). The Build Alternative would include, but not be limited to, new lead tracks north of
LAUS (Segment 1: Throat Segment), an elevated throat and rail yard with concourse-related
improvements at LAUS (Segment 2: Concourse Segment), and 10 run-through tracks south of
LAUS (Segment 3: Run-Through Segment).

1.4.1 No Action Alternative

NEPA (40 CFR 1502.14(d)) requires federal agencies to include an analysis of “the alternative of
no action.” For NEPA purposes, the No Action Alternative is the baseline against which the effects
of implementing the Build Alternative is evaluated against to determine the extent of
environmental and community effects. For the No Action Alternative, the baseline year is 2016,
and the horizon year is 2040.

The No Action Alternative represents the future conditions that would occur if the proposed
infrastructure improvements and the operational capacity enhancements at LAUS were not
implemented. The No Action Alternative reflects the foreseeable effects of growth planned for the
area in conjunction with other existing, planned, and reasonably foreseeable projects and
infrastructure improvements in the Los Angeles area, as identified in planning documents
prepared by Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Metro, and/or Metrolink,
including the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) (SCAG 2023), Final
2008 Regional Comprehensive Plan (SCAG 2008), and the 2020 RTP/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (SCS): Connect SoCal (SCAG 2020).

Conditions in the Project study area would remain similar to the existing condition, as described
below:

o Segment 1: Throat Segment — Trains would continue to operate on five lead tracks that
do not currently accommodate the planned HSR system. The tracks north of LAUS would
remain at the current elevation, and the Vignes Street Bridge and Cesar Chavez Avenue
Bridge would remain in place.

e Segment 2: Concourse Segment — LAUS would not be transformed from a stub-end
tracks station into a run-through tracks station, and the 28-foot-wide pedestrian
passageway would be retained in its current configuration. No modifications to the existing
passenger circulation routes or addition of vertical circulation elements (VCE; escalators
and elevators) at LAUS would occur.

e Segment 3: Run-Through Segment — Commercial Street would remain in its existing
configuration, and implementation of active transportation improvements would likely be
implemented along Center Street in concert with the Connect US Action Plan (Metro
2015). No modifications to the BNSF West Bank Yard would occur.
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1.4.2

Build Alternative

The key components associated with the Build Alternative are summarized north to south below:

Segment 1: Throat Segment (lead tracks and throat track reconstruction) — The Build
Alternative includes subgrade and structural improvements in Segment 1 of the Project
study area (throat segment) to increase the elevation of the tracks leading to the rail yard.
The Build Alternative includes the addition of one new lead track in the throat segment for
a total of six lead tracks to facilitate enhanced operations for regional/intercity rail trains
(Metrolink/Amtrak) and future operations for HSR trains within a shared track alignment.
Regional/intercity and HSR trains would share the two western lead tracks in the throat
segment. The existing railroad bridges in the throat segment at Vignes Street and Cesar
Chavez Avenue would also be reconstructed. North of CP Chavez on the west bank of
the Los Angeles River, the Build Alternative also includes safety improvements at the Main
Street public at-grade railroad crossing (medians, restriping, signals, and pedestrian and
vehicular gate systems) to facilitate future implementation of a quiet zone by the City of
Los Angeles.

Segment 2: Concourse Segment (elevated rail yard and expanded passageway) —
The Build Alternative includes an elevated rail yard and expansion of the existing
28-foot-wide pedestrian passageway in Segment 2 of the Project study area (concourse
segment). The rail yard would be elevated approximately 15 feet. New passenger
platforms would be constructed on the elevated rail yard with associated VCEs (stairs,
escalators, and elevators) to enhance safety elements and improve Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility. Platform 1, serving the Gold Line, would be
lengthened, and elevated to optimize east to west passenger circulation. The pedestrian
passageway would be expanded at the current grade to a 140-foot width to accommodate
a substantial increase in passenger capacity with new functionally modern passenger
amenities while providing points of safety to meet applicable California Building Code
(CBC) and National Fire Protection Association 130 Standards for Fixed Guideway Transit
Systems. The expanded passageway and associated concourse improvements would
facilitate enhanced passenger circulation and provide space for ancillary support functions
(back-of-house uses, baggage handling, etc.), transit-serving retail, and office/commercial
uses while creating an opportunity for an outdoor, community-oriented space with new
plazas east and west of the elevated rail yard (East and West Plazas). Amtrak ticketing
and baggage check-in services would be enhanced, and new baggage carousels would
be constructed in a centralized location under the rail yard. A canopy would be constructed
over the West Plaza up to 70 feet in height, and two design options are considered for
canopies that would extend over the rail yard (Section 1.4.3).

Segment 3: Run-Through Segment (10 run-through tracks) — The Build Alternative
includes 10 new run-through tracks south of LAUS in Segment 3 of the Project study area
(run-through segment). The Build Alternative includes common rail infrastructure from
LAUS to the west bank of the Los Angeles River (vicinity of First Street Bridge) to support
run-through tracks for both regional/intercity rail trains and future HSR trains. At the BNSF
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West Bank Yard, dedicated lead tracks for Amtrak trains and BNSF trains, in combination
with implementation of common rail infrastructure would result in permanent loss of freight
rail storage track capacity at the north end of BNSF West Bank Yard (5,500 track feet).

The Build Alternative would also require modifications to US-101 and local streets (including
potential street closures and geometric modifications); improvements to railroad signal, positive
train control, and communication systems; modifications to the Gold Line light rail platform and
tracks; modifications to the main line tracks on the west bank of the Los Angeles River;
modifications to the Amtrak lead track; addition of access roadways to the railroad ROW; land
acquisitions; addition of utilities; utility relocations, replacements, and abandonments; and
addition of drainage facilities/water quality improvements.

1.4.3 Rail Yard Canopy Design Options

Two design options for canopies over the elevated platforms in the rail yard are considered in
conjunction with the concourse-related improvements as part of the Build Alternative.

¢ Rail Yard Canopy Design Option 1 (individual canopies) — This design option would
include replacing the existing historic butterfly canopies with individual canopies above
each platform. New individual canopies would extend up to 25 feet above each platform
and would be similar in form to the existing butterfly canopies but sized to fit the widened
and lengthened platforms. Platform lengths would vary between 450 and 1,445 feet.
Platforms would be up to 30 feet wide.

¢ Rail Yard Canopy Design Option 2 (grand canopy) — This design option would include
replacing the existing historic butterfly canopies with a large grand canopy that would
extend up to 75 feet above the elevated rail yard platforms. The grand canopy would be
up to 1,500 feet long and wide enough to provide cover over all elevated platforms in the
rail yard.

1.5 Project Implementation Approach

The implementation of infrastructure improvements would generally occur in three main phases
that are evaluated as scenario years in the EIS: the interim condition, the full build-out condition
and the full build-out with HSR condition. The infrastructure improvements for each of these
scenarios are described below.

1.51 Interim Condition

The interim condition is when the run-through track infrastructure south of LAUS and the
associated signal modifications, property acquisitions, and civil/structural improvements to
facilitate new run-through service would be implemented. The interim condition does not include
new lead tracks north of LAUS, or the elevated rail yard and new concourse-related improvements
at LAUS. The interim condition aligns with a construction completion date as early as 2026.
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A summary of the proposed activities associated with the interim condition is provided below.

Acquire properties south of LAUS within the Project footprint.
Relocate utilities north and south of LAUS.

Acquire a portion of the BNSF West Bank Yard (majority north of First Street) and remove
5,500 feet of existing storage tracks at BNSF West Bank Yard.

Construct special track work and modify signal/communication infrastructure north of
LAUS.

Construct a run-through track ramp on the southern extent of Platform 4 at LAUS.
Construct a common viaduct/deck over US-101.

Construct a common embankment from Vignes Street to Center Street south of LAUS.
Construct common Center Street Bridge south of LAUS.

Construct common embankment or new common bridge from Center Street to Amtrak
Bridge south of LAUS.

Construct common Amtrak Bridge south of LAUS.
Construct Division 20 access road.

Construct common rail embankment on the west bank of the Los Angeles River (from
Amtrak Bridge to First Street Bridge).

Construct new dedicated lead tracks for BNSF freight trains and Amtrak trains.

Construct two run-through tracks from Platform 4 at LAUS to the main line tracks along
the west bank of the Los Angeles River.

Some embankments and/or bridges south of LAUS could be constructed in a phased manner.

1.5.2

Full Build-Out Condition

The full build-out condition is when new lead tracks and the elevated throat north of LAUS, along
with the elevated rail yard and concourse-related improvements at LAUS would be implemented.
The full build-out condition aligns with a construction completion date as early as 2031.

A summary of the proposed activities associated with the full build-out condition is provided below.

Construct new compatible lead tracks and reconstruct throat north of LAUS.
Construct new bridges over Vignes Street and Cesar Chavez Avenue north of LAUS.

Construct elevated rail yard, concourse-related improvements, and East/West Plazas at
LAUS.
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¢ Construct remaining run-through tracks for regional/intercity rail operations on previously
constructed structures south of LAUS.

1.5.3  Full Build-Out with High-Speed Rail Condition

The full build-out with HSR condition is when HSR tracks and catenaries would be implemented
through the Project limits to facilitate operation of the planned HSR system. CHSRA is responsible
for construction and operation of the planned HSR system, and the EIS identifies where future
HSR tracks, catenaries, and related operational infrastructure would be located throughout the
Link US Project limits. Operation of HSR trains would occur on two of the lead tracks north of
LAUS, Platforms 2 and 3 and associated Tracks 3 through 6 at LAUS, and common rail bridges
and embankments south of LAUS. The full build-out with HSR condition corresponds to an HSR
opening year consistent with CHSRA'’s 2022 Business Plan (as early as 2033).
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2.0 Regulatory Setting
2.1 Federal Regulations

2.1.1 National Environmental Policy Act

NEPA was established, in part, to “maintain, wherever possible, an environment which supports
diversity and variety of individual choice” (42 USC Section 4331 [b][4]) and “achieve a balance
between population and resource use which will permit high standards of living and a wide sharing
of life’s amenities” (42 USC Section 4331 [b][5]). NEPA requires federal agencies to undertake
an assessment of the environmental effects, including community effects, of their proposed
actions prior to making decisions (CEQ regulations [40 CFR Sections 1500-1508]).

21.2 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

The FTIP is a federally mandated, 4-year program of all surface transportation projects planned
to receive federal funding or are subject to a federally required action. The FTIP is a
comprehensive listing of transportation projects proposed over a 6-year period and includes
projects related to highway improvements; transit, rail and bus facilities; high-occupancy vehicle
lanes; high-occupancy toll lanes; signal synchronization; intersection improvements; freeway
ramps; nonmotorized projects; bicycles; and pedestrians.

Amendment #2 to the 2020 RTP/SCS: Connect So Cal included the 2023 FTIP, and the Project
is listed as #LA0G1051.

21.3 Federal Railroad Administration Environmental Procedures
(64 Federal Register 28545-28556)

FRA’s Environmental Procedures outline the methods to determine potential adverse effects
related to the socioeconomic environment, including the number and kinds of available jobs; the
potential for community disruption and demographic shifts; the need for and availability of
relocation housing; and effects on commerce, including effects on existing businesses and the
effects on local government services and revenues.

In addition, FRA’s Environmental Procedures require that a project’s potential effects on local land
use controls and comprehensive regional planning be analyzed, where applicable. Development
within the affected environment, including other proposed federal actions in the area must also
be analyzed, if applicable. Where inconsistencies or conflicts exist, the evaluation should include
a description of reconciliation and/or the reason for proceeding notwithstanding the absence of
full reconciliation. If conflicts would result from the project, early notification to the applicable
agency would be required, as would the incorporation of such conflicts into the environmental
document.

While this environmental document was being prepared, FRA adopted new NEPA compliance
regulations (23 CFR 771). Those regulations only apply to actions initiated after November 28,
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2018. See 23 CFR 771.109(a)(4). Because this environmental document was initiated prior to
that date, it remains subject to FRA’s Environmental Procedures rather than the Part 771
regulations.

21.4 Council for Environmental Quality 40 CFR 1502.16(c)

CEQ requires a discussion of possible conflicts between the proposed action and the objectives
of Federal, regional, state, and local land use plans, policies, and controls for the area concerned.

21.5 Title VI of the Civil Rights Act (42 USC § 2000(d) et seq.)

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin,
age, sex, or disability in programs receiving federal funding. Federal agencies are required to
ensure that no person is excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance.

2.1.6 Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
and Low-Income Populations (1994) (Executive Order 12898)

Executive Order (EO) 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and
Low-Income Populations, was signed February 11, 1994. It directs federal agencies to take the
appropriate and necessary steps to identify and address disproportionate and adverse human
health or environmental effects of federal projects and programs on minority populations and
low-income populations (referred to as EJ Communities in this document) to the greatest extent
practicable and permitted by law. EO 12898 seeks the " fair treatment and meaningful involvement
of all people regardless of race, color, sex, national origin, or income with respect to the
development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies”
(U.S. EPA 2017).

Meaningful involvement means that 1) potentially affected community residents have an
appropriate opportunity to participate in decisions about a proposed activity that would affect their
environment and/or health; 2) the public's contribution can influence the regulatory agency's
decision; 3) the concerns of all participants involved will be considered in the decision-making
process; and 4) the decision makers seek out and facilitate the involvement of those potentially
affected.

CEQ responded to EO 12898 by issuing guidance for agencies on how to address EJ under
NEPA. The CEQ EJ guidance includes general principles for addressing EJ during the NEPA
process, such as considering relevant public health data; recognizing interrelated cultural, social,
occupational, historical, or economic factors; and developing effective public participation
strategies.

Section 1-102 of EO 12898 was amended on January 27, 2021. The amended order creates a
government-wide initiative with the goal of delivering 40 percent of the overall benefits of relevant
federal investments to disadvantaged communities and tracking performance toward that goal
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through the establishment of an EJ Scorecard. The order also establishes a new White House EJ
Interagency Council and a White House EJ Advisory Council.

21.7 Revitalizing Our Nation’s Commitment to Environmental
Justice for All (Executive Order 14096)

EO 14096 was signed on April 21, 2023, establishing a policy for federal agencies to prioritize
investment in environmental justice communities, consider the cumulative effects of legacy
pollution and historic federal actions on environmental justice communities and integrate
environmental justice into the core mission of each federal agency. This EO is an update to EO
12898. Under EO 14096, environmental justice is now evaluated based simply on
disproportionate and adverse impacts. The Fact Sheet that accompanied the EO indicates that
“The Executive Order uses the term “disproportionate and adverse” as a simpler, modernized
version of the phrase “disproportionately high and adverse” used in Executive Order 12898.
Those phrases have the same meaning but removing the word “high” eliminates potential
misunderstanding that agencies should only be considering large disproportionate effects.”

21.8 Council on Environmental Quality Environmental Justice
Guidance

The CEQ responded to EO 12898 by issuing guidance for agencies on how to address EJ under
NEPA. The CEQ EJ guidance includes general principles for addressing EJ during the NEPA
process, such as considering relevant public health data; recognizing interrelated cultural, social,
occupational, historical, or economic factors; and developing effective public participation
strategies.

21.9 U.S. Department of Transportation Order 5610.2(c) — Actions
to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations (1997) and Final Department of
Transportation Environmental Justice Order (2012)

In 1997, the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) issued Order 5610.2(a), Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations (Order
5610.2(a)), which is used by USDOT to comply with EO 12898, and sets guidelines to ensure that
all federally funded transportation-related programs, policies, or activities that have the potential
to adversely affect human health or the environment involve a planning and programming process
that explicitly considers effects on minority populations and low-income populations.

USDOT Order 5610.2(a) defines low-income as a person whose median household income is at
or below the Department of Health and Human Services poverty guidelines. Minority is defined
as a person who is Black; Hispanic or Latino, regardless of race; Asian American; American Indian
and Alaska Native; or Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.
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On May 16, 2021, USDOT issued USDOT Order 5610.2(c), which is an update to the 1997 order
and subsequent USDOT Order 5610.2(b), which had removed many requirements from the 1997
order. USDOT Order 5610(c) rescinded the changes in USDOT Order 5610.2(b) in full. USDOT
Order 5610.2(c) defines a disproportionate and adverse effect as one that would meet either of
the following characteristics:

e The adverse effect would be predominantly borne by a minority and/or low-income
population.

e The adverse effect suffered by the minority population and/or low-income population
would be appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effect
suffered by the non-minority and/or non-low-income population.

2.1.10 Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited
English Proficiency (Executive Order 13166)

EO 13166 Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency, was signed
on August 11, 2000. EO 13166 requires federally funded programs to develop and implement a
system to provide meaningful access for limited-English proficiency populations.

2.1.11 Federal Transit Administration Circular C 4702.1B, Title VI
Requirements and Guidelines for Federal Transit
Administration Recipients

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Circular C 4702.1B was issued to provide federal grant
recipients with a framework for integrating principles of environmental justice into public
transportation decision-making processes. Circular 4702.1B provides guidance on the
development and implementation of a Title VI plan, including inclusive public participation
requirements and limited English proficiency (LEP) assistance. The guidelines provide
instructions for a Four-Factor Analysis to determine language services that should be provided
and how to develop a Language Assistance Plan.

2.1.12 Federal Transit Administration Circular C 4703.1B,
Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for Federal Transit
Administration Recipients

FTA Circular C 4703.1 was issued to provide federal grant recipients with guidance for
incorporating environmental justice principles into projects and activities that receive funding from
FTA. Circular 4703.1 defines low-income as person whose household is at or below the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) poverty guidelines. The Circular further
encourages recipients to use a locally developed threshold, such as that used for the FTA grant
program, which is 150 percent of the poverty line.
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2.1.13 Protecting Public Health and the Environment and Restoring
Science To Tackle the Climate Crisis (Executive Order 13990)

EO 13990 was signed on January 20, 2021, and seeks to prioritize environmental justice in federal
decision making.

2.1.14 Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and
Safety Risks (Executive Order 13045)

EO 13045 requires federal agencies to make it a high priority to identify and assess environmental
health risks and safety risks that may disproportionately affect children and ensure that its
regulatory actions address disproportionate risks to children that result from environmental health
risks or safety risks.

2.1.15 Americans with Disabilities Act (42 United States Code
Sections 12101 to 12213)

The Americans with Disabilities Act prohibits, under certain circumstances, discrimination based
on disability.

2.1.16 Age Discrimination Act of 1975 (42 United States Code
Sections 6101-6107)

The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 prohibits discrimination on the basis of age in programs or
activities receiving federal funding.

2.1.17 Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act (42 United States Code Chapter 61)

The Uniform Act provides uniform and equitable treatment of persons displaced from their homes,
businesses, non-profit associations, or farms by federal and federally assisted programs, and
establishes uniform and equitable land acquisition policies.

The Uniform Act requires the owning agency to notify affected owners of the agency’s intent to
acquire an interest in their property, including a written offer letter of just compensation that
specifically describes those property interests and assigns a right-of-way specialist to each
property owner to assist them with this process. The Uniform Act also provides financial and
advisory benefits to displaced individuals to help them relocate their residence or business.
Benefits are available to owners and tenants of residential and business properties.

2.1.18 Partnership for Sustainable Communities Livability Principles

The livability principles, developed by the U.S. EPA, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and U.S. Department of Transportation, aim to help improve access to affordable
housing, create more transportation options, and lower transportation costs, while protecting the
environment in communities nationwide.
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2.2 Regional, State and Local Regulations

2.2.1 California Relocation Assistance Act

The California Relocation Assistance Act includes requirements for just compensation for real
property. Owners of private property have federal and state constitutional guarantees that their
property will not be taken for public use or damaged unless they first receive just compensation.
Just compensation is measured by the fair market value of the acquired property. According to
the Code of Civil Procedure Section 1263.320a, “fair market value is considered to be the highest
price on the date of valuation that would be agreed to by a seller, being willing to sell, but under
no particular or urgent necessity for so doing, nor obliged to sell; and a buyer, being ready, willing
and able to buy but under no particular necessity for so doing, each dealing with the other with
the full knowledge of all the uses and purposes for which the property is reasonably adaptable
and available.” Because the Project is an undertaking involving federal funds, the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act will govern if there is a conflict
with the California Relocation Assistance Act.

2.2.2 State Planning and Zoning Laws (California Government Code
Section 65300)

California Government Code Section 65300 et seq. establishes the obligation of cities and
counties to adopt and implement general plans. The State Zoning Law (California Government
Code Section 65800 et seq.) establishes that zoning ordinances, which are laws that define
allowable land uses within a specific zone district, are required to be consistent with the general
plan and any applicable specific plans. A specific plan is another planning device that governs a
smaller land area than the general plan but must be consistent with the overarching general plan.
Specifically, it implements the general plan in a particular geographic area (California Government
Code Section 65450).

2.2.3 Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008
(Sustainable Communities Act, Senate Bill 375)

Senate Bill (SB) 375 of 2008 provides for greater coordination of state housing and environmental
and transportation laws and requires regional metropolitan planning organizations to develop an
SCS as part of the RTP. SCAG is the metropolitan planning organizations for the Project study
area.

2.2.4 California Public Utilities Code — Public Utilities Code Section
30631

Metro is authorized by the State of California to develop its property under its enabling legislation
(Assembly Bill 152) and Public Utilities Code 30631(a).
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2.2.5 Southern California Association of Governments 2020
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy

The RTP/SCS is a long-range transportation plan that provides a blueprint to coordinate the
regional transportation system by creating a vision for transportation investment throughout the
region and identifying regional transportation and land use strategies to address mobility needs
and help the region achieve state greenhouse gas emission reduction goals. Amendment #2 to
the 2020 RTP/SCS: Connect So Cal included the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement
Program, and the Project is listed as #LA0G1051.

2.2.6 California Government Code 65040.12(e)

California Government Code 65040.12(e.g.) defines environmental justice as the “fair treatment
and meaningful involvement of people of all races, cultures, incomes, and national origins, with
respect to the...enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” Section
65040.12(e)(2)(D) requires agencies to, at a minimum, meaningfully consider input from those
most impacted by pollution during environmental and land use decision making.

2.2.7 City of Los Angeles General Plan, Mobility Plan 2035 (2016)
and Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles (2021)

The City of Los Angeles General Plan’s Mobility Plan 2035 and subsequent Health Framework,
Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles, both outline the City’s environmental justice policy to, “Assure
that fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, incomes and education levels with respect to
the development, implementation and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and
policies, including affirmative efforts to inform and involve environmental groups, especially
environmental justice groups, in early planning stages through notification and two-way
communication.”

2.2.8 Metro’s Measure M (2016)

Measure M: The Los Angeles County Traffic Improvement Plan, was a ballot measure passed by
Los Angeles County voters in 2016. Measure M raises money (through a no-sunset half-cent
sales tax) to ease traffic congestion; expand rail and rapid transit system; repave local streets,
potholes, and synchronize signals; make public transportation more accessible, convenient, and
affordable for seniors, students, and the disabled; earthquake-retrofit bridges; and create jobs,
reduce pollution, and generate local economic benefits. Measure M includes a low-income fare
subsidy program and would benefit low-income populations.

2.2.9 Metro’s Relocation Assistance Program

Metro’s Relocation Assistance Program provides compensation to property owners for the
purchase or use of their property and tenants may be eligible for relocation benefits to help
displaced households or businesses.
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2.2.10 Metro’s Bicycle Transportation Strategic Plan of 2006

Metro’s 2006 Bicycle Transportation Strategic Plan identifies strategies to help municipalities and
agencies in the region plan for bicycling in their jurisdictions as a viable mode of transportation.
The plan contains an inventory of “bike-transit” hubs in Los Angeles County and also identifies
routes that may eventually provide continuity for bicyclists, while also outlining a strategy for
prioritizing regional bikeway projects.

2.2.11 Metro’s Connect US Action Plan

Metro’s 2015 Connect US Action Plan includes a strategy for encouraging people to walk and
bicycle to LAUS from surrounding historic and cultural neighborhoods, including El Pueblo,
Chinatown, Cornfield Arroyo Seco, Boyle Heights, Arts District, Little Tokyo, and Civic Center
(Metro 2015).

2.2.12 Metro's Green Construction Policy

The Green Construction Policy of 2014 outline’s Metro’s committed to using greener, less
polluting construction equipment and vehicles, as well as implementing best practices to reduce
harmful diesel emissions on all Metro construction projects performed on Metro properties and
ROW.

2.2.13 Metro’s First Last Mile Strategic Plan & Planning Guidelines

This 2014 plan identifies ways Metro and other agency partners can improve access and
connections to public transit. This plan aims to expand the reach of transit through infrastructure
improvements to areas where first/last mile barriers exist with the ultimate goal of increasing
ridership. Metro’s first/last mile strategy was developed in conformance with the policies outlined
in the Countywide Sustainability Policy & Implementation Plan.

2.2.14 Active Transportation Strategic Plan

The Active Transportation Strategic Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors on May
26, 2016. The Active Transportation Strategic Plan is Metro's county-wide effort to identify
strategies to increase walking, bicycling and transit use in Los Angeles County, focused on
improving first and last mile access to transit with a regional network of active transportation
facilities, including shared-use paths and on-street bikeways with funding strategies to implement
improvements.

2.2.15 Global Green USA Los Angeles Union Station Sustainable
Neighborhood Assessment

The LAUS Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment was developed by a nonprofit organization,
Global Green USA, with a grant from the U.S. EPA Office of Sustainable Communities. Global
Green USA used the neighborhood assessment as a means to evaluate existing conditions and
plans for LAUS to identify opportunities to augment existing revitalization efforts and develop
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recommendations to increase the neighborhood’s overall level of sustainability (Global Green
USA 2014).

The LAUS Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment was referenced in a scoping comment by U.S.
EPA and includes four recommendations with associated actions. Recommendations 2 and 3
provide for enhanced neighborhood connectivity within the area surrounding LAUS and
connections to the Los Angeles River.

2.2.16 Los Angeles Transportation Demand Management Program

The City’s 2016 Transportation Demand Management Program is designed to decrease
dependency on single occupancy vehicles. Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
strongly encourages the development of a comprehensive Transportation Demand Management
program to eliminate as many new project trips as possible. Consistent with LADOT Traffic
Assessment Guidelines (LADOT 2016), mitigation programs for impacts that are expected to be
significant should be developed to primarily aim to minimize the demand for trips by
single-occupant vehicles by encouraging, promoting, and supporting the use of other sustainable
modes of travel like public transit, walking, and bicycling. LADOT identifies mitigation categories
that should be considered when evaluating and proposing transportation mitigation measures.

2.2.17 Metro Equity Platform

In 2018, Metro Board adopted the Equity Platform that guides how the agency works to address
inequities and create more equitable access to opportunity. It considers existing disparities and
evaluates how the project can effectively reduce disparities between communities through transit
service, station amenities, and safety infrastructure that meets the needs of the historically
underserved community. The Equity Platform is designed to inform, shape and guide every facet
of the agency’s business, on a continuing basis, to shape projects, investments, and new
initiatives. The four main areas of action, called Pillars of the Equity Platform, are:

e Define and Measure
e Listen and Learn
e Focus and Deliver

e Train and Grow

As part of the Equity Platform framework, Metro created Equity Focus Communities (EFC)
designations to help identify areas with the greatest mobility needs for equity prioritization. EFCs
were identified by areas by mapping areas with higher concentrations of more burdened
populations, including low-income households earning less than $60,000 per year, Black,
Indigenous, or People of Color populations, and households without a vehicle.
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2.2.18 Metro Public Participation Plan (2022)

Metro’s Public Participation Plan outlines its commitment and methods to comply with Title VI, EO
12898, EO 13166, FTA Circulars C 4702.1B regarding responsibilities to LEP persons, and FTA
Circular C 4703.1 regarding the integration of Environmental Justice principles into the
transportation decision-making process. The plan is also consistent with Section 162(a) of the
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973 and The Age Discrimination Act of 1975.

2.2.19 City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035

The Mobility Plan 2035 (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 2016) updates and
replaces the City of Los Angeles General Plan Transportation Element, incorporates complete
streets principles, and lays the policy foundation for how future City of Los Angeles generations
will interact with streets. The complete streets concept takes into account the many community
needs that streets fulfill. The plan identifies goals, objectives, policies, and action items (programs
and projects that serve as guiding tools for making sound transportation decisions).

2.2.20 City of Los Angeles Complete Streets Design Guide

The 2016 Complete Streets Design Guide accompanies the Mobility Plan 2035 and outlines a
vision for designing safe, accessible, and vibrant streets in Los Angeles. As outlined in California’s
Complete Streets Act of 2008, the goal of Complete Streets is to ensure that the safety,
accessibility, and convenience of all transportation users — pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders,
and motorists — is accommodated. The Complete Streets Design Guide provides a compilation of
design concepts and best practices that promote the major tenets of Complete Streets — safety
and accessibility. The guide is meant to supplement existing engineering practices and
requirements to meet the goals of Complete Streets.

2.2.21 City of Los Angeles Los Angeles Bicycle Plan

The purpose of the Bicycle Plan is to increase, improve, and enhance bicycling in the City, making
it a safe, healthy, and enjoyable means of transportation and recreation. The Bicycle Plan, a part
of the Mobility Element, establishes policies and programs to increase the number and types of
bicyclists in the City and make every street in the City a safe place to ride a bicycle.

The Bicycle Plan includes a continuous bicycle path along the south and west sides of the Los
Angeles River and identifies connections to the river to enhance access to existing and future
segments of the river path for non-motorized transportation and recreation.

2.2.22 City of Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan

The Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan (City of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works, Bureau of Engineering 2007) includes plans to construct a continuous river greenway
providing a pedestrian and bicycle paths along the Los Angeles River. Some segments of the
path have been constructed, with future plans to extend the trail along the entire 32-mile corridor.
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2.2.23 City of Los Angeles River Design Guidebook

The 2017 City of Los Angeles River Design Guidebook was developed pursuant to the Los
Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan and provides design recommendations for
improvements to the Los Angeles River communities. Recommendations include providing safe
pedestrian and bicyclist access to the Los Angeles River, providing adequate sidewalks and
buffers between pedestrians and vehicles/transit, and prioritizing pedestrian safety above other
modes.

2.2.24 City of Los Angeles Sustainable City pLAN

The City of Los Angeles Sustainable City pLAn (plan) is the City of Los Angeles’ expanded
sustainability framework. The Plan includes sustainability targets pertaining to renewable energy,
water sourcing, green building, reduced vehicle miles travelled, the construction of new housing,
the production of zero emission vehicles, green jobs, and the reduction in municipal greenhouse
gas emissions. The 2019 Plan is the four-year update to the first sustainable city plan,
implemented in 2015.

2.2.25 City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework Element

The 2001 City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework establishes the broad overall policy and
direction for the entire General Plan. The Framework Element provides a citywide context and a
comprehensive long-range strategy to guide the comprehensive update of the General Plan’s
other elements.

2.2.26 City of Los Angeles Downtown Community Plan

The Downtown Community Plan (DCP) was adopted by the City Council on May 3, 2023. The
majority of the Project study area overlaps with the plan area for the DCP. The DCP describes a
collective vision for Downtown’s future and includes policies, plans, and implementation programs
that frame the city’s long-term priorities of the downtown area.

The DCP replaced the Central City North Community Plan and the Central City Community Plan.
The DCP area extends from US-101 on the west to the Los Angeles River on the east and from
Broadway and Stadium Way on the north to the City of Vernon boundary on the south.

2.2.27 City of Los Angeles Alameda District Specific Plan

The northwestern portion of the Project study area, which includes LAUS, overlaps with the plan
area for the Alameda District Specific Plan (ADSP; City of Los Angeles, Department of City
Planning 1996). The 70-acre plan area, which includes the 52-acre LAUS property and the
18-acre U.S. Postal Terminal Annex property, is bounded by Alameda Street, Main Street, Vignes
Street, the Santa Ana Freeway (US-101/Interstate 5), the EI Monte Busway, and the passenger
and platform areas in LAUS.
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2.2.28 City of Los Angeles Cornfield/Arroyo Seco Specific Plan

The northern portion of the Project study area overlaps with the plan area for the Cornfield Arroyo
Seco Specific Plan. The plan area is adjacent to the Chinatown and Lincoln Heights communities
(City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 2013). Los Angeles City Planning is updating
the Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan to support the production of more affordable,
mixed-income, and permanent supportive housing compared to the existing plan. The updated
Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan will support the City’s efforts to accelerate housing production
during the housing crisis, while recognizing the diverse needs of the long-standing communities
and industries that share this space.

2.2.29 City of Los Angeles River Improvement Overlay District
(Ordinance 183145)

LAUS is within a River Improvement Overlay (RIO) District, which is a special use district that
requires new projects to achieve points in three design categories: watershed, urban design, and
mobility. The purpose of establishing RIO Districts is to, in part, support the goals of the Los
Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan; establish a positive interface between river adjacent
property and river parks and/or greenways; promote pedestrian, bicycle and other multimodal
connection between the river and its surrounding neighborhoods; and provide safe, convenient
access to and circulation along the river.

The RIO provides guidelines for new complete streets and includes a mobility strategy to ensure
that the needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and vehicle drivers are considered when
major projects or street improvements are proposed. The RIO is intended to enable the city to
better coordinate land use development along the 32-mile corridor of the Los Angeles River within
the city’s boundaries.

2.2.30 County of Los Angeles Vision Zero Los Angeles 2015-2025

Vision Zero is an initiative to eliminate traffic-related fatalities by 2025. The High Injury Network
identifies where strategic investments will have the biggest impact in reducing deaths and severe
injuries. Alameda Street and portions of Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street, north of LAUS,
are part of the High Injury Network.

2.2.31 William Mead Homes Transformation Plan

In November 2021, Housing Authority of City of Los Angeles (HACLA) applied for and received a
$450,000 Choice Neighborhoods Planning Grant from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development. This grant is being used to support the development of a comprehensive
neighborhood Transformation Plan that will outline a strategy for the one-for-one replacement of
the existing public housing units at William Mead Homes along with greater access to services
and programs by William Mead residents and complementary investments in public services and
amenities in the surrounding neighborhood.
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The Transformation Plan is forthcoming in November 2023 and will outline goals and strategies
to carry out the community’s vision for William Mead Homes with a fundamental goal to continue
to provide affordable housing post-redevelopment of the residential community.
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3.0 Methodology

The following sections define the geographic areas, terminology, data sources, and methods used
to analyze effects on communities in compliance with NEPA requirements.

3.1 Geographic Areas for Analysis

To assess the direct and indirect impacts of the Build Alternative, the analysis performed for this
CIA includes an evaluation of potential effects within four geographic boundaries, as depicted on
Figure 3-1. The Project footprint and Project study area are generally used to identify direct
impacts during construction and operations, respectively, and the socioeconomic planning area
is used to identify indirect effects. The EJ study area is used to evaluate potential effects on EJ
communities. The geographic areas of analysis are described below (from smallest to largest
areas):

e Project footprint — The Project footprint extends to the outermost boundary of where
ground disturbance, including temporary work areas and construction staging locations,
would occur (temporary impacts) and locations where permanent infrastructure
(permanent impacts) for the Build Alternative is proposed. The Project footprint for the
Build Alternative is depicted on Figure 3-1.

¢ Project study area — The Project study area is generally used to characterize the affected
environment at and within the vicinity of LAUS, unless otherwise specified, and provide a
geographic context for the existing and proposed infrastructure improvements. The Project
study area is considered for the analysis of direct effects related to land use, growth,
community services, utilities, traffic and transportation, and pedestrian and bicycle
facilities. The Project study area encompasses the Project footprint for the Build
Alternative and surrounding properties in some locations. Resource-specific study areas
such as screening distances for noise and vibration, are specified in the applicable
discussion if it differs from the Project study area.

e Socioeconomic planning area — The socioeconomic planning area is comprised of the
outer limits of the six census tracts traversed by the boundary of the Project study area.
This larger socioeconomic planning area is used to identify demographic characteristics
and analyze potential indirect land use- and growth-related effects, as well effects related
to community character and cohesion. The socioeconomic planning area for community
impacts extends beyond the Project footprint to include those communities that would be
directly and indirectly affected by the Build Alternative. Communities outside of the
boundaries of the census tracts included in the socioeconomic planning area were not
included in the socioeconomic planning area because of proximity to the Project footprint,
limited direct access to the Project study area, or because they were outside of the
resource-specific identified areas of impact. The boundaries of the 2021 U.S. Census
tracts used to define the socioeconomic planning area are listed below and depicted on
Figure 3-1:
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o Census Tract 2060.10
o Census Tract 2060.20
o Census Tract 2060.51
o Census Tract 2060.52
o Census Tract 2071.02
o Census Tract 2071.03

In this CIA, the socioeconomic planning area is compared with larger surrounding regions
to gain perspective and identify similarities, differences, and relationships between the
areas. Generally, a regional area is defined as a larger jurisdiction that includes the
socioeconomic planning area. For the purpose of this CIA, the two regional areas used for
comparison purposes are defined by the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles and the
County of Los Angeles. Census data for both the City and County of Los Angeles were
collected for comparison with the socioeconomic planning area (Section 5.3).

¢ Environmental Justice study area — The EJ study area includes the boundary of the
socioeconomic planning area and the outermost limits of the four census tracts traversed
by the boundary of the Little Tokyo District. While the maijority of the Little Tokyo District
is located outside of the socioeconomic planning area, potential impacts to the entire EJ
community were evaluated in Section 6.6, Environmental Justice.

Table 3-1 outlines how the geographic areas of analysis were applied to the environmental
resource topics considered.

Table 3-1. Geographic Area for Analysis, by Resource Area

Geographic Area for Analysis

" opertors | v

Project study area Socioeconomic planning
area

Resource Area/

Topic Considered Construction

Land Use — Alteration of
Land Use Patterns

Project footprint

Land Use — Physical
Division of Communities

Project footprint Project study area Socioeconomic planning

area

Land Use — Compatibility
with Existing Plans and
Policies

Project study area Project study area Socioeconomic planning

area

Community Facilities Project footprint (related to

conflict/disturbance)

Project study area Socioeconomic planning

area (related to demand)

Public Services Project footprint (related to

conflict/disturbance)

Socioeconomic planning
area (related to demand)

Socioeconomic planning
area
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Table 3-1. Geographic Area for Analysis, by Resource Area

Geographic Area for Analysis
Resource Area/

Community Character and  Project study area Project study area Socioeconomic planning

Cohesion area

Utilities Project footprint (related to ~ Socioeconomic planning  Socioeconomic planning
conflict/disturbance) area (related to demand) area

Economic Effects Project study area Project study area Project study area

EJ EJ study area EJ study area EJ study area

Growth-Related Effects Socioeconomic planning Socioeconomic planning ~ Socioeconomic planning
area area area

Notes:

EJ=environmental justice

3.2 Terminology
The following terms are used in this assessment:

Direct effects: These effects would be caused by direct physical effects associated with the Build
Alternative. For purposes of the technical analysis in this CIA, direct effects associated with the
physical division of neighborhoods and alterations to land uses, or disruptions within the local
community, resulting from changes or restrictions to access, traffic, mobility, noise, or light and
glare are considered.

Indirect effects: These effects are anticipated to occur later in time or are farther removed in
distance from the Project footprint but are reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include
induced growth and changes in land use patterns and development, which could result in
additional effects on environmental resources. For purposes of the technical analysis in this CIA,
indirect effects from potential changes in community cohesion, changes in behavioral and
perceptual aspects of the community and organizational participation levels, and/or use of
community facilities within the area are considered.

Minority persons: Minority persons are defined as individuals who identify as Black or African
American; Hispanic or Latino, regardless of race; Asian; American Indian and Alaska Native; or
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; some other race alone, or two or more races.

Low-income household: Low-income households are defined as households with income below
150 percent of the U.S. Census poverty threshold, in accordance with FTA Circular 4703.1
(August 15, 2012). Low-income population is considered any readily identifiable group of
low-income persons who live in geographic proximity, and, if circumstances warrant,
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geographically dispersed or transient persons who will be similarly affected by a proposed
USDOT program, policy, or activity, in accordance with USDOT Order 5610.2c.

EJ Communities: For the purposes of this analysis, EJ Communities are defined when:

1. A census tract or subarea is identified as having a minority population that is greater than
110 percent of the minority population in the City of Los Angeles, which is 79.1 percent;
or

2. The median income for a census tract or subarea of readily identifiable group of
low-income persons who live in geographic proximity is below 150 percent of the poverty
line.

Community cohesion: Community cohesion is the degree to which residents each have a sense
of belonging to their neighborhood; a high level of commitment to the community; or a strong
attachment to neighbors, groups, and institutions, usually as a result of continued association
over time (Caltrans 2011).

Economic effects: The analysis of economic effects includes an evaluation of potential
relocations and displacements, estimated job loss/employment opportunities, and property/sales
tax implications. Economic effects were estimated using the IMPLAN® input-output model, which
estimates three types of effects that differ from other community effects:

¢ Direct economic effect — This refers to the economic activity occurring as a result of
direct spending by businesses or agencies (e.g., direct spending on construction and
professional services).

¢ Indirect economic effect — This refers to the economic activity resulting from purchases
by local firms who are the suppliers to the directly affected businesses or agencies (e.g.,
spending by suppliers of the contractor responsible for individual components).

¢ Induced economic effect — This represents the increase in economic activity, over and
above the direct and indirect effects, associated with the increased labor income that
accrues to workers (of the contractor and all suppliers) and is spent on household goods
and services purchased from businesses.

Acquisitions: A full acquisition of a property is defined as an area in which occupants of
residential and nonresidential units would be displaced and expected to permanently relocate. A
partial acquisition is when a small area of property is acquired, but full use of the property and
dwelling structures, including multifamily units, would remain. Generally, partial acquisitions
consist of portions of a back, side, or front yard; landscaping; or parking.

Growth-related effects: The analysis of growth-related, indirect effects was prepared based on
the Guidance for Preparers of Growth-Related, Indirect Impact Analyses (Caltrans 2006),
developed with representatives from Caltrans, Federal Highway Administration, and U.S. EPA.
The analysis of growth-related effects draws extensively from the General Plan and specific plans
of the City of Los Angeles.
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Figure 3-1. Geographic Areas of Analysis
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3.3 Data Sources
The following data sources were used to identify the existing conditions:

Census data: Census data was used to identify population trends and demographics, economic
indicators, and housing characteristics. The 2016-2021 American Community Survey 5-year
estimates demographic datasets for the socioeconomic planning area, City of Los Angeles, and
County of Los Angeles were obtained from the U.S. Census Bureau (2021). The American
Community Survey is an ongoing statistical survey that samples a small percentage of the
population every year to provide estimates of various community characteristics. The 5-year
estimates include data collected over a 5-year period to provide reliable estimates for a
community.

For the purposes of identifying EJ populations, demographic data were obtained for affected
census tracts.

Aerial maps and road maps: Aerial and road maps were used to identify community boundaries
and physical characteristics, such as location of activity centers, infrastructure, houses, and
businesses.

Geographic information system data: Geographic information system data from regional
databases and environmental resource data were also used to identify potential resources of
concern in the Project study area and socioeconomic planning area, as well as constraints and
opportunities that may impact the location and rate of growth.

Fieldwork documentation and or windshield surveys and reviews: These surveys and
reviews were used to identify the locations and number of structures, as well as activity patterns.

Agency documentation: The City of Los Angeles General Plan and applicable specific plans or
other planning and engineering documents were utilized to identify information related to existing
land uses and site conditions, existing land use designations and zoning classifications, and future
land uses in the Project study area.

Technical studies: The existing conditions and potential effects disclosed in this CIA drew upon
information from the following Link US Project technical studies:

e Link US Traffic Impact Assessment
o Link US Visual Impact Assessment
e Link US Air Quality and Climate Change Assessment
e Link US Noise and Vibration Study
e Link US Finding of Effect Report: Summary of Finding

o Link US Economic and Fiscal Impact Assessment
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e Link US Relocation Impact Report

Community input: CHSRA and Metro began the public engagement process early to ensure
stakeholder feedback was incorporated into the environmental process and analyses to identify
potential effects and determine appropriate mitigation measures. Public input is discussed further
in Chapter 4.0.

3.4 Methods for Effect Analysis

This CIA describes baseline conditions for the following topics:

e Existing and planned land uses;

¢ Community facilities and services, including park and recreational facilities;
¢ Community characteristics and cohesion;

o Utilities, public services, and communication providers;

e Economic setting;

e Presence of EJ communities; and,

e Growth-related effects.

The baseline conditions were characterized by reviewing the General Plan (City of Los Angeles,
Department of City Planning 1995) and applicable census data to identify land use, population
and demographics, income, housing, community facilities, and nonmotorized circulation and
access (pedestrian and bicycle) conditions in the socioeconomic planning area, as defined in
Section 3.1.

The CIA includes an evaluation of potential effects on land use and planning, community facilities
and services, community character and cohesion, utilities and communication providers,
EJ communities, and growth, and also describes how people, institutions, communities,
neighborhoods, and larger social and economic systems within the socioeconomic planning area
would be affected. This CIA provides an assessment of potential effects for the key issues
discussed in detail below.

Indirect effects are anticipated to occur later in time or are farther removed in distance from the
Project footprint but are reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include induced growth and
changes in land use patterns and development, which could result in additional effects on
environmental resources. For purposes of this analysis, indirect effects from potential changes in
community cohesion, changes in behavioral and perceptual aspects of the community and
organizational participation levels, and/or use of community facilities are considered.

The evaluation of potential short-term and long-term direct and indirect effects was conducted
using the Caltrans Standard Environmental Reference, Environmental Handbook, Volume 4 —
Community Impact Assessment (Caltrans 2011) as a guide. If the Build Alternative would result

@ @ Metro

CALIFORNIA
High-Speed Rail Authority 3 6




Link Union Station June 2024
Draft Community Impact Assessment

in adverse effects on communities, the CIA identifies measures to avoid or minimize potential
effects.

3.4.1 Land Use

Alterations of Land Use Patterns

Local and regional land use plans, transportation plans, subarea plans, and other relevant
planning documents were reviewed to collect data on existing land uses, zoning, and planned
land uses, including major planned development projects. Geographic information system data
assisted in characterizing land uses and identifying zoning within the Project study area. Land
acquisition requirements were considered to determine the potential for direct effects associated
with conversion of land uses and/or conflicts with land use plan polices or local land use controls.

Compatibility with Existing or Planned Land Uses

Local and regional land use plans, subarea plans, existing land uses, and zoning were reviewed
to determine if the Build Alternative is compatible with existing and planned land uses. Temporary
land use incompatibilities could result from construction activities, including but not limited to
placement of staging areas; temporary road closures; and construction-related light and glare,
noise and vibration, and air quality emissions.

Physical Division of Established Communities

Local and regional land use plans, subarea plans, existing land uses, and zoning were reviewed
to determine if the proposed infrastructure for the Build Alternative would physically divide an
established community or impede access and mobility with an existing community. Division or
disruption could occur through the introduction a barrier or other element that would divide the
community.

Conflicts with Land Use Plan Policies or Local Land Use Controls

Local and regional land use plans, transportation plans, subarea plans, and other relevant
planning documents were reviewed to determine if the alternatives considered align with the intent
of applicable regional/intercity rail and HSR statewide and regional transportation planning
documents and other local plans and policies. Although Metro is authorized by the State of
California to develop its property under its enabling legislation (Assembly Bill 152) and Public
Utilities Code 30631a, a consistency evaluation of the city’s applicable planning documents was
conducted to determine general consistency with local plans and policies, per CFR Title 40 Part
Section 1502.16(c).

3.4.2 Community Facilities and Public Services

Key community facilities and public services; such as parks and recreational centers, public or
publicly funded schools, childcare centers, health care facilities, libraries, and places of worship;
were identified using publicly available data. Effects on community facilities and public services
within the Project study area could occur if the Build Alternative temporarily or permanently
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impedes access or use of community facilities and government services introduces noise or glare
that reduces the public’s ability to use the public facility; results in traffic or circulation restrictions
that degrades emergency response times on a temporary or permanent bases; or if the proposed
infrastructure would cause physical impacts requiring new or altered government and public
facilities.

3.4.3 Community Character and Cohesion

Community cohesion is the degree to which residents have a sense of belonging and a level of
commitment to their neighborhood or a strong attachment to neighbors, groups, and institutions,
usually because of continued association over time. Cohesion refers to the degree of interaction
among the individuals, groups, and institutions that make up a community. Indicators of higher
community cohesion include the following:

e Long average residency tenures
¢ Households of two or more people

e Other social factors, such as higher proportions of homeownership versus rentals and
single-family homes versus higher-density housing

e Shared interests (ethnic homogeneity, religious homogeneity, income strata)
e Substantial community activity

e Stay-at-home parents

e Higher proportions of seniors

¢ Pedestrian and handicap facilities

o Community facilities

Evaluation of cohesion in communities and neighborhoods includes an examination of potential
disruption or division of existing communities; and the creation of physical, social, or perceived
barriers within an established community or neighborhood that would affect interaction among
people and groups or cause a change in community identity.

A two-step process was used to determine if community character or cohesion would be affected.
The first step was to determine the level of existing community cohesion within the socioeconomic
planning area. This was accomplished by reviewing census data for the various factors above,
where such information was available.
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Once the level of community cohesion was identified from these data points, introduction of the
proposed infrastructure was evaluated to determine if changes to the existing community
cohesion level would occur. Adverse effects on community cohesion are determined if the Build
Alternative:

e Creates a barrier or physically divide a community in a way that would limit circulation,
social interaction, and access to businesses and community facilities;

e Causes a change in population that affects the social or cultural character of the
community; or

o Affects quality of life through increased traffic, noise and vibration, or induced population
growth affecting public services to the extent that it would change community character.

344 Utilities and Communications

Utility companies with infrastructure located within or adjacent to the Project study area were
identified using publicly available data. Coordination with utility service providers was performed
to determine the type, size, and location of the existing electrical, gas, water, wastewater,
drainage, and telecommunications infrastructure. Potential conflicts were identified where
proposed infrastructure associated with the Build Alternative requires the expansion or relocation
of existing utilities. A subsequent evaluation of the projected demand for utility services and supply
infrastructure was performed using the estimated train movement quantities through 2040 and
compared against the projected available supply and/or capacity for each utility provider through
the 2040 planning horizon.

3.4.5 Economic Analysis

The analysis of economic effects includes an evaluation of estimated relocations and
displacements, estimated job loss/employment opportunities, and property tax implications
resulting from full or partial acquisition, as detailed in the Link US Economic and Fiscal Impact
Assessment (Metro 2024c) and the Link US Relocation Impact Report (Metro 2024d). Economic
effects can either be beneficial or adverse. Economic effects may be beneficial due to an increase
in economic activity from direct spending on construction, addition of jobs, and generation of
federal, state, and local tax revenues. Adverse economic effects would only occur if businesses
on acquired parcels are not able to be relocated resulting in loss of property tax revenues and
employment.

The approach to conduct the economic analysis in the Link US Economic and Fiscal Impact
Assessment consisted of the following elements:

o Document review — Project documents were reviewed, and model inputs were developed
based on Project assumptions, including annual construction costs by category, an
inventory of planned parcel acquisitions for the Build Alternative, and the amount and
phasing of new retail development at LAUS.
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¢ Direct jobs creation — An estimate of direct jobs created was generated based on the
160,000 square feet of additional retail area. This includes jobs to operate the concourse
and work at the additional retail businesses anticipated at LAUS. To estimate retail jobs,
an average metric of retail employees per 1,000 square feet was used. The number of
additional operations-related jobs was estimated based on the needs of the expanded
concourse. The jobs lost due to the ROW acquisitions were also estimated based on the
existing industrial/manufacturing and commercial buildings on the affected parcels.

o Follow-on economic impacts — Economic multipliers from IMPLAN®, a nationally
recognized input-output model, were used to calculate the direct, indirect, and induced
economic impacts of the capital expenses during construction, as well as incremental
operating expenses due to additional staffing required for concourse-related
improvements.

o Fiscal impacts — Potential impacts on fiscal (government) revenues were assessed,
including net changes in property and sales taxes as tax-generating properties are taken
off the Los Angeles County assessor roll to accommodate infrastructure improvements
and new retail/commercial uses within LAUS that would become subject to taxation. These
impacts are based on the appropriate local tax rate and the corresponding value of sales
or property value.

Property Acquisition and Relocation

The Link US Relocation Impact Report (Metro 2024d) addresses the scope of potential relocation
impacts of the Build Alternative. The draft report discloses information regarding anticipated
displacements due to ROW acquisitions required for the Build Alternative and identifies applicable
strategies that could be implemented during the relocation process.

Acquisition of private property for public projects must follow the requirements of the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. Land acquisition can
be full (majority of property needs to be acquired) or partial (only a portion of the property needs
to be acquired). Easements (i.e., land that is used or restricted for stated purposes but not owned)
may be implemented in place of acquiring all or a portion of a property. As with land acquisitions,
easements may be partial, full, or temporary. Table 3-2 provides a breakdown of the types of
acquisition along with a description of the general causes or need for these types of acquisitions.

Table 3-2. Type of Land Acquisitions

Type of
Reason Acquisition Cause/Process

Proposed ROW Limits Full e Inadequate ROW width for construction and operation of
new tracks or other related infrastructure

e Loss of access that reduces the useful operation (e.g.,
driveway access to a property is eliminated) of the property
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Table 3-2. Type of Land Acquisitions

Type of
Reason Acquisition Cause/Process

Proposed ROW Limits Partial e Minor encroachments into adjacent private property, but
functionality of the existing use is not diminished as a result
of the land requirements

Intersection improvements/ Permanent e Grade crossing and intersection improvements
reconfigurations Roadway . . . i
Easement e Widening intersections is often required to add left-turn

lanes

e Street widening may be necessary when the existing
horizontal alignment contains insufficient right-of-way

Driveway reconfiguration; Temporary e Additional area to maintain traffic volumes, turn lanes, or
sidewalk and alley vacations; = Easement stations
Property line improvements

(e.g., fencing) e Additional construction area required to complete

project-related improvements that occur along or on
property lines

Notes:
ROW-=right-of-way

As disclosed in the Link US Relocation Impact Report, the Build Alternative would not require the
permanent displacement or relocation of residential owners/tenants.

3.4.6 Environmental Justice

A six-step process was used to determine impacts to low-income populations and minority
populations, as outlined below and described in the following subsections:

1. ldentify EJ study area;

2. Determine whether there are low-income populations and/or minority populations within
the EJ study area that would potentially be affected by the Build Alternative;

3. Conduct a comparison of minority populations and low-income households to the county
average or local benchmark to identify EJ communities for further analysis;

4. Identify additional populations, if any, that may be considered EJ communities through
other data sources, such as local planning documents, site visits, and input from public
engagement;

5. Identify adverse effects for each resource area and determine whether adverse effects
remain after implementation of mitigation measures; and
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6. Determine if remaining adverse effects would be predominantly borne by the EJ
communities identified in Steps 2 through 4 or would have a disproportionate and adverse
effect on these EJ communities.

Definition of the Environmental Justice Study Area

The EJ study area is defined as the six census tracts traversed by the boundary of the Project
study area and the four census tracts traversed by the boundary of the Little Tokyo District
(outermost boundary of all ten census tracts). The EJ study area is located entirely within the
downtown portion of the City of Los Angeles. The entire City of Los Angeles is defined as the
Community of Comparison, with which the effects of Build Alternative are compared to identify
the potential for disproportionate and adverse effects borne by minority populations and
low-income households within the EJ study area.

Identification of Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations

American Community Survey 5-Year 2021 data were reviewed at the census tract level to
determine the presence of minority populations and low-income households in the EJ study area.
Census tract data were verified against 2020 Decennial Census data at the block level to help
identify the location of specific EJ communities nearest to the Project footprint.

The definitions used to identify minority populations and low-income populations are discussed in
Section 3.2, Terminology.

Determination of EJ Communities

As identified in the Environmental Justice Guidance under the National Environmental Policy Act
(CEQ 1997), minority populations should be defined when:

e The minority population of the affected area exceeds 50 percent.

e The minority population percentage of the affected area is meaningfully greater than the
minority population percentage in the general population or other appropriate unit of
geographic analysis.

The minority population in the City of Los Angeles is 71.9 percent. For the purpose of this analysis,
a census tract identified as having a minority population that is meaningfully greater than the
community of comparison occurs when the percentage of minority persons in a census tract is
greater than 110 percent of the minority population in the City of Los Angeles, which is 79.1
percent.

The Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) issues poverty guidelines for the 48
contiguous states each year. The poverty guidelines, sometimes referred to as the “federal
poverty level,” are based on household size. In 2022, the federal poverty level for a household
size of 4 was $26,500. FTA Circular 4703.1 references Public Law 112-141, which includes a
definition of low-income individuals to mean an “individual whose family income is below 150
percent of the poverty line.”
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For this purposes of this analysis, a community is considered an EJ community when the median
income is below 150 percent of the federal poverty level, which would be $39,750.

Additional EJ communities were also identified within and adjacent to the Project study area
based on demographic characteristics, stakeholder interviews and desktop reviews. (See Section
5.6).

Identification of Adverse Effects Before and After Mitigation

To determine the potential for the Build Alternative to result in disproportionate and adverse
human health or environmental effects on minority populations and low-income populations, the
effects discussed in the Link US Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) were reviewed and the likelihood of any of these effects to
affect minority populations and low-income populations was assessed. Realizing that the City of
Los Angeles contains a unique set of communities, outreach to local stakeholders was also
conducted to identify potential effects on EJ communities that had not been considered through
analysis of the resource areas evaluated in Chapter 3.0 of the EIS/SEIR. Community input
provided through the outreach process is summarized in Section 4.2, Outreach to Environmental
Justice Populations. No additional effects were identified.

Temporary construction and permanent effects throughout operation of the Build Alternative prior
to mitigation were identified for all environmental topics. Adverse effects were then reviewed to
determine whether implementation of proposed infrastructure and mitigation measures would
reduce the adverse effects. Where the Build Alternative would result in no adverse effects on
populations in general and thereby would not disproportionately affect minority populations and
low-income populations, no further analysis was conducted.

Evaluation of Disproportionate and Adverse Effects on EJ Communities

Adverse effects that cannot be mitigated were then compared to the EJ communities’ existing
conditions to determine if there would be a disproportionate and adverse effect on an EJ
population (e.g., an adverse impact that is predominantly borne by an EJ population or is
appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effect that would be suffered
by the non-minority population and/or non-low-income population). The assessment of whether
adverse effects would be disproportionate and adverse included consideration of:

e The location of adverse effects in relation to minority populations and low-income
populations;

o The severity of the adverse effect and the success of the proposed mitigation measures
in reducing the effect;

¢ Whether mitigation measures reduce effects equally for both minority populations and
low-income populations as for non-minority populations and non-low-income populations;
and
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¢ The benefits that minority populations and low-income populations would receive from the
Build Alternative.

3.4.7 Growth-Related Effects

The analysis of growth-related, indirect impacts on land use, economic vitality, and population
was prepared following the first-cut screening guidelines provided in the Guidance for Preparers
of Growth-Related, Indirect Impact Analyses (Caltrans 2006), and in accordance with the CEQ
regulations (Title 40 of the CFR Part 1508.8). The analysis of growth-related impacts was
developed by applying the following steps from the guidance document:

¢ Identifying the potential for growth resulting from the Build Alternative to determine if the
Project change will affect the location, rate, type, or amount of growth;

e Assessing the growth-related effects of the Build Alternative to resources of concern to
determine if these resources would be affected;

¢ Considering additional opportunities to avoid and minimize growth-related impacts;

e Comparing the results of the analysis for all the Build Alternative and No Action Alternative;
and,

e Documenting the process and findings of the analysis.
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4.0 Public Involvement

Proactive and ongoing coordination with the public is critical to the environmental process and,
notably, to the identification of actual and perceived community impacts.

As part of the NEPA process, CHSRA, Metro, and FRA (prior federal lead agency) conducted
outreach activities and public meetings beyond the public review and scoping requirements of
NEPA, as well as the minimum tribal consultation requirements under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act and Section 4(f) coordination requirements contained in the provisions
of 49 USC Section 303 and 54 USC Section 3061083. The robust outreach approach increased
the Project team’s understanding of potential effects on local communities, including potential EJ
considerations, the location and potential use of Section 4(f) properties, and how tribal resources
and historic properties would be managed throughout the NEPA process in accordance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and subsequent construction phases.

Initial public outreach efforts to obtain comments on the Link US Project began in 2016. In
conjunction with facilitating receipt of comments during the two 30-day public scoping comment
periods for the 2016 Notice of Intent (NOI) (2016) and 2020 Revised NOI, various meeting
formats; such as open houses, formal presentations, workshops, and small individual stakeholder
briefings; were used to provide Project updates, obtain public feedback, and consult with federal,
state, and local agencies. In addition, Metro conducted focused outreach efforts with low-income
and minority populations including William Mead Homes, as well as with other property owners
directly adjacent to and directly impacted by the proposed infrastructure.

4.1 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority’s Public Participation Plan

Metro’s Public Participation Plan (Metro 2022) guides Metro’s outreach efforts to gather public
input on possible changes to bus and rail service, as well as new projects in planning and
construction, fares, and other programs. Metro’s Public Participation Plan provides multiple
platforms for communication, providing comfortable, accessible, far-reaching, broadly serving,
and individually engaging settings. Based on the examples provided in the Public Participation
Plan, a comprehensive community outreach, public information, and engagement strategy was
developed to engage all stakeholders, including people with disabilities, limited English
proficiency, minorities, and low-income populations. Metro prepared a Project-specific Public
Outreach Plan (Metro 2024a) and Agency and Public Coordination Plan (Metro 2024b) to outline
the approach for administering the public outreach process while identifying roles, responsibilities,
and timelines for agency and public coordination throughout the environmental review process.

3 Public involvement activities are also intended to meet or exceed legal requirements in the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) Circular C 4702.1B, regarding responsibilities to limited English proficient persons,
and FTA Circular C 4703.1, regarding the integration of Environmental Justice (EJ) principles into the
transportation decision-making process (Metro 2016a).

@ @ Metro

CALIFORNIA 45

High-Speed Rail Authority




Link Union Station June 2024
Draft Community Impact Assessment

4.2 Outreach to Environmental Justice Communities

EO 12898 requires that federal agencies ensure effective public participation and access to
information. Consequently, a key component of compliance with EO 12898 is outreach to
potentially affected minority populations and low-income households to discover issues of
importance that may not otherwise be apparent. Outreach to these affected communities, as well
as targeted outreach to EJ populations, has been and will continue to be conducted as part of
Metro and CHSRA'’s decision-making process throughout the environmental review process and
subsequent final design, construction, and implementation phases. Public involvement activities
are intended to meet or exceed legal requirements in the FTA Circular C 4702.1B, regarding
responsibilities to LEP persons, and FTA Circular C 4703.1, regarding the integration of EJ
principles into the transportation decision-making process (Metro 2022).

The public involvement process is geared toward the inclusion of all stakeholders, with additional
outreach efforts taken to ensure the involvement of EJ communities. The Link US Public Outreach
Plan outlines multiple outreach methods to ensure Project information is widely accessible and
comprehensible, allowing the minority populations and low-income populations the opportunity to
participate meaningfully in the process and provide feedback. The Link US Public Outreach Plan
is a living document and has been revised at certain milestones to incorporate input from
communities, update demographic information as needed, and adjust outreach methods and LEP
considerations accordingly.

Metro is taking steps to provide meaningful access to those LEP individuals expected to be most
regularly encountered. At the onset of the Project, the project team conducted a demographic
survey of the Project study area to determine the demographic makeup of census data to
determine the LEP populations and the languages that would initially be used for translation of
project materials. The Link US Public Outreach Plan summarizes demographics in the EJ study
area, identifies community group stakeholders, and identifies LEP populations. The initial version
of the Link US Public Outreach Plan prepared in 2016 provided for print and digital materials to
be provided in English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese, based on several of the
communities surrounding LAUS — Chinatown, Little Tokyo and Olvera Street. All public notices
indicated that translation for other languages was available upon request. Based on feedback
from stakeholders and the public, the Link US Public Outreach Plan was updated after the NOI
scoping meeting to indicate that print and digital materials would also be provided in Viethamese,
Korean, Khmer (Cambodian).

The current version of the Link US Public Outreach Plan indicates that translation services will be
made available at public and stakeholder meetings as appropriate. Meeting notification materials
are advertised in multiple languages, including English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), Japanese,
Vietnamese, Korean, and Khmer (Cambodian), with additional interpretation services offered
upon stakeholder request.

This CIA summarizes the various outreach activities held to engage and meaningfully involve all
affected communities, including EJ communities in the public decision-making process. The
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reporting of specific meetings and comments from EJ communities demonstrates how comments
expressed are the same, mostly the same, or different from those raised by the general public.

4.3 Link Union Station Public Scoping

During the two 30-day public scoping periods, multiple public questions and comments were
received through various methods of contact, including an information telephone line, letters,
emails, and comment cards submitted during the in-person public scoping meeting in June
2016 and virtual chat box messages and comment cards during the virtual public scoping meeting
in October 2020. Several comments included requests for contact information, Project-related
information, and requests for copies of materials in Chinese, Japanese, and Spanish.

A summary of the scoping activities conducted in 2016 for release of the initial NOI and in 2020
for release of the Revised NOI and the number of comments received throughout these two
30-day public comment periods is provided below, with additional details included in two scoping
summary reports prepared in 2018 and 2021, respectively (Metro 2018a, 2021).

4.3.1 2016 Notice of Intent Scoping Comments

The initial 2016 NOI to prepare an EIS (in combination with an EIR) for the Project (initial
NOI/Notice Of Preparation [NOP] for joint EIS/EIR) was published in the Federal Register on May
31, 2016. The NOI was distributed to the public through mail and advertisements and was also
available on the Project website. A joint notice was mailed to approximately 23,000 stakeholders
(residents, businesses, and property owners) within a 1-mile radius of LAUS on May 27, 2016.
The combined notice included English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese text offering
translated versions of the documents upon request. A combined notice was also published in
several local, multicultural publications in different languages, including the following: LA
Downtown News (English), La Opinion (Spanish), Rafu Shimpo (Japanese), and the Chinese LA
Daily News (Chinese). These are the predominant newspapers circulated in the neighborhoods
around LAUS and cover the main languages spoken in these areas.

In addition to the NOI and notice that was distributed to the public, on May 19, 2016, a
save-the-date tri-fold mailer (in English, Spanish, and Chinese) was delivered to over 23,000
stakeholders who live or work within a 1-mile radius around LAUS to notify them of the Public
scoping meeting and Open House. The mailer was also sent to a list of over 200 key Project
stakeholders, which included agency partners, elected officials, key community organizations,
institutions, and businesses. In addition to the mailer, two e-blasts were sent out to the Project’s
e-blast list of approximately 1,800 stakeholders. The first save-the-date e-blast was emailed to
stakeholders on May 12, 2016, and the second reminder e-blast was emailed on June 1, 2016. A
third email blast was also sent on June 6, 2016, to remind stakeholders of the NOI comment
period and how to submit comments. Individual calls were made to the Project’s top 30 key
stakeholders, which included elected officials, business organizations, and community
organizations.
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Public information materials were created for the scoping process to introduce the Project to the
public and facilitate discussion at the scoping meeting. A Project fact sheet was developed that
includes a Project overview, history, components, benefits, map, timeline, and contact
information. A document containing frequently asked questions (FAQ) was also developed to
answer common Project questions. Fact sheets and FAQs were distributed at all Project briefings
and the scoping meetings, and were available in English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and
Japanese. Public information materials, including the scoping notice, fact sheet and FAQs, were
also distributed throughout LAUS to individual patrons and in the community at local public
facilities (libraries, recreation centers, etc.). For William Mead Homes, door-to-door noticing was
also conducted to disseminate the flyers and meeting invitations.

During the initial outreach activities performed during the 30-day public comment period for the
joint EIS/EIR, 48 individual meetings were held with stakeholders in the area surrounding LAUS,
as well as in neighboring communities. A list of outreach activities to EJ stakeholders and
community groups is provided in Table 4-1. All meetings were facilitated by Metro, some in
partnership with FRA (serving as federal lead agency at the time). For each meeting, an overview
of Project-related information and materials was shared in written, oral, and graphic format
provided in English, and upon request, Spanish, Japanese, and Chinese (simplified).
Stakeholders were able to comment during the scoping period from May 31, 2016, to June 30,
2016.

The scoping meeting was held on June 2, 2016, from 6:00 to 8:00 PM on the first-floor plaza of
Metro Headquarters at One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012. Attendees were provided
copies of the Project fact sheet, FAQs, comment sheet, meeting agenda, venue layout with
stations, and copies of the NOI. The comment sheet included English, Spanish, and Chinese
(simplified) languages. Spanish and Chinese interpretation services were also offered at the
meeting and interpretation was available for other languages upon request. The fact sheet and
FAQs were also provided in English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese. Display boards
were located around the meeting space for stakeholders to walk around, speak to and ask
questions to Project and Metro staff, and view Project information. The scoping meeting was
attended by 37 stakeholders and 7 Project team members.

At the end of the 30-day public scoping period for the 2016 NOI/NOP, 30 public comments were
received, with 7 comments from local agencies (two agencies providing 2 letters) and 22 letters
from individuals. Agencies that commented included the following:

e Caltrans (two letters provided)

e Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA)
e SCAG

o Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

e U.S. EPA (two letters provided)

¢ Native American Heritage Commission
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4.3.2 2020 Revised Notice of Intent Scoping Comments

As part of the standalone EIS process, a Revised NOI to prepare an EIS was issued to address
Project changes since the initial NOI in 2016 was issued. During the 30-day public scoping period
for the Revised NOI, additional outreach activities were performed to seek public feedback
regarding the potential need for railroad improvements at Malabar Yard in the City of Vernon. The
Revised NOI was published in the Federal Register on September 17, 2020, and the 30-day public
comment period extended from September 17, 2020, to October 19, 2020. Due to the
COVID-19 pandemic, a virtual meeting room was hosted on Metro’s website to allow agencies
and the public to review boards throughout the 30-day public scoping period to obtain
Project-related information. Additionally, a virtual public scoping meeting was held on
October 8, 2020. The virtual meeting room with all Project-related information, as well as a copy
of the public scoping meeting presentation, will be maintained on Metro’s website throughout the
NEPA process.

At the end of the 30-day public comment period for the 2020 Revised NOI, CHSRA and Metro
received agency comment letters from the following agencies:

e US. EPA

e Caltrans

U.S. EPA reattached the 2016 comment letter and Caltrans acknowledged their role as a
cooperating agency and continued interest to review Project-related environmental
documentation in that role.

4.3.3 Summary of Public Concerns and Comments During Scoping

Aside from the general questions, expressions of support or opposition, and inquiries on
Project-related infrastructure, the primary concerns related to community effects disclosed in this
CIA for the Project study area that were expressed by the public during both scoping periods are
shown in Table 4-1. The majority of public concerns are related to impacts on businesses and
historical resources.

Table 4-1. Public Concerns Related to Topics Considered in this Community
Impact Assessment (Project Study Area)

Type of
Public
Concern Summary of Public Concern

Businesses Effects on businesses in the Commercial Street corridor near US-101, where new viaducts would
be constructed to accommodate the run-through tracks

Historical Archaeological remains in historic Chinatown and the Mexican-American neighborhood north of
resources Cesar Chavez Avenue
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Table 4-1. Public Concerns Related to Topics Considered in this Community
Impact Assessment (Project Study Area)

Type of
Public
Concern Summary of Public Concern

Effects on the historical significance and structural integrity of the historic Macy Street school
building (no longer a school)

Cultural resources evaluation of US-101 to determine its eligibility for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places

Historical aspects of Bauchet Street
Effects on LAUS and its historic landmark status

Concern about improvements associated with the Project and the historic landmark status of
LAUS

Notes:
LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station; US-101=United States Highway 101

4.3.4 Summary of Agency Concerns and Comments

The U.S. EPA’s comment letter dated June 30, 2016, provided information and recommendations
relative to issues evaluated in this CIA, including a recommendation to coordinate with local
planning efforts, as shown in Table 4-2. SCAG expressed support for the Project and
recommended an analysis of Project consistency with SCAG goals and polices. Caltrans
recommended a traffic study to analyze potential for impacts on the US-101 and expressed the
need to consider traffic implications, stormwater runoff mitigation, cultural resources impacts,
construction impacts, and alternatives that would minimize impacts on the existing concourse
passenger tunnel. Comments related to topics not evaluated in this CIA, such as construction
permits and operational efficiencies on highways, are addressed in the other applicable technical
studies.
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Table 4-2. United States Environmental Protection Agency Scoping Comments and
Recommendations

Type of
Community
Impact Comments/Recommendations

Coordination with Comment: In 2014, U.S. EPA’s Office of Sustainable Communities supported a sustainable

local planning neighborhood assessment involving local government and Global Green USA near the

efforts Project study area. The assessment used the Leadership in Energy and Environmental
Design for Neighborhood Development rating system to evaluate existing conditions and
plans for LAUS with a goal of identifying opportunities to augment revitalization of the area.
The assessment resulted in recommendations to increase the neighborhood’s overall
sustainability. Additionally, the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan that established bicycle routes and
paths near LAUS was cited. These two efforts provide information to support consideration
of “last mile” connections, bicycle parking, and other elements in the station area.

Recommendation: U.S. EPA recommended a review of the sustainable neighborhood
assessment from 2014 and, in the EIS, to identify Project elements that complement the
action items developed through that assessment. It was recommended that applicable
action items be incorporated in community outreach efforts and station area improvements.

Recommendation: U.S. EPA recommended including a discussion about applicable design
elements of the proposed action consistent with the goals and objectives of the Los Angeles
Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 2011). See Section 6.1 for a
summary of the Project’s consistency with applicable land use plans.

EJ Comment: Screening tools indicate that the Project study area includes communities with EJ
concerns and environmental risks, such as air pollution, impaired waters, and hazardous
waste and toxic release facilities. Populations in adjacent Naud Junction and Mission
Junction may have a high proportion of seniors, minorities, linguistically isolated
communities, and people living below the poverty line.

Recommendation: U.S. EPA recommended the EJ analysis include a study area broad
enough to include communities likely to experience direct, indirect, and cumulative effects
from construction and operations of the proposed action.

Recommendation: U.S. EPA recommended engagement of communities with EJ concerns
to seek input and reach decisions regarding adverse effects and potential mitigation
measures. For example, community members can inform construction schedules, truck
routes, and idling-prevention strategies during construction to minimize effects on their
community.

Notes:

EIS=environmental impact statement; EJ=environmental justice; EPA=Environmental Protection Agency; LAUS=Los
Angeles Union Station; Link US=Link Union Station; U.S.=United States

4.4 Summary of Public Outreach Meetings

As discussed above, outreach activities began in April 2016 and included meetings to identify EJ
populations and meet with community leaders. These meetings were held to identify strategies
that would gain the most input at the community level. The Project team received valuable input
that was incorporated into the environmental impact evaluation and overall design of proposed
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infrastructure. A full list of meetings conducted from April 2016 through February 2021 is provided
in Table 4-3. A total of 65 meetings were held from April 2016 to October 2018, which included
outreach for both the NEPA NOI and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Notice of
Preparation. In October 2018, the joint federal/state environmental document was split into
separate EIS and EIR documents. The Metro Board of Directors certified the Final EIR on June
27, 2019. All meetings after this date specifically from 2020 through 2023 address the NEPA
process and/or Malabar Yard railroad improvements in City of Vernon.

Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

EIS/EIR Meetings

April 29, 2016 Los Angeles Conservancy

May 23, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar**
May 25, 2016 LA County Board of Supervisors, District 1, Supervisor Hilda Solis**
May 26, 2016 City of Los Angeles, Mayor Eric Garcetti

May 27, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**
June 6, 2016 Los Angeles River Artists and Business Association**

June 14, 2016 Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce**

June 15, 2016 Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (Land Use Committee and

Board) **

June 16, 2016

June 16, 2016
June 20, 2016
June 21, 2016

June 22, 2016

June 28, 2016
June 30, 2016
June 30, 2016

July 7, 2016

Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business Improvement
District™

Lincoln Heights Neighborhood Council**
Los Angeles County Sheriff Jim McDonnell
Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council**

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce (staff and Transportation and
Goods Movement Council) **

Friends of the Los Angeles River and River LA
Los Angeles Historic Core Business Improvement District
Los Angeles Latino Chamber of Commerce**

US Congressional District 34, Congressman Xavier Becerra
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

July 12, 2016 Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce (Transportation & Goods
Movement Council) **

July 12, 2016 Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council (Land Use Committee and
Board) **

July 13, 2016 Downtown Center Business Improvement District

July 14, 2016 El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument*™*

July 27, 2016 Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council**

July 28, 2016 Chinatown Business Improvement District™*

August 2, 2016 Lincoln Heights Chamber of Commerce**

August 3, 2016 CA State Assembly District 51, Assembly Member Jimmy Gomez

August 10, 2016 Friends of the Los Angeles River

August 11, 2016 Central City Association of Los Angeles**

August 12, 2016 Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District**

August 15, 2016 Arts District Community Council of LA**

August 23, 2016 River LA

August 30, 2016 Friends of the Los Angeles River and River LA

September 20, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar**

September 21, 2016 Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council, Land Use Committee™**

September 21, 2016 Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business Improvement
District™

September 22, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**

October 4, 2016 Lincoln Heights Chamber of Commerce**

October 14, 2016 Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District™

November 8, 2016 Boyle Heights Chamber of Commerce**

November 10, 2016 Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council, Planning and Land Use

Committee**
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

November 15, 2016 Community Update Meeting
e Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council**
e Chinese American Museum™**
e Chinese Historical Society**
e Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council**
e Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

e Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business
Improvement District**

November 30, 2016 Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council**

December 8, 2016 Los Angeles City Council District 14, Councilmember Jose Huizar**
January 10, 2017 VICA Transportation Committee Meeting

January 12, 2017 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**
January 12, 2017 Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

January 12, 2017 William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**

January 19, 2017 CMAA

March 15, 2017 Burbank TC

April 29, 2017 William Mead Homes Community Listening Workshop™**
October 26, 2017 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**
October 26, 2017 Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

October 26, 2017 William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**
November 2, 2017 LAUS Round Table Workshop

e Chinatown Business Improvement District**

e El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument™*
e Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council**

e Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

e Little Tokyo Community Council**

January 18, 2018 Lincoln Heights Chamber of Commerce**
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

January 18, 2018 Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business Improvement
District™*

January 18, 2018 Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District™

February 12, 2018 Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**/Los Angeles River Artists

and Business Association**, Historic Cultural Neighborhood Council
(Land Use Committee and Board)**

May 2, 2018 LAUS Round Table Workshop
e Chinatown Business Improvement District**

e Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business
Improvement District™*

May 24, 2018 City of Los Angeles, Mayor Eric Garcetti, Council District 14, and Los
Angeles County Board of Supervisors, District 1

May 30, 2018 Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

June 5, 2018 William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**

June 21, 2018 William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**

June 21, 2018 Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**

June 21, 2018 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**

July 13, 2018 Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**

July 14, 2018 Union Station Train Fest

August 16, 2018 Train-to-Table Farmer's Market

September 13, 2018 Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council, Planning and Land Use

Committee**

September 14, 2018 Arts District Los Angeles Business Improvement District™
September 17, 2018 HSR Open House

September 26, 2018 Metro Link US Open House

September 30, 2018 CicLAvia

EIR Only

October 10, 2018 Metro Westside/Central Los Angeles Service Council
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

October 22, 2018

October 24, 2018

October 24, 2018
November 8, 2018
November 15, 2018

November 28, 2018

November 30, 2018

November 30, 2018
December 1, 2018
December 2, 2018
December 5, 2018
December 5, 2018
December 5, 2018
December 6, 2018
December 12, 2018
January 7, 2019
January 9, 2019
January 9, 2019
January 10, 2019

January 11, 2019

El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument**

Boyle Heights Neighborhood Council, Planning and Land Use
Committee*™

Metro Citizen’s Advisory Council**
Metro Accessibility Advisory Board Meeting**
Chinatown Business Improvement District™*

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce (Land Use/Construction and
Housing/Transportation and Goods Movement Council)**

LAUS Roundtable Workshop

e Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business
Improvement District™*

e Little Tokyo Community Council**
Central City Association of Los Angeles**
Union Station Holiday Festival and Market
CicLAvia Heart of LA
William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**
Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**
Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**
Board Report Meeting
American Institute of Architects
Los Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action and Sustainability
William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**
Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**
Little Tokyo Community Council — All Committees™*

William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee**, Housing Authority
of the City of Los Angeles**, Los Angeles City Council District 1,
Councilmember Gil Cedillo**
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

January 17, 2019
January 18, 2019
January 22, 2019
January 26, 2019
January 29, 2019
March 13, 2019

March 27, 2019

April 17, 2019

April 23, 2019
May 4, 2019
May 9, 2019
May 13, 2019
May 29, 2019

June 3, 2019

June 06, 2019

EIS Only
April 22, 2020

July 8, 2020
August 8, 2020
August 13, 2020
September 2, 2020
October 7, 2020

October 8, 2020*

Little Tokyo Community Council — All Committees™*

Christian Life Assembly Faith Event**

Union Station Pop Up

William Mead Homes Community Workshop**

Link US Public Hearing

Central City Association of Los Angeles

Los Angeles City Council District 1, Councilmember Gil Cedillo**

Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business Improvement
District**

Little Tokyo Community Council**

Union Station 80" Anniversary

Metro Accessibility Advisory Committee**
First 5 LA**

Metro Central LA Roundtable**

Little Tokyo Business Association/Little Tokyo Business Improvement
District™*

Final EIR Open House

City of Vernon
City of Vernon
City of Vernon
City of Vernon Business and Industry Commission
City of Vernon
City of Vernon

Revised NOI Scoping Meeting
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Table 4-3. Public Outreach Meeting Summary

Date Held Stakeholder Name

December 2, 2020* City of Vernon

January 20, 2020* City of Vernon

February 10, 2021* Vernon Business Stakeholder Meeting
February 11, 2021* City of Vernon Business and Industry Commission
March 3, 2021* City of Vernon

EIS/SEIR

June 27, 2023* Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**
August 14, 2023* Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles**
May 9, 2024 City of Vernon — Project Update Meeting

May 13, 2024 William Mead Homes Project Update Meeting
Spring 2024 (Date TBD) Link US Project Update — Public Meeting
June 4, 2024 Admin Draft EIS/SEIR Public Hearing

Notes:

*=Meetings after Revised NOI was posted
**=Representing EJ Communities

EIR=environmental impact report; EIS=environmental impact statement; EJ=environmental justice; HSR=high-speed
rail; LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station; Link US=Link Union Station; Metro=Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority; NOI=notice of intent; SEIR=Supplemental Environmental Impact Report; TBD=to be
determined; U.S.=United States

William Mead Homes

William Mead Homes is a 415-unit public housing community located adjacent to the railroad
ROW where a portion of the Project footprint traverses the property. According to 2022 HACLA
records, approximately 98 percent of the William Mead Homes residents qualify as minority. The
median income is $17,811, which is below the federal poverty level. Wiliam Mead Homes has a
Resident Advisory Council with members that are elected by residents to represent the community
in policy decisions, community administration, and to organize events and activities. Metro held
briefings with the Resident Advisory Committee in advance of broader public outreach events to
gain an understanding of best techniques to obtain input and identify specific concerns in advance
of the larger meetings with all members of the William Mead Homes community. Metro sought to
present information that was responsive to concerns and design workshops that would encourage
participation. The advance briefings were held with Council District 1 (CD1), HACLA, and the

@ @ Metro

ALIFORNIA
CALIFOI 58

High:Speed Rail Autharity




Link Union Station June 2024
Draft Community Impact Assessment

William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee in January 2017 to inform key stakeholders
of upcoming meetings and workshops and obtain feedback to prepare for the meetings. An on-site
Community Workshop was held on April 29, 2017, to provide a project overview and conduct a
listening session to understand resident concerns. Residents were also informed about upcoming
noise, vibration, and soil testing that would take place for the Project. The Project team also
informed residents about the expected release of the CEQA Draft Environmental Impact Report
by discussing what to expect, how the document is structured, and how public comments can be
submitted. Additional meetings were held in October 2017, June 2018, and December 2018. On
January 26, 2019, the Project team facilitated another on-site community meeting at the William
Mead Homes property to provide a project update and an opportunity for residents to give input
on the project during the Link US Draft EIR 45-day public review and comment period (which had
been extended from January 17 through March 4, 2019). In 2023, additional meetings with
HACLA were held to provide a Project update and overview of potential effects to support the
NEPA and Section 106 processes.

Metro Equity Platform and EJ Community Input

The Project delivers on the “Listen and Learn” Pillar of the Equity Platform. As described above,
during the outreach and environmental review process, there were numerous public engagement
meetings with stakeholders, including EJ communities. Attendees were provided copies of the
Project fact sheet, FAQs, and comment sheet. The fact sheet and FAQs were provided in English,
Spanish, Chinese (simplified), Japanese, Vietnamese, Korean, and Khmer (Cambodian). The
comment sheet included English, Spanish, Chinese (simplified), and Japanese, and were made
available in additional languages upon request. Display boards were located around the meeting
spaces (pre-COVID) for stakeholders to walk around, speak to Project and Metro staff, and view
Project information. Stakeholders were invited to write directly on the boards and/or fill out
comment sheets located at each table. Interpretation was available in Spanish, Chinese, and
Japanese to all stakeholders in attendance and was also made available for other languages
upon advanced request. The information learned was incorporated as feedback in the
environmental review process. Further efforts will be made to meet with key stakeholders and
equity-focused community representatives during the environmental review process.

Input provided by stakeholders at EJ outreach events and briefings are summarized in Table 4-4.
This input was reviewed and considered during the analysis for each resource area, identification
of potential impacts, and development of mitigation measures.
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

Air Quality e Impacts to air quality associated with e An analysis of air quality impacts to nearby sensitive receptors of the
project/increased train activity and impacts to Build Alternative footprint was performed along with a Health Risk
residents with health issues. Assessment to consider the cancer risk to receptors within a 2-kilometer

buffer of the Build Alternative footprint during both construction and
operations. Mitigation measures were identified to reduce potential
adverse effects related to air quality during construction and operations
(see Section 3.5 of the EIS/SEIR).

e Request for post-project completion air quality
analysis.

e Mitigation Measure AQ-3, Adaptive Air Quality Mitigation Plan, requires
Metro to conduct an annual emissions inventory to determine if pollutant
emissions and diesel pollutant concentrations would exceed thresholds
at any residential land use, and to work with regional/intercity rail
operators to implement emerging technology on trains passing through
LAUS or limit train movements so applicable thresholds would not be
exceeded (see Section 3.5 of the EIS/SEIR).

Businesses o Effects on businesses in the Commercial o A food processing facility, self-storage facility, and a portion of the BNSF
Street corridor near US-101, where new West Bank Yard are planned to be acquired to implement the Build
viaducts would be constructed to Alternative. Relocation of active businesses on affected parcels would be
accommodate the run-through tracks. completed in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and

Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (see Section 3.15 of the
EIS/SEIR).

e Construction of the run-through tracks would also take place on vacant
property north of Commercial Street. South of Commercial Street, full
access to businesses and associated parking would be maintained.
Although short-term overnight closures of the southbound ramps at
Commercial Street would be necessary to erect and dismantle falsework
during construction of the US-101 Viaduct, alternate access would be
provided to businesses along Commercial Street via local roads (see
Section 3.3 of the EIS/SEIR).

o Noise and vibration effects on sensitive receptors were evaluated. None
of the businesses along the Commercial Street corridor are classified as
sensitive receptors (see Section 3.6 of the EIS/SEIR).
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

Community Impacts .

Construction .

Impacts to fields, handball court, open space
at William Mead Homes.

Opportunities for educational internships to
involve community youth in internships and
educational programs, allow more exposure
to programs for young adults.

Request for presentation to William Mead
Homes residents on methods to obtain jobs
on Metro projects and work/training
opportunities.

Displacement of unhoused population.

Duration of construction.

Construction staging and vehicles driving
through the community.

Impacts to parking during construction.

Temporary or permanent impacts to the recreational areas at William
Mead homes would not occur with implementation of the Build
Alternative. The area adjacent to Bolero Lane alongside the existing
fence would be temporarily impacted during construction of the noise
wall and would be restored to the existing condition or better after
completion of the noise wall in coordination with HACLA.

Metro encourages participation in its student and emerging professional
programs, which includes summer internships for high school juniors and
seniors, and other internship programs.

Small and Disadvantaged Businesses interested in bidding work are
encouraged to access Metro’s Vendor Portal to learn about
opportunities, bonding assistance, and become a certified
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise or Small Business Enterprise.

Community Outreach meetings held on November 15, 2016, included
stations for the Metro Jobs Programs through the Diversity and
Economic Opportunity Department. The Metro Jobs Programs stations
provided collateral materials about construction careers and Metro’s
Small Business Programs. A Metro Jobs Program station will also be set
up at the public hearing for the Draft EIS. Metro’s staff will also meet with
WMH to provide an overview of Metro’s jobs programs

Construction will take place on existing right-of-way and on fenced,
private parcels acquired for the Project. Displacement of unhoused
individuals are not anticipated.

Construction of the Build Alternative would occur in multiple stages and
would be phased to minimize impacts to local street circulation during
construction. Temporary traffic delays and disruptions to traffic would
occur during reconstruction of the Vignes Street Bridge and the Cesar
Chavez Avenue Bridge. Reconstruction of these bridges would be
phased and occur consecutively so that road closures would not be
concurrent (see Section 3.3 of the EIS/SEIR).

Noise mitigation measures include rerouting truck traffic away from
residential streets to the extent possible and implementation of a
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

proactive Community Notification Plan to address community noise and
vibration concerns during construction (see Section 3.6 of the EIS/SEIR).
Construction site access in the throat segment is expected to be at
Alhambra Avenue and College Street (see Section 3.3 of the EIS/SEIR).

e There may be temporary impacts to parking at William Mead Homes
during construction to allow for excavation of noise wall footings and
equipment staging. This temporary encroachment would be coordinated
with HACLA and the William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee
prior to construction. A construction traffic management plan will be
prepared prior to construction, which will require the contractor to
coordinate construction closures and traffic detours with the local
affected community. Advance notice will be provided to residents and
communities to identify proposed closure schedules and detour routes,
as well as construction traffic routes, including haul truck routes, and
preferred delivery/haul-out locations and hours (see Section 3.3 of the
EIS/SEIR). No other impacts to public or private parking areas are

anticipated.
Hazardous Materials e  Concerns regarding possible existing e An analysis was conducted to identify the potential to encounter
contamination. contaminated soils and/or groundwater, or migration of contaminants

during construction activities. Mitigation measures were identified to
minimize adverse effects. A Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment is
required to be prepared prior to final design for properties that will be

° Concerns regarding potentia' groundwater affected by excavation (See Section 3.10 of the EIS/SEIR)

contamination from project.

e Concerns on potential health impacts due to
the expected increase of train activity.

¢ An analysis was conducted to evaluate the potential for cancer risk to

e Concerns/questions regarding health risks nearby sensitive receptors. After implementation of Mitigation Measure
due to dust resulting from soil testing. AQ-3, Adaptive Air Quality Mitigation Plan, there would be a reduction of
pollutant concentrations to below SCAQMD'’s threshold of 10 in 1 million
e Concerns of location of soil testing (Metro for cancer risk at any of the identified sensitive receptors near the Build
side vs. from WMH). Alternative. Pollutant concentrations would decrease by 30 percent in

2031 and 37 percent in 2040 with implementation of emerging rail
technologies (see Section 3.5 of the EIS/SEIR).

e Geotechnical and Phase Il soil testing near WMH was conducted from
within the railroad right-of-way. A site-specific Health and Safety Plan
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

Historical resources

Archaeological remains in historic Chinatown
and the Mexican-American neighborhood
north of Cesar Chavez Avenue.

o Effects on the historical significance and
structural integrity of the historic Macy Street
school building (no longer a school).

e  Cultural resources evaluation of US-101 to
determine its eligibility for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places.

o Historical aspects of Bauchet Street.

e Consideration of Union Station as site for
gatherings, meetings and performances, and
local cultural museum offerings.

e Preservation or reuse of historic canopies.

e Noise impacts to children during school time
(WMH)

e  Construction noise

was prepared for that soil testing work. A Hazardous Materials
Management Plan, parcel-specific Soil Management Plan, and Health
and Safety Plans will be prepared prior to any further investigations and
construction to identify specific hazards and to outline provisions for how
soils will be managed to reduce potential public health impacts. Health
and Safety Plans will be prepared to meet OSHA requirements and all
applicable federal, state, and local regulations and agency ordinances
related to the proposed management, transport, and disposal of
contaminated media during construction. All plans pertaining to work on
properties with Land Use Covenants will be reviewed by the Department
of Toxic Substances Control to verify that construction activities would be
managed in a manner protective of public health (see Section 3.10 of the
EIS/SEIR).

Historic resources within the defined Area of Potential Effect were
evaluated to determine potential eligibility for the National Register of
Historic Properties (NRHP) as well as potential impacts for properties
listed or eligible for the NRHP. Coordination about the eligibility and
assessment of effects is ongoing with the State Historic Preservation
Office, Tribes, and other consulting parties. US-101 was determined not
eligible for the NRHP. No adverse effect was identified for Macy Street
School (see Section 3.12 of the EIS/SEIR).

US-101 between Grand Avenue and Vignes Street was evaluated and
determined not eligible for the NRHP, nor was it a CEQA historical
resource.

Mitigation Measure CUL-1, Archaeological Treatment Plan, was
developed to minimize adverse effects to known archaeological
properties and address accidental discoveries. This plan provides for
monitoring during construction, stop work protocols for unanticipated
discoveries, and development of visual exhibits within LAUS regarding
the significance of the historic site, along with other measures to guide
work in archaeologically sensitive areas (see Section 3.12 of the
EIS/SEIR).
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

e Historical aspects of Bauchet Street were not considered because the
location is outside the area of potential effects considered for the
historical analysis.

e Union Station is available for events and community gatherings.
Mitigation Measure CUL-1 includes provisions for development of visual
exhibits within LAUS regarding the significance of the historic site. The
existing spaces on the west side of LAUS that are used for gatherings,
meetings, and performances, including the passenger waiting area,
former ticketing room, Harvey House restaurant, and courtyards would
not be altered during construction. The community spaces, including the
newly constructed East and West Plazas, will be available for public use
during operations.

e The existing butterfly shed canopies would be too narrow to perform their
historic function (protection from sun and inclement weather) effectively
or safely and would not align with the widened platforms as part of the
Build Alternative. As part of the Section 106 process, Metro is
considering the feasibility of salvaging significant architectural details
from LAUS, including a butterfly canopy, for potential use in an
educational display.

Noise e Current impacts to residents from existing e A noise analysis was conducted to identify potential noise impacts to
operations. surrounding communities during construction and operations with

- . increased train movements through LAUS.
e Potential increase of impacts due to more

trains resulting from the project. e Sound walls are required to reduce operational noise levels and may be
constructed during the first phase of the project to reduce
construction-related noise at William Mead Homes and Care First Village
for subsequent phases of construction. Details of the sound walls are
e Consideration of Quiet Zone for WMH/request specified in Mitigation Measure NV-1 and will be coordinated with
for elimination of horn blowing near WMH. William Mead Homes and Care First Village during design (see Section
3.6 and Section 4.5.1 of the EIS/SEIR).

e Train activity impacts TV signals for WMH
residents without satellite TV.

e Sound walls as potential mitigation.
e Inresponse to comments about train activity impacting TV signals at

*  Sound wall details, including location, design, WMH, sources of potential signal interference were discussed with
height, construction duration. communications engineers. Positive Train Control transmitters, which
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

e Noise impacts to children during school time are federally required safety measures, already operate at the top end of
(WMH) the VHF TV spectrum and may already cause some signal interference
with Channels 12 and 13 for households with over-the-air antennas for
households near the railroad tracks. All residences with over-the-air
antennas located near railroad tracks have the potential for signal
interference for a short duration of time, similar to existing conditions.

e Construction noise

e Safety improvements are proposed at the rail crossing on North Main
Street to support the City of Los Angeles’ future application to FRA for a
quiet zone. Horns are used at the private crossings adjacent to William
Mead Homes for safety purposes at the discretion of conductors per
FRA protocol.

Safety e Safety measures to block access to tracks. e Up to 33 new security positions would be required at LAUS upon

implementation of the Build Alternative.
e Current gates/fences are in bad condition. o

¢ Right-of-way fencing is incorporated into the design to block access to
* Earthquakes. the tracks (see Section 3.14 of the EIS/SEIR).

*  Unhoused individuals in and around area e An analysis of the active faults and seismic regions in the Project area

was reviewed. The Project study area would be subject to the same level
of ground motion and associated seismic hazards in the event of an
earthquake as under existing conditions; however, standard construction
safety protocols, in accordance with OSHA requirements would be
implemented during construction. Construction of the Build Alternative
would not increase the probability of seismic ground shaking occurring.
New infrastructure would be constructed to be seismically sound and
would be designed and constructed per current building code
requirements for seismic safety (see Section 3.9 of the EIS/SEIR).

e Metro developed a Homeless Outreach Plan in 2017 that has continued
to evolve through a partnership with People Assisting the Homeless.
Metro’s Outreach Team consists of nurses, substance abuse counselors,
mental health clinicians, former homeless individuals and other outreach
workers seeking to help unhoused individuals who shelter within Metro’s
stations, trains and buses.
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

Transportation

Access to nearby areas — desire for improved o
pedestrian access and bikeway connectivity

and direct connections to transit (Downtown

Los Angeles Streetcar, West Santa Anna

Branch light rail, Blue Line, Silver Line).

Reduction of cars on Los Angeles Street.

Addition of bridge or other grade separated
connection from Union Station to El Pueblo
and Civic Center.

Parking during and after construction at
William Mead Homes.

High speed rail options and potential to build
underground.

Overall impacts from high-speed rail trains.

Impacts on bus routes and train on-time
performance.

Closure of Vignes Street
US-101 on-off ramp improvements

US-101 high-occupancy vehicle lane
configuration

Widening of Alameda Street Bridge

Simultaneous detours/closure of roads during
construction

Construction traffic impacts

Need for advanced notification to community
ahead of construction related activities

The Build Alternative includes improved pedestrian and bicycle facilities,
linkages to surrounding neighborhoods, and access to transit, which
would decrease reliance on single-occupancy vehicles in the area. Due
to the need to raise the concourse to allow for adequate vertical
clearance for the run-through tracks, underground options for
High-Speed Rail would not be feasible (see Section 2.0 of the
EIS/SEIR).

A pedestrian bridge to connect LAUS to El Pueblo and Civic Center is
outside the scope of this project.

There may be temporary impacts to parking at William Mead Homes
during construction to allow for excavation of noise wall footings and
equipment staging. This temporary encroachment would be coordinated
with HACLA and the William Mead Homes Resident Advisory Committee
prior to construction. A construction traffic management plan will be
prepared prior to construction, which will require the contractor to
coordinate construction closures and traffic detours with the local
affected community. There would be no impacts to parking after
construction.

The project team explored the potential for 14 configurations to
accommodate high speed rail system. Design parameters identified for
the project included avoiding impacts to the existing Red and Purple Line
subway. Construction of underground high speed rail infrastructure
would require tunneling below or lowering the existing Red and Purple
Line subway tunnels, which are located 40 feet below ground level at the
station, directly below the existing passenger tunnel floor. Alternatives
that require lowering of the Red and Purple Line would be financially
infeasible and would produce more construction than what is required to
fulfill the purpose and need of the Project. Additionally, this would
increase the potential for greater subsurface environmental impacts
related to archaeological and paleontological resources, hazardous
materials, geology and soils.

The planned HSR system will operate within an existing rail corridor that
is already characterized by existing train noise, vibration, visual impacts,
air quality impacts, and an existing physical barrier. The addition of HSR
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

service would provide permanent beneficial effects through improved
regional accessibility, reduced vehicle trips on freeways, and
improvements to transportation infrastructure. As discussed above,
pollutant concentrations would decrease by 30 percent in 2031 and 37
percent in 2040 with implementation of emerging rail technologies (see
Section 3.5 of the EIS/SEIR). Construction of a noise wall would reduce
operational noise to levels lower than the FTA severe impact criteria and
safety improvements at the Main Street Bridge to support future
application for a Quiet Zone would further reduce operational noise
levels.

e Mitigation Measure TR-1 requires alternative routes to be implemented
to maintain access and connectivity during road closures and detours.
Advance notice would be provided to public transit and bus operators to
help maintain on-time performance during construction (see Section 3.3
of the EIS/SEIR).

e The Build Alternative does not require closure of Vignes Street (south of
US-101) or realignment of Commercial Street. The run-through track
alignment south of LAUS is Final EIR Project alignment.

e With the Build Alternative, safety improvements and modifications would
still be implemented at the Northbound US-101 Off-ramp to Alameda
Street and SB US-101 On-ramp from Commercial Street. Changes to the
SB US-101 Off-Ramp to Commercial Street are not required.

e Reconfiguration of the high-occupancy vehicle lane along the US-101 is
not part of the Build Alternative.

e The Build Alternative would not cause long-term traffic impacts that
would require widening of Alameda Street.

¢ Mitigation Measure TR-1 includes advanced construction notifications for
surrounding residents and communities and includes a requirement that
the contractor avoid concurrent closures of Cesar Chavez Avenue and
Vignes Street north of LAUS during peak hours, where feasible.
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Table 4-4. Summary of Stakeholder Input from Environmental Justice Communities

Input Summary Summary of How Feedback was Addressed

e With implementation of proposed mitigation, temporary construction-
related impacts in the AM or PM peak hours would not result in
significant traffic delays per LADOT guidelines.

Visual e Visual impacts of run-through tracks over 101 e An analysis was performed to consider the visual impacts of run-through
to drivers. tracks over US-101.
e Gateway Signage at 101 and Olvera Street ¢ Gateway signage at US-101 and the Olvera Street District is outside the
District. scope of this project and the Build Alternative.
e Cleanliness of trains and LAUS. e Up to 13 new janitorial positions would be required as part of the Build

Alternative to help ensure the cleanliness of LAUS.
e  Opportunities for public art and murals as part P

of the project e Metro’s onboard Ambassadors help to report maintenance, cleanliness,
or safety concerns for an expedited response.

e  Opportunity for art installations may be considered during final design.

Notes:

CEQA-=California Environmental Quality Act; EIR=environmental impact report; EIS=environmental impact statement; FRA=Federal Railroad Administration;
FTA=Federal Transit Administration; HSR=high-speed rail; HACLA=Housing Authority of City of Los Angeles; LADOT=Los Angeles Department of Transportation;
LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station; OSHA=Occupational Safety and Health Administration; SB=Senate Bill; SCAQMD=South Coast Air Quality Management District;
SEIR=Supplemental Environmental Impact Report; WMH=William Mead Homes
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5.0 Affected Environment

This chapter describes existing conditions, including land use and demographic characteristics of
the County and City of Los Angeles. The affected environment for communities and
neighborhoods is presented in terms of existing and planned land uses, population characteristics
(demographics, age, income, household characteristics, linguistic isolation, and disabilities),
housing, presence of EJ populations, local economic conditions, community facilities, and
nonmotorized circulation characteristics in the local community.

5.1 Existing and Planned Land Use

The following sections discuss communities and applicable community plans within the broader
socioeconomic planning area, existing land uses, general plan land use designations, and zoning
classifications within the Project study area.

5.1.1 Communities in the Socioeconomic Planning Area

LAUS is located in the northeastern corner of Downtown Los Angeles, the central business district
of the City of Los Angeles. Downtown Los Angeles is comprised of multiple neighborhood
communities, also referred to as districts, that are contained within larger community planning
areas. As depicted on Figure 5-1, the socioeconomic planning area encompasses the Project
study area and extends into districts west of the Project study area boundaries. A summary of the
districts located within the socioeconomic planning area is provided below:

¢ Northern Industrial District — The northern portion of the socioeconomic planning area
is within the Northern Industrial District, also referred to as the Mission Junction
neighborhood. Mission Junction is adjacent to and west of the Los Angeles River. The
449-unit William Mead Homes, operated by the Housing Authority of the City of Los
Angeles and the 232-unit Hilda L. Solis Care First Village, is located in Segment 1 of the
Project study area. Segment 2 contains the Mozaic Apartments (272 housing units) and
several government buildings, including the Twin Towers Correctional Facility operated by
the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department (LASD).

¢ Chinatown District — The western portion of the socioeconomic planning area (Segments
1 and 2) is within the Chinatown District. The Chinatown District is adjacent to, but not
within, the Project study area. This district was the commercial center for Chinese and
other Asian businesses starting circa 1938 and is currently occupied by restaurants,
shops, businesses, and residential neighborhoods. The Chinatown District also contains
the area previously known as Naud Junction, where two sets of railroad tracks used to
intersect. Located in the northwestern portion of the Project study area at Main Street and
Alameda Street, the former Naud Junction area is now occupied by commercial and
industrial buildings.
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El Pueblo District — The southwestern portion of the socioeconomic planning area
contains the El Pueblo District, which is immediately adjacent to Segment 2 in the Project
study area. The El Pueblo District includes Olvera Street and the El Pueblo de Los Angeles
Historical Monument. Olvera Street contains several of Los Angeles’s oldest historic
buildings along with dozens of craft shops, restaurants, and other businesses. El Pueblo
de Los Angeles Historical Monument (also known as Los Angeles Plaza Historic District
and formerly known as EIl Pueblo de Los Angeles State Historic Park) is a 44-acre park in
the oldest section of Los Angeles (City of Los Angeles 2016).

Arts District — The southern portion of the socioeconomic planning area and Segment
3 of the Project study area includes the Arts District, formerly an industrial area
transformed into an artist community with live-work lofts in the mid-1970s.

Southern Industrial District — The southernmost portion of the socioeconomic planning
area and Segment 3 of the Project study area is located within the Southern Industrial
District. This area contains light industrial and warehouse uses.

Little Tokyo — The majority of Little Tokyo is west of Alameda Street, with a segment
along 1%t Street that overlaps with the Arts District. Little Tokyo includes commercial,
cultural, and religious uses, and some developing residential areas.
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Figure 5-1. Socioeconomic Planning Area and Adjacent Communities
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Other neighborhoods near but outside the socioeconomic planning area include Skid Row,
approximately 0.5 mile southwest, which includes a large population (approximately 3,000 to
6,000) of people experiencing homelessness; the Elysian Park neighborhood and Chavez Ravine,
approximately 0.7 mile north near Elysian Park and Dodger Stadium; and Lincoln Heights, Boyle
Heights, and Aliso Village, east of the Los Angeles River. While these neighborhoods are located
outside the socioeconomic planning area, public outreach efforts included these communities to
obtain input and feedback about Project elements.

5.1.2 Community Plans and Specific Plans in the Socioeconomic
Planning Area

Many of the districts discussed in Section 5.1.2 are located within the boundaries of community
or specific plans adopted by the Los Angeles City Council. As depicted on Figure 5-2, portions of
the socioeconomic planning area are within the DCP (City of Los Angeles, Department of City
Planning 2009), the ADSP (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 1996), and Cornfield
Arroyo Seco Specific Plan (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 2013). A brief
discussion of the guiding principles of these plans is provided below:

e The DCP replaced the previous Central City North Community Plan in May 2023. The
DCP prioritizes several core principles in relation to long-range planning within the
Downtown Los Angeles area, including accommodating anticipated growth in the
downtown area through 2040; reinforcing downtown’s job orientation; growing and
supporting the existing residential base; strengthening the neighborhood character; and,
promoting a transit-friendly environment while creating linkages among districts.

e The City of Los Angeles’s ADSP encourages continued and expanded development of
LAUS as a major transit hub for the region. LAUS; a Metro-owned 47-acre parcel that
includes a historic passenger terminal building, rail yards, and platforms; is located within
the ADSP.

o The Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan area encompasses a portion of the northernmost
portion of the Project study area (north of Alhambra Avenue). The objective of this specific
plan is to transition the plan area from vehicle-oriented industrial land uses to a compact,
livable, walkable mixed-use, public transit-focused neighborhood. William Mead Homes is
also located within the Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan area. The City of Los Angeles
is updating the Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan in 2023 to better advance housing
opportunities.
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5.1.3 Existing Land Uses in the Project Study Area

LAUS is located in the northeastern corner of Downtown Los Angeles and bounded by the
El Monte Busway and US-101 to the south, Cesar Chavez Avenue to the north, Vignes Street to
the east, and Alameda Street to the west. Existing land uses within the Project study area consist
of transportation infrastructure (LAUS, railroad tracks, US-101, and Interstate 10), commercial
and industrial buildings, residential apartment buildings (e.g., Wiliam Mead Homes, Mozaic
Apartments, and One Santa Fe Apartments), the Hilda L. Solis Care First Village transitional
housing facility (Care Frist Village), and government buildings (e.g., Metro Headquarters, U.S.
Post Office/Mail Processing Facility, and the Twin Towers Correctional Facility). Overall, the
Project study area is characterized by a dense downtown urban environment and consists of the
following existing land uses within each of the three segments of the Project study area:

o Segment 1: Throat Segment — The northern portion of the Project study area includes
the William Mead Homes complex and Care First Village adjacent to the railroad ROW,
as well as a mix of government and public facilities and industrial and manufacturing uses.

o Segment 2: Concourse Segment — The center portion of the Project study area primarily
consists of the LAUS campus and associated rail/transit facilities, Metro Headquarters,
U.S. Post Office/Mail Processing Facility, and the Twin Towers Correctional Facility. The
Mozaic Apartments are also adjacent to LAUS.

e Segment 3: Run-Though Segment — The southern portion of the Project study area is
mostly occupied by commercial and industrial buildings (warehouses and refrigerated
storage facilities). This segment includes the Commercial Street/Ducommun Street
corridor (Alameda to Center Streets), the BNSF West Bank Yard, Keller Yard, main line
tracks that extend along the west bank of the Los Angeles River, and the One Santa Fe
Apartments.

5.1.4 General Plan Land Use and Zoning Designations in the
Project Study Area

Figure 5-3 depicts the current land use designations in the Project study area, per the City of Los
Angeles General Plan Land Use Map. The General Plan land use designations within the Project
study area include Hybrid Industrial, Public Facilities, Production, Open Space, Transit Core, and
Community Center.

Figure 5-4 depicts the current City of Los Angeles zoning designations in the Project study area.
In Segment 1 (outside of the boundaries of the ADSP and Cornfield/Arroyo Seco Specific Plan),
properties are primarily zoned as Public District and Industrial 1 (LF2) with Commercial-Mixed 2
(DM2) zoned properties between Main Street and Alameda Street. In Segment 2, properties are
primarily zoned as Public District and ADSP, with pockets of Industrial 1 (LF2), Industrial 1 (MM1),
and Commercial-Mixed 3 (MB4) zoned properties. In Segment 3, properties are primarily zoned
as Public District, Open Space 1 (VF1), Industrial 2 (LF2), and Industrial-Mixed 4 (MB2 and MB3)
zoned properties.
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The Project study area is designated as Other Land (California Department of Conservation
2016a), and there are no Williamson Act contract lands in the Project study area (California
Department of Conservation 2016b). Likewise, the Project study area does not include any forest
land (i.e., land with 10 percent tree coverage, as defined in Public Resources Code Section
12220(g)) or timberland (i.e., land that is available for growing a crop of trees intended for
commercial use, as defined in Public Resources Code Section 4526).
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5.2 Community Facilities

Community services are an important aspect of neighborhood identity. Schools, hospitals, and
other community facilities can be critical resources for the community. Transportation projects can
result in adverse and beneficial effects on community services, impacting the character and
cohesion of a community, either temporarily or permanently. Community facilities typically include
parks and recreational centers, public or publicly funded schools, childcare centers, health care
facilities, libraries, and places of worship. Community facilities within the socioeconomic planning
area are depicted on Figure 5-5 and summarized in Table 5-1. Additional information on
community facilities and public services is provided in the following sections.

5.2.1 Community Facilities

Parks and Recreational Centers

The City of Los Angeles parks system includes more than 16,000 acres of parkland, offering
recreational, social, and cultural programs at 444 park sites in City of Los Angeles neighborhoods.
There are several parks within the socioeconomic planning area, but there are no parks in the
Project study area, as depicted on Figure 5-5 and summarized in Table 5-1. William Mead Homes
includes several communal recreational facilities on site, including a handball/racquetball facility
and a baseball field and Care First Village includes a playground and dog park; however, the
facilities are closed to the general public and are only accessible to William Mead Homes and
Care First Village residents, respectively. As part of the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master
Plan and Los Angeles River Path Project, a river trail is planned along the western bank of the
Los Angeles River.

Schools and Daycare Centers

As depicted on Figure 5-5 and discussed in Table 5-1 , there are 11 schools and daycare centers
located within the socioeconomic planning area. This includes three elementary schools, two high
schools, a school of visual and performing arts, an after-school facility, a secondary education
institute, and a child development center. There are also two daycare centers in the
socioeconomic planning area, which both offer infant care through preschool programs. The Harry
Pregerson Child Care Center is located just outside the socioeconomic planning area within the
Edward Roybal Federal Building (255 E Temple Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012). The closest
facilities to proposed infrastructure include Ann Street Elementary School (126 Bloom Street, Los
Angeles, California 90012) adjacent to William Mead Homes in the northern portion of the Project
study area and two daycare centers: the Metro Gateway Child Development Center (One
Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California 90012) and First 5 LA Headquarters (La Petite Academy)
(750 Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012), which are both located on the LAUS
campus and offer infant care through preschool programs.
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Medical and Healthcare Facilities

As depicted on Figure 5-5, the City of Los Angeles’s Medical Services office is located in the
socioeconomic planning area and provides correctional care (medical clinics operating within city
jails), occupational health, and psychological services. Occupational health and psychological
services are also available to city employees and departments at the medical services office.
There are no hospitals, clinics, or other medical facilities (e.g., other counseling facilities, senior
care homes or rehabilitation centers, or drug and alcohol rehabilitation centers) within the
socioeconomic planning area. White Memorial Medical Center (1720 Cesar Chavez Avenue, Los
Angeles, California 90033) Pacific Alliance Medical Center (531 College Street, Los Angeles,
California 90012), and Downtown LA Veteran Affairs Clinic (351 East Temple Street, Los Angeles,
California, 90012) are located 0.6 mile, 0.2 mile, and 0.1 mile from the Project study area,
respectively. These medical centers offer medical services and community programs that serve
the socioeconomic planning area.

Places of Worship

There are several places of worship located within the socioeconomic planning area, as shown
on Figure 5-5 and detailed in Table 5-1. Each of the places of worship serve the local community
and surrounding multicultural populations, offering religious services, counseling, and community
events.

5.2.2 Government Services

Government facilities located within the socioeconomic planning area include the Chinatown
Branch Library (adjacent to the Ord and Yale Street Park), the Metro and SCRRA offices and Los
Angeles County Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies, located at One Gateway Plaza. The
Los Angeles County Public Defender and Pretrial Services Division, which is part of the Los
Angeles County Probation Department, the Twin Towers Correctional Facility, and other City of
Los Angeles facilities are also located within the socioeconomic planning area. A federal complex
that includes the Edward R. Roybal Federal Building and U.S. Bureau of Prisons Metropolitan
Detention Center are located on Alameda Street between Commercial Street and Temple Street,
adjacent to the socioeconomic planning area. Police and fire protection services are described
below.

Police Protection

Police protection services in the socioeconomic planning area are provided by the City of Los
Angeles Police Department. There are no Los Angeles Police Department stations in the Project
study area. The nearest police station is the Central Community Police Station (251 6" Street,
Los Angeles, California 90014), approximately 0.5 mile west of the Project study area. As depicted
on Figure 5-5, an LASD office is located in the Project study area east of LAUS. LASD provides
general law enforcement services to Metro, 40 contract cities, 90 unincorporated communities,
216 facilities/hospitals/clinics throughout the County of Los Angeles, 9 community colleges, and
47 Superior Courts of California in the County of Los Angeles (LASD 2023).
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Fire Protection

Fire protection services in the socioeconomic planning area are provided by the City of Los
Angeles Fire Department. As depicted on Figure 5-5, there are two fire stations, City of Los
Angeles Fire Department Fire Station 4 (450 Temple Street) and City of Los Angeles Fire
Department Station 17 (1601 S. Santa Fe Avenue) located in the socioeconomic planning area.

From January to April 2023, the average City of Los Angeles Fire Department response times
were 1 minute, 7 seconds for average call processing; 54 seconds for average turnout time (i.e.,
the time from station-acknowledged notification of the emergency until the time the response
apparatus leaves the station); 5 minutes, 9 seconds for average travel time for incidents involving
emergency medical services; and 5 minutes, 7 seconds average travel time for nonemergency
medical services incidents (Los Angeles Fire Department 2023). The National Fire Protection
Association has established national performance standards for response times, which is 1
minute, 20 seconds for turn out and 4 minutes for travel time (National Fire Protection Association
2009).
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Figure 5-5. Community Facilities anq Public Services
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Park and recreational facilities

Los Angeles Plaza Park

Ord and Yale Street Park

Alpine Recreation Center

Elysian Park

Hilda L. Solis Care First
Village

Los Angeles State
Historic Park

Los Angeles River Path
(planned)

William Mead Homes

Los Angeles Plaza Park, also known as Father Serra Park, is located at 125 Paseo
De La Plaza in Los Angeles. The park is approximately 1 acre and is owned and
operated by the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. Los
Angeles Plaza Park is accessible from Los Angeles Street or Main Street.

Ord and Yale Street Park, also called the Alpine Recreation Center Expansion
Project or Vertical Park Project, is an approximately 1-acre future planned park. The
future planned park site is owned by the City of Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks. Ord and Yale Street Park is anticipated to be accessible from
Cleveland Street.

Alpine Recreation Center is located at 817 Yale Street in Los Angeles. The recreation
center is owned and operated by the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation
and Parks. Alpine Recreation Center is accessible from Cleveland Street.

Elysian Park is located at 835 Academy Road in Los Angeles The park is the second
largest park in Los Angeles at 600 acres and is owned and operated by the City of
Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. Elysian Park is accessible from
Solano Canyon Drive.

Hilda L. Solis Care First Village is an interim housing facility providing housing for
people experiencing homelessness. The village is approximately 4 acres and
provides 232 beds located at 1000 N Alhambra Ave. The village includes an outdoor
playground and dog park onsite that is closed to the general public and only
accessible to the Care First Village residents.

Los Angeles State Historic Park is located at 1245 Spring Street in Los Angeles. The
park is approximately 32 acres and is owned and operated by the California
Department of Parks and Recreation. Los Angeles State Historic Park is accessible
from Spring Street.

The Los Angeles River Bicycle Path (planned) will be a Class | bicycle and pedestrian
path (separated from vehicular traffic) that would run along the concrete banks of the
Los Angeles River. The proposed section of the bicycle path along the eastern
boundary of the Project study area has not yet been constructed. The Los Angeles
River Bicycle Path is owned and operated by the Los Angeles River Authority, which
includes the City of Los Angeles, the County of Los Angeles, and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Access to the Los Angeles River Bicycle Path will be from
adjacent streets east of the Los Angeles River.

William Mead Homes is located at 1300 Cardinal Street in the northern portion of the
Project study area. The site is accessible from Main Street, Leroy Street, Elmyra
Street, and Bolero Lane. William Mead Homes is a public housing complex aimed at
providing affordable housing for low-income residents. The housing complex includes
several communal recreational facilities on site, including a handball/racquetball
facility and a baseball field. The facilities are closed to the general public and are only
accessible to William Mead Homes residents.
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Japanese American
Cultural and Community
Center

National Japanese
American Veterans Court

The Japanese American Cultural and Community Center is located at 244 South San
Pedro Street, within the Little Tokyo District west of Alameda Street. With a 2.2 acre
campus featuring a plaza and sculpture, it is an ethnic arts and cultural center with a
theater, exhibition center, culinary center, and Japanese garden.

The National Japanese American Veterans Court is located at 244 South San Pedro
Court within the Little Tokyo District west of Alameda Street. The Court includes a
Memorial Wall with the names of fallen Japanese American soldiers.

Schools and daycare centers

Ann Street Elementary
School

Solano Avenue
Elementary School

Cathedral High School

Castelar Elementary
School

Ramén C. Cortines
School of Visual and
Performing Arts

Beyond the Bell

Metropolitan High School

Southern California
Institute of Architecture

Metro Gateway Child
Development Center

First 5 LA Headquarters
— La Petite Academy

Nishi Child Development
Center

Ann Street Elementary School, located at 126 Bloom Street, is managed by Los
Angeles Unified School District and is adjacent to William Mead Homes.

Solano Avenue Elementary School is located at 615 Solano Avenue.

Cathedral High School is a college preparatory school located at 1253 Bishops Road.

Castelar Elementary school is located at 840 Yale Street and is part of the Los
Angeles Unified School District.

Ramén C. Cortines School of Visual and Performing Arts, located at 450 N. Grand
Avenue, is part of the Los Angeles Unified School District.

Beyond the Bell, located at 611 Jackson Street, is an after-school academic,
enrichment, and recreation program run by Los Angeles Unified School District.

Metropolitan High School, located at 727 Wilson Street, is part of the Los Angeles
Unified School District.

Southern California Institute of Architecture, located at 960 3 Street, is an
independent, nonprofit school offering undergraduate, graduate, and postgraduate
degrees in architecture. The school consists of approximately 500 students and
80 faculty members, some of whom are practicing architects.

Metro Gateway Child Development Center, located at One Gateway Plaza, offers
infant care through preschool programs.

La Petite Academy Preschool, located at the First 5 LA Headquarters at 750 Alameda
Street, offers infant care through preschool programs.

The Nishi Center is located at 815 E. 1st Street and provides day care services for
preschool and kindergarten aged children. The school was established for the
Nikkei/Buddhist community and has 45 students.
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Harry Pregerson Child
Care Center

Lumbini Child
Development Center

The Harry Pregerson Child Care Center is located at 255 E. Temple Street, adjacent
to the western boundary of the socioeconomic planning area. This preschool is
located within the Edward R. Roybal Federal Building and provides childcare for
federal employees.

The Lumbini Child Development Center is located at 505 E. Third Street, within the
Little Tokyo District west of Alameda Street. The center provides day care services
for preschool and kindergarten aged children and has 74 students.

Medical and healthcare facilities

Pacific Alliance Medical
Center

White Memorial Medical
Center

Downtown Los Angeles
Veterans Affairs Clinic

Places of worship

Ttokamsa Home Mission
Church

Hompa Hongwaniji
Buddhist Temple

Zenshuji Soto Mission
Buddhist Temple

Saint Francis Xavier
Chapel — Japanese
Catholic Center

Historic Mission San
Conrado

St. Peter’s Italian
Catholic Church

Pacific Alliance Medical Center is located 0.2 mile from the Project study area. The
medical center is a 138-bed general medical and surgical hospital, which offers
medical services and community programs.

White Memorial Medical Center is located 0.6 mile from the Project study area. The
medical center is a 353-bed not for profit, faith-based general medical and surgical
hospital, which provides a full range of medical services open to the public.

The Downtown Los Angeles Veterans Affairs Clinic is located 0.1 mile from the
Project study area. The outpatient clinic provides primary care and specialty health
services to veterans.

Ttokamsa Home Mission Church is a Presbyterian church located at 1440 Spring
Street. Ttokamsa Home Mission Church serves the Korean population and provides
church services, counseling, and community events.

Hompa Hongwaniji Buddhist Temple is located at 815 1st Street. The temple complex
has three chapels available for religious services, classrooms, conference rooms,
guest rooms, offices; and a multipurpose hall used for community activities and
athletic events.

Zenshuji Soto Mission Buddhist Temple is located at 123 Hewitt Street. The temple
provides a full range of Buddhist services in Japanese and English and offers
regularly scheduled community events exploring Zen, Buddhism, and Japanese
culture throughout the year.

Saint Francis Xavier Chapel — Japanese Catholic Center is located at 222 Hewitt
Street. The chapel provides religious services in Japanese and English and offers
regularly scheduled community events throughout the year.

San Conrado is located at 1820 Bouett Street and offers Mariachi Mass each
Sunday, followed by a breakfast prepared by community volunteers.

St. Peter’s Italian Catholic Church is located at 1039 N Broadway. St. Peter’s Catholic
Parish provides religious services and offers regularly scheduled community events.
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First Chinese Baptist
Church

Thien Hau Temple

Our Lady Queen of
Angels Catholic Church

City Bible Church

City Light Church

Motion City Church

Exodus 3

Higashi Honganiji
Buddhist Temple

Government facilities

Chinatown Branch
Library

Los Angeles County
Service Authority for
Freeway Emergencies

Los Angeles County
Pretrial Services

Twin Towers Correctional
Facility

Department of Public
Social Services

First Chinese Baptist Church is located at 942 Yale Street. The church serves the
Chinese population and provides worship services, ministry, and religious classes.

Thien Hau Temple is located at 756 Yale Street in Chinatown. The temple is a Taoist
Temple open for worship. The temple is run by a cultural and religious association
serving the local Vietnamese and other East Asian communities. It holds multiple
celebrations throughout the year.

Our Lady Queen of Angels Catholic Church is located at 535 N Main Street. The
Church serves the Hispanic and Latino population offering all masses in Spanish.

City Bible Church is located at 948 E. 2nd Street and offers satellite service for the
City Bible Church Cerritos.

City Light Church is a Presbyterian, cross-cultural church located at ArtShare at 801
E 4th Place. City Light Church holds weekly services and community ministry.

Motion City Church is a contemporary Christian Church providing weekly events and
services.

Exodus 3 is located at ArtShare at 801 E. 4th Place and is a Christian church offering
mid-week and Sunday services.

The Higashi Honganji Buddhist Temple is located at 505 East Third Street, within the
Little Tokyo District west of Alameda Street.

The Chinatown Branch Library resources include collections in English, Chinese,
Spanish, and Vietnamese, free wi-fi, wireless and mobile printing, and computers.
Events offered include children’s story times, language classes, citizenship classes,
and health insurance counseling.

The Los Angeles County Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies is located at
One Gateway Plaza. The goal of the Los Angeles County Service Authority for
Freeway Emergencies is to help improve mobility and traffic in the County of Los
Angeles by giving drivers the tools they need to travel safely and efficiently.

This government office is located at 433 Bauchet Street. The Los Angeles County
Pretrial Services division is part of the Los Angeles County Probation Department
and responsible for providing information to public entities concerned with community
safety (i.e., law enforcement, the courts, and probation) on matters of detention,
incarceration, and alternative sentencing.

The Twin Towers Correctional Facility, also called the Twin Towers Jail, is located at
441 Bauchet Street. The complex is operated by LASD and includes the world’s
largest jail and the nation’s largest mental health facility (LASD 2014).

This government office is located at 813 E. 4th Place and offers assistance to
low-income families and individuals.
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Edward R Roybal Located in the Civic Center of Los Angeles at 255 E. Temple Street, the Edward R.

Federal Building Roybal Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse is a federal courthouse of the U.S.
District Court. It is located west of Alameda Street, adjacent to the western boundary
of the socioeconomic planning area.

Metropolitan Detention The Metropolitan Detention Center is a federal prison located west of Alameda Street
Center adjacent to the western boundary of the socioeconomic planning area. It is located at
535 N Alameda Street and houses 594 inmates.

Police and fire protection

LASD A LASD office is located east of LAUS at 450 Bauchet Street.

Los Angeles County The Los Angeles County Sheriff Transit Services Bureau is located at 441 Bauchet
Sheriff Transit Services Street. The Transit Services Bureau is part of the Transit Policing Services Division of
Bureau LASD, an American law enforcement agency that serves the County of Los Angeles.
Los Angeles Fire City of Los Angeles Fire Department Fire Station 4 is located at 1601 S. Santa Fe
Department Ave near Redondo Junction.

Los Angeles Fire City of Los Angeles Fire Department Fire Station 17 is located at 450 Temple Street
Department in the Little Tokyo/Olvera Street/Chinatown community.

Notes:

LASD=Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department, LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station; Metro=Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority

5.3 Community Characteristics

A community’s characteristics can be described by its population and demographic information,
including population size, age composition, ethnicity, household characteristics, cohesion, and
transportation facilities. This section describes the existing community characteristics of the
socioeconomic planning area.

5.3.1  Population Characteristics

Regional and local population changes for key geographic areas from 2010 to 2021 are
summarized in Table 5-2.
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Table 5-2. Existing Regional and Local Population Change

Percent Change
(2010 to 2021)

Geographic Area (%)

County of Los Angeles 9,818,605 10,019,635 2.0%
City of Los Angeles 3,792,621 3,902,440 2.9%
Socioeconomic planning area 18,639 23,898 28.2%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2010, 2021; California Department of Finance 2020

As summarized in Table 5-2, the County and City of Los Angeles have seen a 2.0 and 2.9 percent
increase in population growth, respectively, from 2010 to 2021. The socioeconomic planning area
has experienced a 28.2 percent increase in population growth.

The socioeconomic planning area is located in the northeastern corner of Downtown Los Angeles
(Districts 1 and 14). The SCAG growth forecasts from 2021 to 2040 are summarized in
Table 5-3 for the County and City of Los Angeles. Forecasts are not detailed at the census tract
level, however, projections have been made for the greater Downtown Los Angeles area.
Downtown Los Angeles is projected to add 176,000 residents, 99,000 housing units, and 86,000
jobs in 2040 (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 2022b).

Table 5-3. Projected Population, Household, and Employment Growth

Percent Change
(2021 to 2040)

Geographic Area® (%)
Population

County of Los Angeles 10,019,635 11,513,435 +15
City of Los Angeles 3,902,440 4,609,400 +18
Households

County of Los Angeles 3,342,811 3,946,000 +18
City of Los Angeles 1,384,851 1,690,300 +22
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Table 5-3. Projected Population, Household, and Employment Growth

Percent Change
(2021 to 2040)

Geographic Area? (%)
Employment

County of Los Angeles 4,885,032 5,225,707 +7
City of Los Angeles 1,968,851 2,169,100 +10

Source: SCAG 2019, SCAG 2020
Notes:

2 Projections for census tracts that make up the socioeconomic planning area were not available from the SCAG
projection data.

SCAG=Southern California Association of Governments

As summarized in Table 5-3, long-term population growth from 2021 to 2040 is expected to
increase at the city and county levels by 15 and 18 percent, respectively. As noted in SCAG’s
2020 RTP/SCS, increasing demand for multifamily housing reflects an overall preference of
younger populations (ages 20 to 35) to live in dense, mixed-use urban areas well served by transit.
Given this trend in housing preferences and on-going private investments in the socioeconomic
planning area to convert industrial uses to mixed-use residential and the growth rate shown in
Table 5-2, population growth rates in the six census tracts are anticipated to experience a similar
level of growth as the City of Los Angeles.

5.3.2 Demographic Characteristics

Demographic characteristics are provided for the socioeconomic planning area, which are
comprised of the five census tracts that traverse the Project study area.

Race and Ethnicity

The racial and ethnic characteristics of the County and City of Los Angeles are similar and reflect
a diverse population. As summarized in Table 5-4, the predominant racial/ethnic group within the
County and City of Los Angeles is Hispanic of any race. The next largest group is White alone,
as reported by 25.5 and 28.1 percent of the population, respectively. The remaining population
categories in descending order of proportion for both the County and City of Los Angeles are
Asian, Black or African American, two or more races, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, other race
alone, and American Indian/Alaskan Native.

As summarized in Table 5-4, the socioeconomic planning area is more ethnically diverse than the
County and City of Los Angeles. The predominant racial/ethnic group within the socioeconomic
planning area is Asian. Other racial/ethnic groups in the socioeconomic planning area in
descending order of proportion are Hispanic of any races, White alone, Black or African American,
two or more races, American Indian or Alaskan Native, other race alone, and Native
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Hawaiian/Pacific Islander. Compared with the County and City of Los Angeles, the socioeconomic
planning area has smaller populations of individuals who are White alone and Hispanic of any
race but larger Asian and Black or African American populations.

Table 5-4. Existing Regional and Local Race/Ethnicity Characteristics

American Native
Hispanic | Black or | Indian or Hawaiian/

of any African Alaskan Pacific
Geographic Race American Native Islander
Area (%) (%) (%) (%)
County ofLos o5 5 48.7 7.6 0.2 14.6 0.2 0.4 2.8
Angeles
City of Los 28.1 48.4 8.3 0.2 11.6 0.1 05 2.9
Angeles
Socioeconomic . , 35.3 16.4 0.1 26.8 0.4 0.6 2.9

planning area

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Income and Poverty

Table 5-5 summarizes the income and poverty statistics of the selected geographic areas. The
median household income for the socioeconomic planning area is $74,608, which is higher than
the 2021 U.S. Census Bureau poverty threshold of $27,750 for a family of four. It is also higher
than the City of Los Angeles’s median household income of $69,778 but lower than the County
of Los Angeles’s median household income of $76,367. There are 12 low-income housing
complexes within the socioeconomic planning area, most notably including William Mead Homes
in Segment 1 of the Project study area. The Care First Village transitional housing facility is also
located in Segment 1 of the Project study area. Approximately 25 percent of households in the
socioeconomic planning area have income below the 2021 poverty level threshold identified by
the U.S. Census Bureau.

Table 5-5. Existing Regional and Local Income Characteristics

Percent of Households Below

Median Household Income Poverty Level
Geographic Area (US$) (%)
County of Los Angeles 76,367 13.9
City of Los Angeles 69,778 16.6
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Table 5-5. Existing Regional and Local Income Characteristics

Percent of Households Below
Median Household Income Poverty Level
Geographic Area (US$) (%)

Socioeconomic planning area 74,608 25.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Age Distribution

As summarized in Table 5-6, the median age for the County and City of Los Angeles are 37.0 and
36.2 years, respectively. In the socioeconomic planning area, the median age within the six
census tracts is similar or slightly older when compared with the county and city median age. The
socioeconomic planning area has a lower percentage of residents under 18 or over 65 years old
when compared with the County and City of Los Angeles.

Table 5-6. Age Distribution Characteristics

Under 18 65 and Over
Geographic Area Median Age (%) (%)

County of Los Angeles 21.6 13.7
City of Los Angeles 36.2 20.3 12.9
Socioeconomic planning area 38.3 8.2 11.5

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Special Populations

This section provides information on special populations, which include disabled, institutionalized,
and linguistically isolated populations (limited English-speaking households). A summary of
special population data is provided in Table 5-7 and Table 5-8.

Table 5-7. Disabled and Institutionalized Populations

Disabled Population? Institutionalized Population®
Geographic Area (%) (%)

County of Los Angeles 10.1 0.6

City of Los Angeles 10.3 0.6
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Table 5-7. Disabled and Institutionalized Populations

Disabled Population? Institutionalized Population®
Geographic Area (%) (%)

Socioeconomic planning area 9.3 26.4

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2020, 2021
Notes:
2 Disabled population percentages are based on the total noninstitutional population.

b Institutionalized population=People 16 years of age or older who are inmates or residents of institutions (penal,
mental facilities, homes for the aged) and who are not in active duty in the armed forces.

Table 5-8. Limited English-Speaking Households
[ Limitod English-Speaking Housohotds | |

Asian and
Other Pacific

Spanish |Indo-European| Islander
Geographic | Total Number of |Language| Languages |Languages|Languages|Households
Area Households (%) (%) (%)
County of Los
Angeles 3,342,811 18.7 22.0 30.0 15.0 121
City of Los
Angeles 1,384,851 23.9 22.0 30.7 14.5 13.8

Socioeconomic
planning area 6,601 4.7 0.9 18.4 0.0 24.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021
Notes:

Limited English-speaking households are households where all members 14 years or over have at least some difficulty
with English.

As summarized in Table 5-7, an average of approximately 10 percent of the County and City of
Los Angeles’s population is identified as disabled, having reported serious difficulty with one or
more of the following four basic areas of functioning: hearing, vision, cognition, and ambulation.
When compared with the City of Los Angeles, the socioeconomic planning area has a slightly
higher percentage of disabled populations. For institutionalized populations, the county and city
have averages of approximately less than 1 percent of the total population in penal facilities,
mental facilities, or homes for the aged. When compared with the city average, the socioeconomic
planning area has a much higher institutionalized population of 26.4 percent because of the Los
Angeles County Men’s Central Jail and Twin Towers Correctional Facility, which house close to
5,000 inmates, and the Federal Bureau of Prisons Metropolitan Detention Center.

As summarized in Table 5-8, the socioeconomic planning area contains relatively high
percentages of limited English-speaking households, which is identified as households in which
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no member speaks English as their primary language and who have limited ability to read, write,
speak, or understand English. The socioeconomic planning area has notably higher percentage
of Asian and Pacific Islander language households when compared with the city.

5.3.3 Housing Characteristics

Table 5-9 summarizes the housing characteristics for the County of Los Angeles, City of Los
Angeles, and socioeconomic planning area.

As summarized in Table 5-9, approximately 94.2 percent of the total housing units within the City
of Los Angeles were occupied, and the remaining 5.8 percent were vacant. Approximately 10.2
percent of the housing units in the socioeconomic planning area are vacant.

Table 5-9. Existing Occupancy Characteristics

Total Housing Units Type of Occupancy?

Geographic Owner Renter
e S S T S W

County of Los 3,420,628 95.2 171,353 45.6 54.4
Angeles
City of Los 1,410,260 94.2 86,193 5.8 35.9 64.1
Angeles
Socioeconomic 6,931 89.8 791 10.2 12.1 87.9

planning area

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021
Note:
2 Percentages do not add up to 100 percent because not all respondents identified whether they owed or rented.

Based on the data collected, 87.9 percent of the population in the socioeconomic planning area
rent rather than own their housing unit. Table 5-10 provides a summary of housing types, and
Table 5-11 provides data on median home values and rents for residential housing in the County
of Los Angeles, the City of Los Angeles, and the socioeconomic planning area.

Table 5-10. Housing Types

Single-Family | Multifamily Mobile

Total Housing Units Units Homes
Geographic Area Units (%) (%) (%)
1.7

County of Los Angeles 3,342,811 55.6 42.7

City of Los Angeles 1,384,851 44.0 55.3 0.7
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Table 5-10. Housing Types

Single-Family | Multifamily Mobile

Total Housing Units Units Homes
Geographic Area Units (%) (%) (%)
8.1 0.1

Socioeconomic planning area 6,628 91.8

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

As summarized in Table 5-10, the socioeconomic planning area is predominantly multifamily
residential housing when compared with the County and City of Los Angeles.

Census data summarized in Table 5-11 indicate that median monthly rents within the
socioeconomic planning area are low relative to median monthly rents in the City of Los Angeles
and County of Los Angeles. The low median monthly rents can be attributed to the William Mead
Homes and other subsidized apartment complexes and public housing in the area. The monthly
rent at William Mead Homes is calculated annually to be no more than 30 percent of the
household’s income (Housing Authority of the City of Los Angeles 2023). According to the Los
Angeles County Housing Resource Center, there are several low-income apartment buildings in
the socioeconomic planning area (Los Angeles County Housing Resource Center 2023). The
Metro at Chinatown Senior Lofts provide affordable, independent living spaces that are
handicap-accessible for residents 55 and older.

Other low-income apartment buildings include Yale Terrace Apartments (716 Yale Street), Bartlett
Hill Manor Apartments (625 Bunker Hill Avenue), Hillside Villa Apartments (636 Hill Place), Victor
Clothing (242 Broadway), Blossom Plaza (900 Broadway), Casanova Gardens (433 Casanova
Street), Cesar Chavez Gardens (555 Cesar Chavez Avenue), Castellar Apartments (625 Hill
Street), San Pedro Firm Building (112 Judge John Aiso Street), and Far East Building (349 1st
Street).

Table 5-11. Housing Characteristics

Median Home Value Median Monthly Rent
Geographic Area ($) ($)

County of Los Angeles 647,000 1,653
City of Los Angeles 705,900 1,641
Socioeconomic planning area 720,250 1,848

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Newer market-rate apartment/multifamily has recently been constructed in the socioeconomic
planning area. The newer apartment complexes include the Mozaic Apartments and One Santa
Fe Apartments. Monthly rents in these types of apartments at the Mozaic Apartments range from
$2,130 for a one-bedroom studio apartment to $2,712 for a two-bedroom studio (Equity
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Apartments 2023). Monthly rents at the One Santa Fe Apartments range from $2,016 for a studio
to $5,127 for a two-bedroom apartment.

Table 5-12 provides a summary of housing tenure characteristics for the County of Los Angeles,
City of Los Angeles, and socioeconomic planning area. Based on the information contained in
this table, the majority of the residential population within the socioeconomic planning area moved
into their current residence prior to 1979.

Table 5-12. Housing Tenure Characteristics

Year Householder Moved Into Unit (%)

1979
or 1980 to | 1990 to | 2000 to | 2010 to
Geographic Area earlier 1989 1999 2009 2019

County of Los Angeles 72.7 11.8 0.1
City of Los Angeles 72.9 10.6 6 5.5 4.8 0.1
Socioeconomic planning area 40.6 9.8 5.3 15.1 28.6 0.6

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Employment Characteristics

Table 5-13 provides a summary of employment status among the residents in the County of Los
Angeles, City of Los Angeles, and socioeconomic planning area. Employment status indicates
the number of people in the armed forces and civilian labor force, whether employed or
unemployed, and the number of people not in the labor force, including retirees, incarcerated
individuals, or those who choose not to work.

As summarized in Table 5-13, 64.9 percent of the population in the County of Los Angeles is in
the labor force, relatively consistent with the City of Los Angeles, which reports 66.7 percent of
the population in the labor force. Employment status data for the socioeconomic planning area
reflects a much lower percentage of the population not in the labor force, with 40.2 percent of the
population either working or actively seeking work. This disparity can be attributed to the presence
of a large penal population contained within the Los Angeles County Men’s Central Jail and Twin
Towers Correctional Facility in Census Tract 2060.20. With the exclusion of Census Tract
2060.20, 71.8 percent of the population in the socioeconomic planning area is in the labor force,
which is only slightly above the County and City of Los Angeles.
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Table 5-13. Employment Status

Not in Labor
Population In Labor Force Force
Geographic Area (Age 16 and Over) (%) (%)
County of Los Angeles 8,101,041 64.9 35.1
City of Los Angeles 3,199,202 66.7 33.3
Socioeconomic planning area 22,793 40.2 59.8

Socioeconomic planning area,
excluding Census Tract 2060.20 12,185 71.8 28.2

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021

Employment by industry is shown in Table 5-14. In 2021, the industry sectors with the highest
levels of employment in the City of Los Angeles were in the professional and technical,
educational, health care and social assistance, and the arts, lodging, and food services
categories.

In 2021, the industry sectors with the highest level of employment in the socioeconomic planning
area were also in the in the professional and technical, educational, health care and social
assistance, and the arts, lodging, and food services categories.
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Table 5-14. Employment by Industry

Agriculture, Educational,
Forestry, Transportation Finance Professional | Health Care and |Arts, Lodging| Other Services,

Population Fishing, Wholesale | Retail |and Warehousing, Insurance, and and Social and Food Except Public
Geographic (Age 16 and Mining |[Construction|Manufacturing and Utilities Information | Real Estate Technical Assistance Services Administration | Administration
Area Over) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
County of Los
Angeles 4,885,032 0.5 6.2 8.9 3.2 10 6.4 4.4 6 13.3 21.3 10.7 5.6 3.6
City of Los
Angeles 3,199,202 0.4 6.4 7.3 2.6 9.7 5.1 6.3 6 14.9 20 12.3 6.3 2.6

Socioeconomic
planning area 22,793 0.0 1.5 29 0.9 1.7 1.2 2.6 2.8 6.0 6.9 6.4 1.9 0.9

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021
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5.3.4 Community Cohesion Characteristics

Community cohesion is the degree to which residents have a sense of belonging and a level of
commitment to their neighborhood or a strong attachment to neighbors, groups, and institutions,
usually because of continued association over time. Cohesion refers to the degree of interaction
among the individuals, groups, and institutions that make up a community. Indicators of higher
community cohesion include the following:

e Long average residency tenures
¢ Households of two or more people

e Other social factors, such as higher proportions of homeownership versus rentals and
single-family homes versus higher-density housing

¢ Shared interests (ethnic homogeneity, religious homogeneity, income strata)
e Substantial community activity

e Stay-at-home parents

o Higher proportions of seniors

¢ Pedestrian and handicap facilities

e Community facilities

Table 5-15 provides a summary of community cohesion indicators in each of the six census tracts
in the socioeconomic planning area.
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Table 5-15. Summary of Community Cohesion Factors within the Socioeconomic Planning Area Census Tracts

Geographic
Area

Census Tract
2060.10

(Segment 1: Throat
Segment; Northern
Industrial District/
Chinatown)

Census Tract
2060.20

(Segment 2:
Concourse
Segment; Northern
Industrial District)

Census Tract
2060.51
(Segment 3:
Run-Through
Segment; Arts
District/ Southern
Industrial District)

Households of
Two or More
People

Long Average
Residency
Tenures

Moderate —
8.6% population
moved in less

_ o,
than 5 years Moderate — 62.1%

population are

- 0,
Zgghgién households of two
moved in or more

between 5 and
10 years ago

Low — 32.4%
population
moved in less

_ o,
than 5 years Moderate — 70.6%

population are

- 0,
Zgghgstién households of two
moved in or more

between 5 and
10 years ago

Moderate —
12.4%
population
moved in less
than 5 years

Moderate — 41.21%
population are

ago; 39.9% households of two
population or more
moved in

between 5 and
10 years ago

Home
Ownership
Versus
Rental

Low — 93.2%
population
rents

Low — 100%
population
rents

Moderate —
56% population
rents

Single- Family

Homes

Versus Higher

Density

Housing

Low — 82.2%
multifamily
housing

Low — 98.2%
multifamily
housing

Low — 87.2%
multifamily
housing

Ethnic Homogeneity

Moderate — 54.8% Hispanic or
Latino

Moderate — 41.7% Hispanic or
Latino;

Low — 26.6% Hispanic or
Latino;

Higher
Percentage
of Seniors

Moderate — 16.9%
of population

Low — 2.0% of
population

Low — 7.2% of
population
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Table 5-15. Summary of Community Cohesion Factors within the Socioeconomic Planning Area Census Tracts

Geographic
Area

Census Tract

Long Average

Residency
Tenures

Low — 36.3%
population

Households of

Two or More
People

Home

Ownership

Versus
Rental

Single- Family

Homes

Versus Higher
Density
Housing

Ethnic Homogeneity

Higher
Percentage
of Seniors

2060.52 moved in less Moderate — 52 3%
(Segment 3: than 5 years ooulation are. ? Low — 94.3% Low — 98.8% Low — 3.3% of
Run-Through ago; 44.8% pop population multifamily Moderate — 42.3% Asian e
. ; households of two . population
Segment; Arts population or more rents housing
District/ Southern moved in
Industrial District) between 5 and
10 years ago
Moderate, 5.8%
Census Tract ?n%r:/lggt:zr;ess
_ o,
AU than 5 years Moderate —85.5% |\ o719,  Low—96.7% ,
(Segment 2: . o population are . o o . Moderate — 21.7%
ago; 40.5% population multifamily Moderate — 57% Asian .
Concourse ; households of two . of population
) population rents housing
Segment; El di or more
Pueblo District) moved in
between 5 and
10 years ago
A, 110 & Metro
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Table 5-15. Summary of Community Cohesion Factors within the Socioeconomic Planning Area Census Tracts

Single- Family
Home Homes

Long Average Households of Ownership Versus Higher Higher
Geographic Residency Two or More Versus Density Percentage
Area Tenures People Rental Housing Ethnic Homogeneity of Seniors

Moderate —

12.0%
Census Tract population
2071.03 moved in less Moderate — 64.7% _ 9 GG
(Segment 2: than 5 years population are Lo 97'8 % LOW. 91. . . o . Moderate — 26.1%

. o population multifamily High — 78% Asian .
Concourse ago; 18.3% households of two . of population
) : rents housing

Segment; population or more
Chinatown) moved in

between 5 and
10 years ago

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2020, 2021
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Based on U.S. Census data, there are indicators of moderate community cohesion present within
Census Tract 2060.10 in Segment 1 (moderate percentage of the population that has a household
of two or more people, high ethnic homogeneity, and a higher percentage of senior citizens).
However, during field surveys conducted in April 2016 and multiple outreach activities conducted
with elected officials and residents of the community, community cohesion in this area was
determined to be high, primarily due to the presence of children observed in open areas of William
Mead Homes, the number of low-rise residential units located near community facilities, and the
presence and involvement of community members within the William Mead Homes complex.

Indicators of community cohesion in Segment 2 (Census Tracts 2060.20, 2071.02, and 2071.03)
and Segment 3 (Census 2060.51and 2060.52) reflect moderate community cohesion (moderate
percentage of residency tenures greater than 5 years, high ethnic homogeneity, and moderate
percentage of senior citizens).

5.3.5 Transportation, Access, Circulation, and Parking

Circulation and access in a community is important to community character and cohesion. This
section discusses the existing infrastructure within the socioeconomic planning area, specifically
transportation facilities. This section focuses on transportation facilities that are within the Project
study area, consistent with the analysis completed in the Link US Traffic Impact Assessment
(Metro 2024€). Transportation facilities include highways and local roadways, rail and transit
services, parking facilities, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as depicted on Figure 5-6.

The Project study area has a very dense street network ranging from major highways to local city
streets. The primary roadways and transportation facilities in the Project study area are
summarized in Table 5-16 and Table 5-17 and discussed in detail in the Link US Traffic Impact
Assessment (Metro 2024e). As part of the street network, there are certain roadways identified
as emergency/disaster routes within the Project study area. These routes are utilized to bring in
emergency personnel, equipment, and supplies to impacted areas to save lives, protect property,
and minimize effects on the environment. As depicted on Figure 5-7, emergency/disaster routes
in the Project study area include Cesar Chavez Avenue, Alameda Street, and 4th Street (County
of Los Angeles Department of Public Works 2008). In addition, US-101 and Interstate 10 are
designated as freeway disaster routes.
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Table 5-16. Transportation Facilities

Transportation Facility

Name

Transportation Facility Description

Public transit station/facilities

LAUS

Amtrak Station

Metro Little Tokyo/Arts
District Station

Metrolink

Metro Red Line

Metro Purple Line

Metro Gold Line

Metro Bus Rapid Transit
Silver Line

Downtown Area Short Hop
Bus Routes

LAUS is the hub of the City of Los Angeles’s Metro rapid transit system and also
includes stops and connections for bus routes operated by other municipal carriers, as
well as Amtrak and Metrolink rail routes.

The Amtrak Station is located at LAUS and is a destination on Amtrak’s Pacific
Surfliner, Coast Starlight, Southwest Chief, Sunset Limited, and Texas Eagle routes.

The Metro Little Tokyo/Arts District Station is an at-grade light rail station served by the
Metro Gold Line. The station is located at the intersection of 1st Street and Alameda
Street on the edge of Little Tokyo and the Arts District in Downtown Los Angeles.

Several Metrolink lines connect with Metro at LAUS, including the Antelope Valley Line
to Lancaster, the Riverside Line to Riverside, the Orange County Line to Oceanside,
the San Bernardino Line to San Bernardino, the Ventura County Line to East Ventura,
and the 91 Line to Riverside by way of Fullerton.

The Metro Red Line is a heavy rail subway line that provides service between LAUS
and Wilshire/Vermont in the City of Los Angeles’s Mid-Wilshire/Koreatown District.
LAUS is the line’s eastern terminus. The Metro Red Line is a heavy rail subway line
that has its eastern terminus at LAUS. The Metro Red Line uses two tracks
approximately 40 feet beneath the existing pedestrian passageway floor.

The Metro Purple Line is a heavy rail subway line provides service between LAUS and
Wilshire/Western (approximately 1 additional mile past the terminus of the Red Line).
LAUS is the line’s eastern terminus. The Metro Purple Line uses two tracks
approximately 40 feet beneath the existing pedestrian passageway floor.

The Metro Gold Line is a light-rail line that passes through LAUS as it travels between
east Los Angeles and the City of Azusa. The throat segment includes the existing Gold
Line Viaduct that extends north of LAUS toward the Chinatown Station.

The Metro Bus Rapid Transit Silver Line (San Pedro to El Monte) runs through the
Project study area and includes a stop at LAUS.

Downtown Area Short Hop, managed by LADOT, operates several bus routes that run
through Downtown Los Angeles. Downtown Area Short Hop Downtown Route A (Little
Tokyo to City West), Downtown Route D (LAUS to South Park), and Lincoln
Heights/Chinatown operates within the Project study area.

Nonmotorized transportation facilities

Class | Bicycle Path

Class Il Bicycle Path

A Class | bicycle path is identified by the 2010 Bicycle Plan as an exclusive car-free
facility that is typically not located within a roadway area. There are no Class | bicycle
paths identified within the Project study area. However, within the socioeconomic
planning area, there are Class | bicycle paths along Main Street and Spring Street.

A Class Il bicycle path is identified by the 2010 Bicycle Plan as a striped lane
separating vehicle lanes from bicycle lanes. There are no Class Il bicycle paths
identified within the Project study area. However, within the socioeconomic planning
area, there is one Class |l bicycle path located along 3rd Street.
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Table 5-16. Transportation Facilities

Transportation Facility
Name Transportation Facility Description

Class Il Bicycle Path A Class lll bicycle path is identified by the 2010 Bicycle Plan as in-road bikeways
where bicycles and motor vehicles share the roadway. There are no Class lll bicycle
paths identified within the Project study area. However, within the socioeconomic
planning area, there are Class lll bicycle routes along 1st Street and 2nd Street.

Los Angeles River Path The Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Project is a planned extension of

Project existing segments of the 32-mile greenway along the Los Angeles River. As identified
in the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan, the greenway would include
bicycle and pedestrian paths. These paths would be adjacent to the Project study area.

Ann Street Elementary LADOT has developed recommended pedestrian routes to schools in the Los Angeles
School Pedestrian Route  Unified School District. Portions of the Ann Street Elementary School Pedestrian Route
are located within the northern portion of Project study area.

Transportation assistance
Social Services, This transit information assistance office is located at Patsaouras Transit Plaza on the

Transportation Assistance east side of LAUS.

Notes:
LADOT=Los Angeles Department of Transportation; LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station; Metro=Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Table 5-17. Major Roadway Facilities in the Project Study Area

Roadway Name Roadway Description

Main Street Main Street runs northeast to southwest along the northern boundary of the Project study
area and is classified as a Secondary Highway (City of Los Angeles, Department of City
Planning 2002).

Ann Street Ann Street runs northwest to southeast in the northern portion of the Project study area,

adjacent to and west of Ann Street Elementary School.

Bolero Lane Bolero Lane runs east to west in the northern portion of the Project study area, adjacent to
and south of William Mead Homes.

Cesar Chavez Cesar Chavez Avenue runs east to west adjacent to and north of LAUS and is classified
Avenue as a Major Highway-Class Il.
Alameda Street Alameda Street runs north to south along the western boundary of the Project study area,

separating LAUS to the east and El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument to the
west, and is classified as a Major Highway-Class II.

Vignes Street Vignes Street runs north to south adjacent to and east of LAUS and is classified as a
Major Highway-Class Il.
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Table 5-17. Major Roadway Facilities in the Project Study Area

Roadway Name Roadway Description

El Monte Busway

uUSs-101

Center Street

Temple Street

Commercial Street,
Ducommun Street,

Jackson Street, and
Banning Street

Garey Street

1st Street and 4th
Street

6th Street and 7th
Street

Interstate 10

Olympic Boulevard

The EI Monte Busway is a high-occupancy vehicle lane running east to west adjacent to
and south of LAUS.

US-101 runs east to west adjacent to and south of LAUS, classified as a Freeway, and is
part of the 2009 Los Angeles County Congestion Management Plan Highway and
Roadway Network.

Center Street runs north to south extending from Vignes Street to 1st Street and is
classified as a Major Highway-Class II.

Temple Street runs east to west approximately 0.25 mile south of LAUS and is classified
as a Secondary Highway.

Commercial Street, Ducommun Street, Jackson Street, and Banning Street run east to
west, south of US-101 and north of 1st Street.

Garey Street runs north to south between Commercial Street and Temple Street.

1st Street runs east to west, and 4th Street runs northwest to southeast in the southern
portion of the Project study area. Both are classified as Major Highways-Class |l.

6th Street and 7th Street run east to west in the south<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>