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8, ZACHARY SAMUELS, APC
3. Zachary Samuels {State Bar No. 45884)

1960 Avenue of the Stars

Sujte 2300 I0JUK -9 PHIZ:
Los Angeles, California 90067 i2:59
Telephone: (310) 201-0777 CLERK 1 5. UISTRICY CUURT
Facsimile: (3109 556-1346 CENTR AL Sl PE LAk
Attorney for Plaintiffs S. Zachary Saruels By

and Elana Satuels, Trustees of the 8. Zachary
Samue} and Blana Samuels Family Trust Dated
2/15/01; Robert T. Kawaoka; Carol A,
Kawaoka, Lawrence Ash and Loana L. Ash,
Trustees of the Ash Family Trust; James
(reenwood; Audrey Greenwood;

Roberta Doucet, Trasies of the Eloy Trust

¥N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

2. ZACEI&RY SAMUEfLS and ELANA }N

AMU , Trustees of the 5. Zachary Samuels o —
and Elana Samuels Family Trust dated 2/15/01; ﬁv 1 Q b/ ? 5 W@Q ( t(\
ROBERT T. KAWAOKA;, CAROL A, G R
KAWAOKA: LAWRENCE ASH and LUANA

L. ASH, Trustees of the Ash Family Trust; JAMES

GREENWOOD; AUDREY GREENWOOD;

ROBERTA DOUCET, Trustee of the Brtoy Trust,
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
Plaintiffs,

V8.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, a public entity; STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION; CITY OF LOS ANGELES: )
METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY, a
public entity; and DOES 1-10 INCLUSIVE,

}
)
)
)
J
)
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Defendants,

)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
J
J
)
)

Plaintiffs, the owners of real property on Northvale Road, Los Angeies California, seek

declaratory and injunctive relief against the Federal Highway Administration, United States Department

COMPLARNT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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of Transportation and the State of California, Department of Transportation for their fatlure fo compig
with the National Bnvironsnental Policy Act (“NEPA™} in deciding to provide $2,567,000 in fisnding for
abikeway along the Metropolitan Transit Authority (“MTA™-owned Exposition right-of-way from Palms
to the City of Santa Monica. (*Bikeway™).
JURISDICTION

‘ 1. This Court has jurisdiction of this action pursuant to 28 11.8.C. Section 1331 (federal question
Jurisdiction); 5 U.S.C, Section 702 (Administrative Procedure Act); and may issue declaratory judgment
and forther relief pursuant to 28 U.8.C. Section 2201 (declaratory and injunctive relief)

VENUE

2. Venue i3 proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. section 1391{e) because it is the location
ofthe Bikeway and also the location of the regional headauarters of the Defendant agency that issued the
categorical exclusion,

3. Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law. Unless this Court grants the requested relief, the
Defendants’ actions will cauge irreparable harm to the environment, fo Plaintiffs and to the public in
violation of federal law and the public interest. No monetary damages or other legal remedy could
adequately compensate Plaintiffs or the public for these harms, Plaintiffs are the owners of real property
adversely affected or aggrieved by federa] agency action within the meaning of section 702 of the
Administrative Procedurs Act.

PLAINTIFFS

4. Plaintiff S, ZACHARY SAMUELS and ELANA SAMUELS, Trustees of the S. Zaohary
Samnuels and Elana Semuels Family Trust dated 1/15/01 is the owner of the real property commonly
known as 10384 Northvale Road, Los Angeles. California. The Bikeway is to go directly behind
Plaintiff’s residence. )

5. Plaintiff LAWRENCE ASH and LUANA L. ASH, Trustees of the Ash Family Trust is the
owner of the real property commonly knovgn, as 10400 Northvale Road, Los Angeles. California. The
Bikeway is to go directly behind Plaintiff*s residence.

6. Plaintiff ROBERTKAWAORA and CAROL KAWAOK A arc the owners of the real property

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INTUNCTIVE RELIEF
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commoniy known as 10410 Northvale Road, Los Angeles. California. The Bikeway is to go directly
behind Plaintiff’s residence.

7. Plaintiff ROBERTA DOUCET, Trustee of the Etoy Trust, is the owner of the real propesty
commonly known as 10406 Northvale Road, Los Angeles. California. The Bikeway is to go directly
behind Plaintiff’s residence.

8. Plaintiff JAMES GREENWOOD and AUDREY GREENWOOD is the owner of the real
property commonly known as 10420 Northvale Road, Los Angeles. California. The Bikeway is to go
directly behind Plaintiff’s residence.

" DEFENDANTS

9. Defendant Federal Highway Administration is a federal agency within the United States |
Department of Transportation (“USDOT™) that has decided to grant at Jeast $2,567,000 towards the
construction of the Bikeway pursuant to an alleged categorical exclusion from the environmental analysis
requirements of the NEPA. A copy of the Categorical Exemption/Categorical Exclusion Determination
Form, CE Number 200908025 for the Bikeway, Fed-Aid Project No. RPSTPLE 5006 (468) is attached
hereto as Exhibit A. (“CE™} The copy is incomplete and Plaintiffs have been unable to acquire a
compiete copy.

10. Defendant Department of Transportation s a state agency which certified that the construction
of the Bikeway is a Categorical Exclusion and is named as a defendant in order to enable any necessary
injunctive relief to be granted. |

11. Defendant City of Los Angeles proposes to construct the Bikeway and is named as adefendant | -
in order to enable any necessary injunctive relief to be granted.

12. Defendant Metropolitan Transit Authority is a state agency which is proposing to build the
light rail down the Exposition right of way. The Bikeway will follow the same route.

STATUTORY FRAMEWORK AND FACTS GIVING RISE
TO PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

13. “NEPA ... makes environmental protection a part of the mandate of every federal agency and

department.: Calvert Cliffs’ Coordinating Committee v. United States Atomic Energy Cominission, 449

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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F. 2411909, 1112 (D.C Cir, 1971), Perhaps the greatest importance of NEPA is to require ...agencies to

consider environmental issues just as they consider other matters within their mandates.” Id. {Emphasis

in the original.) NEPA’s sssential purpose is “o help public officizls make decisions that are based on
understanding of envirommental consequences, and take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the
environment.” 40 C.E R, Seciion 1500.1(2). The Council on Environmental Quality {“CEQ"") - AN 3EENSY
within the Executive Office of the President - has promulgated regulations implementing NEPA. Sec 40
CFR. Sections 1500-1508.

14. To accomplish its purpose. NEPA requires that all agencies of the federal government must
prepare a “detailed statement™ regarding all “major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of
the human environment.” 42 1.8.C. Section 4332(2)(C0. This statement, known as an Environmental
Impact Staterent (“EIS”) must deseribe, (1) the “envirommental impact of the proposed action,”™(2) any
“adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented,” (3) any
“ahternatives to the proposed action,” and (4) any “irreversible or irvetrievable commitment of resources
which wonld be involved in the proposed action should it be implemented.” 1d.

15, “Major Federal actions” requiring preparation of an EIS include “projects and programs
entirely or partly financed, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by federal agencies...” 40 CFR.
Section 1508.18(2).

16. Anagency may fivst prepare an environmental assessment (“BEA™), a short concise document,
{o determine whether a proposed action may have significant environmental impacts and therefore require
the preparation of an BIS. |

17. Regulations promulgated by the CEQ to implement NEPA delineate some of the faciors that
must be considered in determining the significance of an action, inchuding the following factors relevant
fo this case - any one of which cold warmrant production of an EIS: ‘

(2) The degree to which the proposed action affects public health o safety.

{4) The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are iikelvio be highly

controversial.

{5) The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain or

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND RNJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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involve unigue or unkoown risks.

{6) The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with significant
effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.

{7} Whether the action is related fo other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant impacts. Significance exists if it is reasonable o anticipate a cumulatively significant impact
on the environment. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action ternporary or by breaking it
down into small component parts,

' {10} Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements
tmposed for the protection of the environment.

18. An EIS, or at minimum an EA, must be produced for all major federal actions unless the
project fits within a “categorical exclusir;n” under the agency’s reguiations for actions that have beazz‘
determined presumptively to have no more than minimal environmental impacts.

FACTS
RS The City of Los Angeles proposes to construct 2 bikeway along the MTA-owned Exposition
right-of way from Palms {0 the ¢ity of Sanfa Monica, The Project Deseription as Shown in the Federal
State Transportation Improvement Program is “Exposition Boulevard right-of -way bike path - Westside
extension, design and construction of 3.85 miles of Class I'bikeway, lighting, landscaping and intersection
improvements.” The Bikeway i3 located directly behind plaintiffs homes.

20. Altbough the Bikeway is eligible to receive a CE, it can only do so if certain environmental
considerations and site conditions have been ruled out or eliminated, Plaintiffs allege that the Bikeway
as plaﬁned has, in fact, several adverse and potentially adverse impacts that must be studied before any
environmental clearance and certification can Ixwinlly be made.

21. Specifically, the Bikeway seeking the CE will require the construction of a paved bike
thoroughfare through what is now a green space which serves as a buffer between the I-10 Freeway and
the Plaintiffs’ homes and other homes. The copstruction of 2 paved bike path replacing a green way or
open space should be studied. This includes but is not limited to the following:

{1} Vegetation removal. New pavement is being installed and vegetation is being removed.

COMPLARNT FOR DECLARATORY AND INTUNCTIVE RELIEF
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| plaintiffs in this action, czently own the real property to be wilized for casements for the Bikeway. The

(2} Much o‘f the Bikeway is in a flood plain and yet the CE states that no ﬁmdihg protection s
part of the project,. However, the larger adjacent project of the Expo Phase 2 light rail project deseribes
sxtensive flooding protection, drainage design and hydrology. The Bikeway follows the identical right
of the Expo Phase 2 light rail project.

{3 Part of a larger adjacent Project. As the Expo Phase 2 light rail project was a NEPA project
through the Alternatives Analysis Stage and the bike path was part of the project until the Exposition
Authority withdrew from secking NEP A approval, the USDOT shouid have known that the Bikeway was
part of the larger adjacent project, the Bxposition Corridor Transit Project Phase 2. As the Bikeway
indeed is 2 part of a larger adjacent project, the environmental impacts identified for the light rail project
will without doubt, and maybe to a grester extent, affect the Bikeway The Bikeway shoul§ be evaluated
for all environmental ropacts that affect the Phase 2 light rail project as well as any other cumulative
impacts.

{4) The CE identifics certain casements that will be utilized in the planning and construction of

the Bikeway vet fails to mention who owns the easements. Seven homeowners, five of whom are

Log Angeles Department of Transportation, the Exposition Construction Authority snd others approached
the plaintiffs and others to solicit relinquishiment of their property for the purpose of building the Bikeway
behind their homes in the arga indicated in the CE from Motor Avene to the Dunleer Metro owned right-
oftway.

(5) Traffic Impacts on and across Los Anpeles City streets were not studied. The CE description
of the Bikeway indicates a Class 2 Bikeway until National and Motor, then describes the resumption of
aClass | Bikeway north of the I 10 Freeway. Thereis no indication of how the Bilkeway will be aligned
ar construcied in the gap between the intersection of National and Metc;r to the area north of the 110
freeway. If the path is proposed togo on Los Angeles city streets, and if there are impacts to the
roadways, new signalization or other changes to the existing traffic patterns, or impacis to the existing
Negotiated Traffic Mitigation Plan (*NTMP™) on Motor Avenue, the environmenta impacts of those

things should be studied.

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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(6} If there is equipment staging s indicated in the CE, it needs to be studied for impacts and
mitigated for the sensitive receptor Jocations such as homes, schools, day care facilities and parks which v
are immediately adiscent (o the Bikeway.

{7} The CE indicates there will be no utility relocation. However, there will be new utilities
installed along the bike path. Security and safety lighting is a part of the project as described to the
commurity. Theenvironmental impacts resulting from the type and location of any new lighting adjacent
to homes needs to be studied.

(8) The CE indicates that there is right of way acquisition but there are no maps attached which
would indicate the location of the property acquisitions, If private property isto be seized by the project,
that right of way acquisition needs to be acknowledged, studied and suitable mitigation devised.

{9 It is indicated in the CE that disposal/borrow sites will be part of the project. But, without a
comprehensive environmental study the impacts of this are unknown. It cannotbe assumed that there are
nene in light of the other substantial omissions to the environmental stady of this project.

{10} Groundwater. The groundwater under the Bikeway may be contaminated. The Exposition
Corridor Transit Project Phase 2 FEIR stafos that the Expo Phase 2 right-of-way iz underlain by
contaminant-affected groundwater, If there is 2 polential sdverse impact for bike rders or pedestrians
on the Pikeway, those impacts need to be identified and stadied before any environmental clearance can
be certified. The risk to buman heafth in the area identified caused groundwater wells in the area to cease
pumping in 1996 because of the high levels of contaminants. The potential for adverse impacts of
groundwater contamination needs to be evaluated.

{11) Ground Distorbance. Groundwater recharge levels can be impacted by changing pervious,
wunpaved sections of the right-of-way into a paved bike path 12 feet wide and several miles long. The
Phase 2 Light Rail project is re;mo#ing existing groundwater mosnitoring wells located within the right
of way, The CE indicates that there will be no ground disturbance but 43 the removal of groundwater
wells is being done as part of the larger, adjacent Expo Phase 2 light rail project, the ground distutbance
and location of those wells to he removed along the right of way are not accounted for in the CB which
declares that no ground will be disturbed. Ground will definitely be disturbed as part of the light rail

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND DUUNCTIVE RELIER
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constrachion in the identical right of way which is being built parallel, siouliancously and by the same
party, the Exposition Light Rail Construction Authority. The cumulative impacts on groundwater
recharge, ground water contamination, and ground disturbance necessary to construct the new impervious
pavernent for the Bikeway needs to be evaluated in confunction with the identified impacts of the Phase
2 light rail project.

{12y The Categorical Exclusion and Documented Categorical Exclusion Worksheet states on page
2, em B. 3, “Is the project likely to generate mtense public discussion, concern or controversy, even
though it may be limited o a relatively small subzet of the community?” If the answer is Yes, it must be
discussed with the FTA. There were a number of comments to the proposed Bikeway sent in to the City.
However, it does not appear that his was discussed with the FTA.

(23} While the California Department of Transportation was to state what section it believed a
Categorical Exclusion had been determined, it failed to do so (See page 1 of 2 of Categorical
Exemnption/Categorical Exclusion Determination Form.

CLAIM I - Categorical Exclusion Application

22. Paragraphs 1 through 21 inclusive are hereby incorporated by reference.

23. In deciding to fund the Bikeway and apply a categorical exclusion from NEPA for 2 project
that dees not meet the definition of the referenced categorical exclusion, Defendants have acted in a
manner that is arbitrary and capricious and otherwise not in accordance with Jaw in violation of the
Adminisirative Procedure Act 5 U1.8.C. 706(2) and the National Environmental Policy Act 42 US.C.
4321 et seq.

CLAIM II - Potential Significant Environmental Dmpacts

24. Paragraphs 1 through 21 inclugive are hereby incorporated by reference

25. In applying a categorical exclusion to a project that has the polential for significant
envirommenial impacts that must be considered in an environimental assessment or impact statement,
including impacts of constructing and operating ina ﬂaodp}aizz, and being part of a Jarger adjacent light
rail project which wag Heelf the subject of a lengthy Environments] Impact Report, Defendants have
acted in a manner that arbitrary and capricicus and otherwise not i aceordance with law in viclation of

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INFUNCTIVE RELIEF
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the Adrainistrative Procedure Act 5 U.S.C. 706(2) and the National Environmental Policy Act 42 ﬁ,S,{Z.
4321 et seq.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffe prays for relief as follows:

1. For a declarstory judgement that Defendant Federal Highway Administration’s decisionto fimd
the Bikeway in the absence of an environmental assessment or impact statement prepared pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy At is arbitrary, capricious, and otherwise not in accordance with law in
vielation of the Administrative Procedure Act.

2. For an order setting aside the decision by the Defendant Federal Highway Admiunistration to
furd the Bikeway and the determination thet the project qualifies for a categorical exclusion from the
National Environmeantal Policy Act.

3. For an order enjoining all Defendants from undertaking any construction activities on the site
using federal or any other finds from any source.

4. For the Court o retain continuing jurisdiction fo review Defendants’ compliance with all
judgments and orders entered hereln:

5, ¥or an award of Plaintiffs" costs of litigation, including reasonable attorney’s fees, and

6. Such other and firther relief as the Court may deem just and proper to effectuate a complets

resolution of the legal disputes between Flaintiffs and defendants.

Dated: Tune 7, 2009 Respectfully subimitted,

Attornes fos: E’Ewm’fs Attorney for Plaintiffs 8. Zacharty
Samuels and Blana Samuels, Trustees of the 8. Zachary
Samuel and Elana Samvels Famﬂy Trust Dated 2/15/01;

Rebert T, Kawaoka; Carol A. Kawaoka; Lawrence Ash' i
and Luana L. Ash, Trustees of the Ash Family Trust
Jarnes Greenwood; z&&dmy Greenwood; Roberta Doucet,
Trustee of the Eroy Trust

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INFUINCTIVE RELIEF
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CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION! CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION FORM

§7-LA-0-LA - o RPSTPLE 5006 {468) 200968025
inst-Co-Hie for Local Agency) AT A Fed-Aid Prop No. {Local projact)/ Pro) No. GE Mumber
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

(Bislly cescobe vroject, purposs, focation, iy, right-ofway regutrements, ar! activities invoived,)

H

The City of Los Angeles propesss 1o construct a bikeway slong the Metro-cwned Exposition right-of-way from
Paims to the City of Santa Monica (Bxposition Right-O8Way Bike path), The praject will provide 4 vital piese of
an oversl] continvous bikeway from die USC campus to the Pacilic Ocean. The project beging at the intersection of
Venizs Boulevard, withia the Metro-owned Exposition right-of-way. It then continnes west slong National
Boutovard &s & Clase 1 facHity 1o the intessection of Mational Boulevard pad Motor Avenue. 18 then roswmeas &8 a

§ Clags 1 facility coutinuing west, north of the [-10 Preeway and rojoins the Motro-cwned right-of-way at Danloer

Owive, See continuation sheot,

GEQA CORPLIANGE tor Stete Projects oo

Based on an examinadion of this proposal, supporling infomalion, and Me following statements {See 14 COR 15300 stseq.):

+ ¥ this project fails wilhin exempt cless 3, 4, 5, Bor 11, Hdoes notimpast an environmenial resources of hazerdous or ailical
coneem wherd desiphated, predisely mapped and offitially adopled srsuant to lew.

+ Thera will 5ot be a significant cumulative effact by s profedt and successive grvjects of e same type In the same place, over
fime.

= Thereis el a reasonable possibiily that the project will have 2 sigriiicant effect on the ervironment due to unusuat
clroumstantes.

= This project does not damage 2 scenic resttres within an offically degignaled shaie scenic highway,

« This project s a0t foceted on 5 sile Includad on any list compited passuant lo Covl, Code § §5962.5 {"Cortess List'y

» This profect doss nof couse a subslantial adverse chiange in e significance of a histedsal resource,

H

CALTRANS CEQA DETERMINATION

I sxempt oy Statute, (PRC 210608); 14 COR 15260 8l s84.)

Hased on an sxamination of ths propossl, supporing ifonnation, and the sbove statements, the project is:
%:] Categerically Exempl, Class . (PR 21084; 14 COR 18300 st veg.}

f:} Categorically Exempt. General Rule exemption, [Thia projedt does not @l within an sxempl olasg, bul 1480 be seon vith
cerlainty thal there Is no possibilily at the aclivity may have a signifioant effect on e ervlonment (SR 180615H3D

Frint Mame: Emvironmental Branch Chief Peinst Name: Projaet Manager/DLA Enginesr

Signatute _ Dale Signature st

NEPA COMPLIANCE
In autordance with 23 CFR 771,147, and bisad on an sxaminalion of this propesa and supporing Infermation, the Sisle has
detarmined that hig project
= dose notinfividually of curmutstiveldy have a sigrilicanm impact on the ervronment s defined by NEPA and Is exchuded from the
requirsrnents i prepare an Brvironmendal Assessinent [EA) or Evdranimentat impacl Statemant [BIS), and
» s considersd unusuat creumsiances pursuantio 23 CFR 771.1170)
(i, fown ot covinenf 3ol 7 FLm - 5807711180

in sow-altainment of maintenence areas Ry Federal air quality stendards, the projed s siter exerrt from ol conformily
requirsments, or eonforrnily anmdysis has baen completed pursuart to 42 US0 7406(c) snd 40 CFR 23,

CALTRANS NEPA DETERMINATION

ﬁ Sactlon 60%4; The Stsie hes been assigned, and hereby certifles that it has carrisd oul, e responsibilily ke make lhis
daterminaiion pursuant to Chapler 3 of TEls 23, United States Cods, Seclion 328 and a Mamorardhum of Understending (MO
dutedd Junae 7, 2007, execiis<] betwesn e FHWA and the Stals. The State Aas determinad that the profact is a Catedoricsl
Exelusion wadar,
- 23CFR TTLATHEY actvity {3 )
o 23 CFR7FLATTAY solvify (@3
= Avtdty  listed i the MOU belween FHWA and the-Slate

f:l Seotion 6005 Based! on an evenination of this proposal and supporiing mionnation, the State tas deformined el the profect

PRI S B Seb DA il
Print e: Eiepn ranch Chisf i B Y
I e 1o

Slgriatire v

i3 el

7
Briafly fist envimnméfﬁ;tai comafiments on confinuation sheel, Reference addifionsl Infermation, 4s afpropriate [eg., &ir quality
stadies, documentation of conformily exemption. FHWA conformity determination if Secton 80285 sfuject; $106 commitments; §4{f
&7 resulls; Welands Finding; Floodplain Finding; additiossl studies; and design conditions}. wad Begtembar 15, 2008
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CATESCRICAL EXEMPTIONCATEGORICAL BEXCLUSION DETERRJATION FORM
Continuation Shest

Tre project coninues 25 2 Clags | faciily within Iae Mebo-ownad right-ofeay il # terminates 2t the Santa Monlca Sty ft a2
Cerdineln Avenye,

The project inciudes & feat of widenlng for a distancs of aoproximately 504 feet along Nationat Bowlevard, as requirstd ©©
aceommgdale bike tanes ol his lonalion. The peoject glso includes e signals, coordinated and parallal 0 new rall oressings -
for the adjacent light rali project — at eXsting roadways along the afignment, where needed. Components of the projectincluda
lighting, landscaping, signage, and sidping. This project will not affiet culluml or natural rasburces.

Page2ei?



Locat Assistince Procedures Mnoual ExhibE&-A
Prefiminary Environmenial Study (PES) Torm

Fixiibit 6-4 Preliminary Enviconmental Study {PES) Form

| Federal Project Mo.:  RPSTPLE-S006(45D) Final Deslgn: (33113
tFadered Program Prefis-Frojec: ¥p., Agreement ¥ (Expected Start Ixne}
To:  KirkCossma From: _ City of Los Angeles Department of Trensportation
(District Locat Assistonce Enghair) {Lavat Agency)
7 T, Frevaaux (213) 97244957
{Districy) (Projuet Manuger s Name ard Tekaphone Naj
100 3. Maln i, Les Angeles, CA 80012 100 5, Main 8¢, 97 Floor, Los Angeles, £ 90012
(Aekdresy) fAddress
Kirk Cossnai@gotcagov ‘ TimLremaun@iachy.org
{E-mot Addressd {Emuif dcfdrayst
i5 this Project “ON” the 1 Yes 1F YES, STOP HERE and contuct the Diswriet Locu! Assistange Enginesr
State Highway System? No regarding the completion of other environments] documentation, .
Federal State Transportation nprovement Program 20052008 49 {sae attached)
{FETIP) htwwow doLea. poviho/ranspros/fedoen hton {Currenily Adopicd Pl Dutes P No.___ahach to tis form)
Frograceming Prafiminary Enginesing Right of Way Gonstrucion
for FETIP: 2008/1: ¢ 475800 £ J008/15 s 3,092,000
{Fiscal Yoot} Dnifors? (Fiscal Foar) Dallzesi Fiszal Year) {Dolies)

Project Descriptinn 28 Shown in RTP and FETIP: Exposition Beulsvard dght-olwey bike path-wesiside extension,
design and construction of 3.85 miles of Class | bikeway, lightiag, tandscaping and intersection Improvements.

Diatalied Projoct Desoriptiont [Describe the followhg, ayappiicabile: perposs ard nesd, project Tovation and s, reinsdred right of way-
weguisition, propused facilities, siaging areas, dsposal prd borrae sifes, comstruction penivitles, and construciion aoosss, )
The project myvolves a Class I {(Bike Path) facility 2long the Metro-owned Bxposition righi-of~way from.
YenieéBlvd /Robertson Bivd. to Pelms BlvidsNedormiBiodenidl] be wideaed approximately 6 feet from Palms Blvd. to
approximately 500 feef west to allow for Class I (Bike Laney} from Palms Bivd. (0 Motor Ave, ... (continusd)

Ll ontinsss deseciption on “Nots" shevt, losk page af s Exbibi, Fnesessory)

Preliminary Design information:
Does the project involve auy of the followlng? Please cheok the appropriaté boxes and delineate on on attached wap, plan,
or layout melading any additional pertinent infonmation.

Yes Ho Yes No . Yes No
71 B wWiden existing rondway 1 B Ground disturbanioe g] Bademerits
7 [ ingrease nsmmber of troughlanes [ [ Rond cavfill ) '] Baquipment staging
i * New alignment i1 B Bxcavation: anticipated 71 B Temporary sccess roadfdetour
1 [ Capacity incrensing—other maximum depdh 1 BG Utility refoeation

fe.g., channelization? , 1 & Right of way avquisifion

i % Drainppe/oulverts. {if ves, attach map with AFN)

T B Reelignment [] ' B4 Fioeding protettion
] Remip or street closure I Sirenm channsl work B [T DispasalVbomrow sites
{71 E Brideework

: M K Pile deiviog [ B8 vantof trger adjncant piojest
1 B Vegetstion removal
1 B Teee removal i Demglition B2 [0 Raibrosd
Required Attachments: .
B Regionzlmap - . £ Project lotation map [ Professt footpring map (existing/proposed sight of way)

Enginesring desvings (exfisting ved proposed sross sectfony), Weveildvle [ Borrowidisposal site location map, i applicable
{Nofe; alf maps fexvopt profect lovetim mag and ragivsl maps) should be consistenn with the profect description {inimion seole: 17 = 20003

[} Notes 1o suppait the sonslusions of this checkiistprofed deseriprion tortinuatton page {afiached}

Page 6-63
LPP 08-42 Wiy 30, 2008




Loeal Assistanes Procedures Munul Exhibit 6-A
Prefiminary Buvironmenial Study {PES) Form

£, Preliminary Environmental Document Classifination (NEPA)
Based on the evaluation of the profecy, the environmental docurment to be develuprd should be:
Chevk one:
] Environmental towact Statement (Now: Engagement with pordelpating agencies i ascerdance with SAFETEA-LU
Section G002 reyuived)
7] Compliance with SAFRTEA-LU Section §002 regarding Participating Agencies required
Coraplex Eaviponmental Asssssment
Routine Environmental Assessment
Caregorical Bxctasion without reguired fechnical studies.

OdEod

Categorical Exclusion with required technical studies
{f Cotegariod Exclsion Is selected, cheeh are uf the following):
Section 6004
1 23 CFR 771 activity (63
O] 23 0mo acdvity (30 ).
L] Adtivity __ lsted in the Section 804 MOU
[ Section 6005
F, Public Availabillty and Public Hearing
Check ag applivable:
X NotRequred
[} Notics of Availsbility of Enviromnental Documest
[TV Public Meeting
] Notiee of Opportazity for 2 Public Hearing
17T Public Bearing Reqeled

G. Blgnalures

Local Agency Staff andfor.Consultant Signature
é%a,a ( o ) 1309 (213) 972-4957
{(eraiore 3 Prdpapert v hgie} {Telephone ¥5)
Tim Framauer { /‘X

Local Agency Pioject Engineer Sigtiature
This docursent was prepafed under my sipervision, in accordgrcs with the Local dssistamce Procedures Muwsial,
Eshibit 6-B, “Insirctio 3 for Chnipleting the Prefishinary Bndironmental Stady Form.” :

8/13/0% {213) 972-4850
(Daee} {Tulepionz No)

Page 677
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Exhibit 6-A Local Asvistance Procadures Manual
Preliminary Lavivoaorents! Study (PES) Form

Caltrans Districk Professionally Qualified S8aff (PGS} Signature

[ Project does not meet definition of an “undevtaking™; no further review is necessary under Saction 106 (*No” Section A,
#335%.
Froject Is Hmited to the type of activity listed in Atachment 2 of the Section 106 PA and based on the information
provided inthe PES Form, the project doss not have the potential so-effest historic properties {*Mo” Section A, #35),

[ Project is fimited 10 the ivpe of activity Jisted in Attachment 2 of the Section 108 PA, g the following additional
procedures or information is needed to determing the potential Tor effect “To Be Determined” Section A, #35)
] Records Search [}

[ Project meeis the definition of ar “undertaking”s all properties in the project srea are exempt from evalustion per
Atmchment 4 of the Section 106 PA (“No™ Section A, #35).

] The proposed updertaking is considered fo have the potential to affiect historic mroperties; farther studies for 106
comphiance are indicated in Sections B, €, and D of thiz PES Form (*Yes” Section A, #35).

/p;éwf%m ok AN, ?éez&;;@wf xf’/f W/zw? (s dEdr—"55/&

(Siguiniren! Professionally Qualitied Swafl) {Telephone No)

The fotiowing signatores sre regaired for all CEs, rontine and complex EAs, and ElSs:

Galtrans District Banior Environments! Planner (or Designes) and DLAE Signatures

[ have reviewed this Preliminary Bnvironmansal Study (PES) Form and determined that the submiital is somplete and
suffictent. Toonour with the studles fo be parfomesd and b recommended NEPA Class of Action,

@v%ﬁgjéf-/ /z’/fj/ po7 (o) E97-5L5

ﬁ‘igzmnrrj;; ftor Exviranmental Py or Designve) (Telaphone No)

ég/‘é:” o _ﬁ%/é%

AR

e T
Bigytimmre fJE Bistrict Locat Assisiaree Epfineer or Designes) ¢ (I}fé&é {Tefepitons Nooj

by ST

("fmﬁe)

{1 910 DEA Envircamental Coordinator ponsintencs _ . E-mait concurrence sttached,

L _ (etore)

Fage ¢-78
May 30, 2008 LPP 48-02



Categorieal Exclusion Checklist

i DiSUCHRIe/PME: 0T-0-LA

Fad, Ald Ho: RPSTPLE 5006

EA:

1. Prolectis 3 OF under Seution 8004 of 23 U.5.C. 326,

Yes [T No 1

I "yes™, check the applicable activity belaw.

Retivity Listed in 23 CFR 77111 7c)

33 Activities which da not irwolve of laud direely taconstruclion | (311 | Determinalion of payback under 23 CFR part 480 for properly

previausly scadired with Federstaid padisipation

i) 2 Lty instaliations along or acrass 3 is“amp(_artaﬁsﬁ fagkity 42 1 improvemants to existing rest afeas and lruck weigh stations,

R 3 | Siowcls end padestdan lanes, pafhg, and fztities £113 | Ridesharing activides

(14 | Actvibexinciuded in the State's highway safely plan under 71144 | Bus ond redf car rehatiBialion
23 .50 402

s Transter of Federat lands mesuant o 23 11.8.C. 317 when {15 | Atierattons to fadiiies or vebioles in onder to make them accessibie
the subseguerd actlop is not on FHWA aetion } far elderly and handicapped peranns

18 | ineistiogion of nofss barmers or siierations fo axisting publicly | T3 18 | Program administoation, fechaical assistance activilies, and
swned badings © provide for noise reduciion aperating assizlonce fo ransit authodtias to conlinue eisting

servics or Increass senige o meat rouling chanpes in demand

037 | Landsesping 317 | Purchase of vehicies by the applicant whete the use of ihese

vehivfes can b accomnadaled by edsting faciities of by new
facililies which themselves are within & GE

38 | lastliation of fendng, signs, peverment rearkings, small [318 | Track and rafbed maintenancs and imprvements wher carded sut
vassenger shallars, Iraffic sigrals, and rmllroad warning within the exsiing figrdafwry
davices where no subsientiad land acquisiion or traflic
disrupiion will ooour

L19 | Emergency repairs under 21UL.8.G 128 (118 | Purchase and installation of ppansfing o maintenance sauipment lo

berfonsted within dhe ransit facilly and with no sianificact imgacts
) offihe site
110 | Acquisition of soenic easemants 120 | Promulgetion o& rules, requistions, apd drectives
Activity Lisled tn Examoles In 23 CFR 7711174}

] wadaraization of a mgm?ay by resurfacing, restoratinn, [ Appravals for changes in acoass eontrok.
rehabifitation, reconstruction, adding showiders, aradding
siadliary lanes {ad., pgr)éng_, Vegavi g aming, cmng) i

Fl2 | Highway safely or traflic operdions imiproeeriers projests s Construckon of new bus skrage and maintenance faciifes in
inchuding the inskaition of ramp motering tontrol devices areasused predeminantly for indusivlal ar franaportation purposes,
and ligiing. notinconaisiént with existing zoning and Incaled o or neat a shront

wilh adeguate capauty i handle snticpated bus and supgedt
vehicle faffic.

{13 ! Badge retmbifitation, reconstiuction or replacement or the fig thahiiiiatm of ramﬁstﬁmion of enlsling rall and bus bilidings
sonstruciion of grade separation o repites exissing at-gpade and ancillary facilities where only rinor simcinis of addilonal iang
taitroad orossings. e refuired and therd Iy not B sybstantisl increate in the numbser

i of SIS,

34 | Transporiation conddor Fnge parking faciities, {010 | Construciion of bus tramsfer feclites when lotated in 2 cormmerclal
araa or ather Hgh activity cerdar Inwhich thers is adequate streat
eapaciy for grojected i tafie

s | Construshon of new ek weigh stations or reit sreas. 11141 Congtrection of rail stersge and maintenancs faclilies in aress
used geadorminanty for industisl of transportation purposes whare
sueh comstricion 15 not incansistent with axisting 200ing and
where thers s no slgnificart notse Impact on 8w surrounding
somimmity.

16 Appeovalsfor disposal of exness righbobway tr forJoint or {312 | Acguisition of land for hardship o protective muposes; advanc&

Himiter use of right-ofway, whire e propossd use doeg fand acyuision lpang under section 3(1 of the LT Act.
| nothave siorficent adverse inpads,
Page 1 of 4
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist

Activity Listed in Appendix & of the &i(}i_} for State Agsumption of Respensibilities 1or Categorica Exclusions

34 Construciion, modiication, or repale of siotrr walsy {as fiding satmmic retmfl of Bililies o .meei et sefsmig
trestment davipes, plotclion measres such as slope standards and public health and safoly standnrds withowt expassion
siabfation, and other erosion conlro! measures of capaily.

Ciz2 | Feplacement modiBicasion, of repals of Sfivens of other {is Als space teases that are subledt o Bubparl 3, Part 710, Tile 28,
drainage faoilites, [ Gode of Fegaral Heaulations,

s Profests undastaken to asaurs the sreation, malatenance, 17 Liriling of test bores/ewl sampilvg lo provide infarmztion for
restoration, enhancemant, or protection of habital for figh, profiminary design and for anvironmental anatyses and permitiing

_plants, or widiite. i | PUIPOSES.

14 | Rowine repalr of faoiiities dus to stomn damays, inchuding
penmanent repal to retumn the facliity to operationat
sordition $hat meete current standprds of design and public
heslth and salety without expanding capadily (e.g., slide
1apEys, constction orrpnaly of retaining walis),

2. Projactia g CE for a highway project upser Section 6005 of 23 14,5.C. 327, Yes ClHo B3 (Use onheif pmjeéz‘
doss nof gualify under Bection 6004.}

3. Unusual Circumstances {23 CFR 771.117{b}). Project does not include any:

4 Significant environmental impacts;

Substartial controversy on environmental grounds;

Significant impact on properties protected by secfion 4(T) of the DOT Act or section 100 of the Natichal Historia

Preservation Act; or

[ ineonsisterwies with sriy Federal, Btate, o local law, requirement or adminisiyatve determination refating o the
envirenmental aspacts of the action

g

4. Air Quality. {See BER Chapter 38}
A, Air Quality Checklist is complete and pmjéﬁt mests all applicable air quality requirements. [
Air Quality Checkilet completed by: Patricia Marrufo Date:
B. Project is exempt from air quality cenformity. (40 CFR 93. 126 or 40 CFR 93.128)  Yes [X] No [

" C. Project is exempt from regional pmissions analysls. (40 CFR 93.127, Table 3) Yos [ No [}
Hno", Bsl ihe cugrent RTP and RTIP including dales and pags numbers that contain the project,

RTP; Date: Page Number(s): B
RT# Dater Page Mumber(s):

Ie-the project in a nonattainmend or maintenance area for Federal CO, PM18, andior PM2.5
standards?

#f yet, hot spof analysis has besn completad, induding inleragency consultation in PM16 and PM2.5
areas’? Yes [7] Not Applicable 5

b, For a Section 6605 CE, FMWA determination of alr quality conformity is complete. o
Frovide name of FHWA conteetand date of defermination lefiér here:

FHRVA contact Date of Determination Letier:
Attach FHWA conformity delerminaflon fefler.

Page 2 of 4
Revised March 2009



5. Project compiies with all other fadleral environmental laws, regulations, and exscutive orders on the PES form.

Categorical Exclusion Checldist

Environmental Does Date and type of Qutcome of Agency Notes, Documentation
Statutory or Projact Techndcal $tudy or Coardination Referancs Lior Explanation
Regulatory Trigasr . Mama to File or Fisid {Concurrenae Type angd
Compliance Statute or Survey Gate)
Regulation?
Historic Prosarvation | ] Yes Type: Typs:
(Section 106) ¥ No Date: Date:
Executive Qrdar on [ vas Typa: Typal
Floadplains # No Date: Bate:
Waettand Protection £] ¥as Type Typa:
M o Draler Date:
Coastal Zons [ ves Typer Typer
Me
: ; Date; Cades
Wild and Scenic 1 ves Type: _ Type:
Rivers B4 No Date: Date:
Farmiand Profection | [T ves Type: Type:
BG o
ate: Data:
Moisa {23 OFR 772) E} Yes Typs: Typa:
% No Datet Date:
Hazardous 3 vas Type: Type:
ﬁaaiemﬁ%enai H no Date: Dater
Environmental g Yoy Typen . Typo:
Justics No Date: Date:
Projectd.evel Alr % Yes Type: Type:
Qualtty (GO, P 2 . i
Hotspot and MSAT) | e O e
Water Cuality 1 Yes Ty Type:
& Mo Dale: Date:
Retocation I1Yes Typa: . Type
B3 Mo i}
Date: Dater
Land Use ] ves Type! Tyna:
& N Datec Dette:
Other {L.e., Vistal} 7 Yes Type: Type:
| X ne Diate: Date:
_Page 3ofd
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Categorical Exclusion Checklist

Environmental
Sfatutory or
Hegulatory

Doss
Project
Trigoer

Date and type of
Technicatl Sludy or

: Memo o Fite or Fleid

Outcome of Agency
Coordination
{Concurrance Type and

i Notes, Rocumentation
Reference &fur Explanation

Statufe or
Reguiation?

Compiiance Survey Date)

Sacfion N3 CFR | [ Yes Typs: - Type.
774} B Ne [rate: Date:
[} Be minimis

[l Peegrammatic
Type:

[ indiidual. Legal:
sufficlency complete:

Yes 3 Ne [}

Yo Type:
No

. Type:
Dade . tiater

Section 6(h
M De minimiz

B

I3 Pogrammatic
T

O} indhvidusl Legel
sufficiency complale;

Yes [ No [

Yes Typer Type:
Ne Oae: Date:

Endangered Spacies
{Bection 7 FEBA)

Bl

Effect Delermingtion:
[} o effect

3 Mot ke to
atversely affect

7 Likely to
adversaly affect

Essantial Fish Hablitat | 7] Yes ] Type:
gag?}gnuwﬂ-steyens ® He pule Date:
Eifect Determination:
£ Adverse affent

£ No adverse affect

Based on ali of the above, the project is determined fo be a categorical exclusion pursuant fo the
Naticnal Envirenmental Policy-Act and all other applicable federal environmental laws, regulations
and executive orders have been complied with,

Prepared by Patricla Marrufo
Title: i
Signature:

Date; ‘/“?”//’g;fé}?

Pegad of 4
Ravised March 2000
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CE Checklist: Air Quality Conformity Guestions

Siep 1. is the project located In a nonatiainment or mainienance area for ozone, nitregen dioxide, carbon
monaxide (COJ, PMZ.G, or PM10 per httu:/lwww.eba govioaroagps/greenbif?
(] #nogoto Step 14, Transportation conformity dees noti apply to the project.

if yas, goto Step 2.

Step 2. Is the project exempl from conformity per 40 CFR 83,126 or 40 CFR 83,1287

i yes, goto Slep 14. The project is exempt from all project-levet corformity requirements (40 CFR
93,128 or 128). (check one hox below and idenilfy the project type, i applicaliel
40 GFR 93,126 Project type: £ .
i1 40 CRF05.128

I3 oo, goioSiep 3.

Step 3. Is the project exempt from regional conformily per 40 CFR 83,1277

[} #yes, goto Step 8. The project is exempt %ﬁm regional ccnform;ty requirements {40 CFR 93127}
{identify the project type).  Project type:

[T i no, go i Step 4,

Step 4. s the project located in & region with a currently conforming RTP and TIP?

{71 # yes, the prolect is included in a cusrently conforming RTP and TIP per 40 CFR 93,115, The prolect's
design aid scope have not changed significantly from what was assumed in RTP conformity analyels
(40 CFR 92.115[b]) Go to Step 8.

O #no and the project Is located in an isolated rural area, go fo Step &

] #ncandthe project is not located in an isolaled rurat area, STOP and de not proceed until @ conforming RTP
and TIP are adopled.

Step 5. For isolated rural aress, is the projest reglonally signfficant per 40 CFR 83,101, based on review by

Interagency Consultation?

] Hyes, goto Step 6.

I] ¥no, goio Btep & The project, located in an fsolated rural area, Is not regionally significant and does
. hotreguive & reglonal emissions analysis (48 CFR 53,101 and 931081}

Step 8. lg the project inciuded In ancther regional conformity analysis that mests the isolated rural ares analysis

requiraments per 40 CFR 93109, including Inferagency Consultalien and public involvement?

7 tyes. goto Step 8. The project, located in an isolated rural area, has met iis regional analysis
raquirements through inclusion Ity 2 previously-approved regional conformity ana!ys:s that meets
current requirements {48 CFR $3.109(]}.

] ¥no.gotoStep 7.

Step 7. The project, located in an isolated rural area, requires a separate regional emissions analysis.

] Regional emissions analysiz for reglonally significant project, iocated in an isolated rural area, is
eomplete. Raglonal conformify analysis was conducted that includes the project and reasonably
forgseeable regionally sionificant projects for at least 20 years, Interagency Consultation and public
participation wers conducted. Bazed on the analysis, the interim or emlssion hudget conformity tests
apphicadle to the area are met (40 CFR 93,108 and 95.105}. 5o o Stop 8.

Step 8. 1s the project Incated in a CQ nonatiainment or maintenahce area?

[l Kno, goto Step 9. CO conformity analysia is not required.

{1 ¥ves, hot-spot andlysie requirements for CO pertha Q Protoced {or per EPA's modeling guidance,
CALBOMHOR can be used with EMPAC emission faciors') have baen met. F’r{z}ﬁci will not Lause of
contribute to.a riew jocalized CO violation (40 CFR 83,176 and 93, ’3233 Goto Sten 9,

! Use of the C( Yrotoce! is strongly reconsmended due to 18 use of sereening methods to minimize the need for
modefing, When modeling s needed, the Protosol simplifies the modeling approach,

2 As of Ootober 1, 2007, thete are 5o €O nonattainment arcas in Oalifornia, Therefors, the requironsats to not worsen
existing vielations and # reduseleliminaio sxigting viskations do notapphy,
. -




Step 8. Is the project lncaled ih 2 PMI0 and/or & PMZ.5 nonatiainment or mainteriance area?
1 ¥no, golo Step 13, PMLSIPMD conformity snalysls is not required.

] #yes, goto Step 10

Step 10, 13 the profect consigerad to be 5 Project of Air Quality Concern (POCAC), as describad in

U8, EFA Guidance of March 29, 20067

{3 1f o, the project is not & project of concarn for PM10 andlor PM2.5 hot-spot analysis based on 40 CFR
93.116 and 93.123 and EPA’s Hot-Spot Analysis Guidance, Interagency Consulfation concurred with
this determination on S50

G to Stsp 12,
1 #yae, goto Step 11

Step 11, The project Is a FOAQC,

{71 The project is a project of concern for PM10 andfor PMZ.S hot-spot analysis based on 40 OFR 83.118
and 93,123, and EPA’s Hot-Bpot Guidarce. Interagency Consultation conctrred with this
detamxmat;en on . Detailed PW hot-spot analysis, consistent with 40 CFR 93,118 and 93.123 and
EPA’s Hot-Spot Gusdance, shows that the project would nol cause or contribute to, or worsen, any
new localized viciation of PM 10 andior PM2.5 standards, 50 io Step 12,

Step 12. Does the aporoved PM SIP include any PMT0 andfor PN2.5 control measures that apply to the projest,

and hes a witten commitrent beert mads as part of the air quatity analysis to mplement the identified SIP control

measures?

7] i yes, 2 written commitment has been made to implement the identified S8II* controt messures for
P10 andior PEELS through construction or operation of this project (40 CFR 83,117}

3 o, go to Btep 13,

Step i3z, Have projectievel mitigation or conirel measures for CO, PMT0, andfor PM2.8, included as part of the
projects design concept snd scope, been idaniflied as a condition of the RTP or TP conformity determination?
ANDIOR

Step 130, Are projectleve] miligalion or control measures for GO, PMA9, andfor PMZ.E included i the projest’s

MEFA document?

AND

Step 13c {appiles only if Step 132 andfor 13b are answered “yes®). Has a written commiimert been made as part

of the afr quaslity analysis o implement the identified measures?

{71 i ves fo 13a andfor 15b 2nd 13c, a written commitment has been made to implement the identificd
mitigation or éontrof measures for CO, PM10, andior PM2.5 though construction or operation of this
project. These mitigation or control measures are identified in the projsct’s NEPA document andior
as conditions of the RTP or TIF conformity determination. {40 CFR 93.125{a)}

"1 ifno, go o Step 14

Step 14. Does the project qualify for a Section 6004 CE?
B3 if yes, STOP as all air quality conformity requirernents have been met.
{1 ¥ ro, yo 1o Step 15,

Step 15. Doss te project quallfy for 2 Sectior: 8008 CE?

0 1 yes, attach conformity analysis, request confarmity determination fromr FHWA, and when recaived,
garplete CE/CE Detesraination Form,

Date of FHWA air guality conformity delermibation: | :

STOP as all alr quality conformily requirements have been met,

12015/ 0%




CE Checklist: Air Quality Conformity Questions

Step 1. is the project located In 2 nonattainment or maintenance ares for ozone, nitrogen dioxids, carbon
monoxide (GO), PMZ.5, or PMTD per o /hwww epa.govioarfoaaps/gresnbk/?
{1 #ro, goto Step 14, Transporiation ceaa::mmty does n&t apply 1o the project.

B¢ Hyes, gotlo Si&p 2,

B9 ¥ yes, goto Step 14. Tha preject i is exe:mpt fmm al proj@ctwéevel wnfermzty requiremeﬂts {40 CFR
83,126 or 128). (check one box below and Identify the project type, if applicable).

B3 40 CFRU3.126  Project e B985
(] 410CRF 93128
{1 Ifno, goto Step &,

Step 3. Is the project exempt from regiorsd conformily per 40 CFR 83,1277

£} i yes, go o Step 8. The projest is exempt from regional conformity requiremants (40 CFR 62127
(identily the project type).  Project type: SEETR

1 # o, go fo Step 4.

Step 4. s the project localed in a region with 2 currently canforming RTF and TiF?
71 if yes, the project is inciuded i a ttirrently conforming RTP and TIP per 40 CFR 93,415, The profect’s
! design and scope have not changed significantly from what was assumed in RTP conformity analysis
{40 CFR 93.115[b]} Go to Slep 8.
[0 1 noand the project is located in an isolated rural ares, go o Step 5.
{1 ¥ no and the project is not Inceted in an isolated rural arsa, STOP and do not proceed urdll & conforming RTE
and TP are adopled.

Step §. For isolgled rural arsas, Is the project regionally sionificent per 40 OFR 82,101, based on raview by
| Interagency Consultation?
[7] Hyes, poto Step 6,
[ ¥ no, go to Step 8. The project, located in an isclated rural area, I not regionally signiffcant and does
not require areglonal emissions analysis (40 CFR 93101 and 93.108[1]}.

Btep 8. Is the proisct included in another reglonsl conformity analysis thatl mests the isolated rural area analysis

requirements per 40 CFR 83,108, including nteragency Consultation and public Involverneani?

] #yes, go to Slep 8. The project, located in an Isolated ryraf area, has met its regional analysis
redquirethents through Inciusion In & previously-approved regional conformity analyszs thaf mueels
current requirements (40 CFR 93,1080}

[} Wro gotoStep 7.

$tep 7. The project, located i an isolated reosd area, requites 2 separate regional emissions analysis,

+ [] Regionsl emissions analysis for regionally significant project, located n an isolated rurat area, is
complpte. Reglonal conformity analysis was conducted that includes the project and reasonably
foreseesttie regionally significant projects for at least 20 years. Interagercy Consuliation and public
parficipation were conducted, Based on the anatysis, the Interim or emigsion budget conforntity tests
applicable to the area are met {40 CFR 93.109{1] and 95.106). Go to Step 8.

Step 8. s the p{:}]éct located in 2 CO nonattzinment or maintenance area’

3 1 no, goto Step 4. GO conformity analysls is not required,

[ # yes, hot-spot analysis requirements for GO per the GO Brotocal {or prr EPA's modsling guidence,
CALAGOHOR can be used with EMFAC emission factors') mave been met, Pre;ect will not cause or
css:sn{ni}ute to a new focallzed CO v:oﬁaﬁan {40 CFR 893116 amf 93, 133} Qo to Step .

" Use of the €0 Pratocol ds strongly recommended due to ity use of soreening methods to rginimize the nead for
modeling, When modeling is needed, the Protocol sinplifies the modeling spproach.

% Az of October 3, 2007, there are no CO ponatisfoment areas in California, Therafore, the requirements 1o not worsen
syisting vieltions ahid to yeduce/eliminate existing violations do not apply.
i




] ifno, golo Step 13. PM2.5/PM10 condormity analysis is not required.
] #yes, goto Step 10

Step 16, I the project considered to be a Project of Alr Quality Concarn (POQALY, as describad In

U5, EPA Guidanue of March 29, 20067

{1 1 no, the projert is not a project of eohcern for PM18 andior PML.5 hot-spot analysis based on 40 GFR
83,1156 and 93,123 and EPA’s Hot-Spot Analysis Guidancs, Interagency Consuliation concurred with
this determination on 5,

Go o Slep 12,

[T ¥ yes, go to Step 11.

Step 11, The project s & PCAQC,

[73 The project is a project of concern for PM10 andlor PMEZS hot-spot analysis based on 40 GFR 83,118
and 93123, and EPA’s Hot-Spot Guidance. Interagency Consultation concurred with this
determination on &8 Detsiled PM hot-spot analysis, consistent with 40 CFR 93,116 and 83,123 and
EPA's Hol-8Spot Guidanos, shows that the project would not cause or contribute to, or wotsen, any
new localized violation of PM10 andior PR2.5 standards. Go fo Step 12,

Step 12, Does the approved BM SIP include any PM10 andfor PM2.8 control measures that apply % the project,

and has a written commitment been made as parl of the ab guably analysis to implerent the Kentified SIFP control

mpeasures?

[} ¥ yes, a written commitment has been made to Implement the identified SIP conirol measures for
PMAG andfor PMZ.5 through construction er eperation of this project (40 CFR 93,1171,

{71 1 ne, go o Step 13,

Step 13a. Have orojectdevel miligation or control measures for O, PMT0, andior PM2.8, included as panl of the
mroject’s design concept and scops, been identified as a condition of the RTP or TIP conformity determination?
ANDAOR

Step 130, Are prolecidevel mifigation or control measyres for GO, PM10, andfor PM2.5 included in the projsot’s

MEPA docurnent?

AND

Step 13c {applies only if Step 13a anc/or 13b are a%rzswafed ‘yes™. Hag & wrhittenr commitment been made as part

of the ai quality analysis to implement the identified measwres?

] Wyes kb 13z and/or 130 and 130, 2 written conuritment has been made to implement the identified
mitigation or control measures for CO, PHM10; and/or PNIZE though construction or operation of this
project. These mitigation or contrel tneasures are identifisd in the project’s NEPA dociment andior
a5 conditions of the RTP or TIP conformity determination. {40 CFR 83.125(a})

3 Hno, gote Step 14

Sters 14. Does the project qualily for a Section 6004 CE?
iFyes, STOP as all sir quelity conformity requitements have been met,
] #ro, goto Step 15,

Step 15. Does the project qualify for a Section 6005 CE?
1s yes, aliach conformity analysis, request conformity delermination from FHWA, and when received,
complete CEICE Detetmmation Form,

Date of FHWA air qualiiy conformity determinalion: B
BTOP as all alr quality conformily requirements have been met, _J

12//5/ 05

Mama; Date:




State of California Businass, Transportation and
Housing Agency

Memorandum
Flex yortr power!
Be prergy efficfent!
From: District Blologist Date:  August 17, 2009
Pivision of Environmental Planning Tor Paul Caron
From: Patricia Marrufo
Tor  File Dist.Co: O7-LA-O-LA
Rter Venice Blyd
Pii:
Fed. No: RPSTPLE 5004

{468)

Bivision of Enviranmental Planning

Subject: Biological Review Exernption

The Division of Environmental Planning has reviewed the Preliminary Environmental
Sturdies (PES) form, project description, maps, Hterature and other pertinent project
information for the above referenced project. Based on that review, it has been
determined by a Qualified Biologist that the propiosed project will have:

¥ No effect on threatened or endangered species, or thefr critical habitag
within or adjacent to the constiuction ares. Additionally, this project
will have no impact to State/Federal jurisdictional waters of the United
States or wetlands.

If the scope of work should change, a new Biolegical Assessment ray be necessary.
Please direct any questions, comments, or concerns to the Division of Environmental
Plariing. ' .

2o

District 7, Quaified Biologist
Division of Environmental Planning




Sigeof Caltfornis Business, Trimgporistion ind Housing Agenoy
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

M e m 0 g‘ a Kl d ﬁ m ‘ Flex your power!

Be vmergy officiene?

To: Memo to File

Date: /7 ;’f/ o //g:;?:jﬁ("} &

EA or Federal Project Number:  RPSIPLE 5006 (468)

Agency or Local Agency: City of Los Angeles

Re: Environmental Commitment Record (ECR)

The Division of Environmental Planning has reviewsd the PES, project description, maps,

literature, and other pettinent project information for the above reference project. Based

on that review it has been defermined thal an Ervironment Commitment Record (ECR) Is

- noei required for this project. if the scope of work should change an ECR may be
necessary.

If there are ahy dquestions regarding ithis project please contact the Division of
Environmental Planning. ‘

"Caltrans improves mebifity vcress Coliforniy®
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VERIFICATION

State of Califormia, County of Los Angeles,

I, the undersigned, declare:

[ am a parly io this action, and I make this verification for that reason.

I have read the foregoing COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
and know its contents, | am informed and believe that the matters stated in it are true, and on that ground
allege that the maffers stated in it are true.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct.

#, T
Executad this ? {fay of Tunse, 2010, at Los Angeles, California.

Samuel and Elana
S&mueﬁs meiy Trust Dated 2/15/01

CO'MPLA?NT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
10




HAME, ADDRESS & TELEFRONE NUMBER DF ATTORMEY(S; FOR, OR, PLAINTIFF OF
DEPENDANT IF PLAINTIFT QR DEFENDANT §5 PRO PER.

8. Zachary Samuels, APC -

8. Zachary Samuels, (State Bar No. 45884)
19200 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 2300

Log Angeles, CA 20067

Telephone No. (310) 20610777

Facsimile No. (310} 5561344

ATTORNEYSPOR: Plaintiffs §. Zachary Samuels, et al.

FHFR

{f%,\ 0 ¥, uA‘sS?Sﬂ
LOG «%N{‘iL"S

[GJUN -9 PHis: L9

CENTRAL 8131, vy oAl

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT B
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
8. Zachery Sameels and Blana Samuels, Trusiees of EA$H NUMBER:
the 8. Zachary Samusls and Blana Samuels Family -
Trust dated 2/15/01; Robert T, Kawaoka; ET AL. o L l@ ? _
Plainiffts), | i 0 } )}( } (:E q
¥. }
Federal Highway Administration, United States CERTIFICATION AND NOTICE
,{}ep'at’gmcnt of Transpurtation, a public ﬁf;tity; State OF INTERESTED PARTIES
of Califorpia, Departioent of Transportation; ET AL, Defendants) (Loea) Rule 7.3-1)

TO:  THECOURT AND ALL PARTIES APPEARING OF RECORD:

The undersigned, counsel of record for Plaintifls 5.

Zuachary Samuels, st al,

(or party. appearing in pro per), certifies that the following listed party (or parties) may have a direct, pecunjary
interest in the outcome of this case. These representations are made to enable the Court o evaluate possible
disqualification or recusal. {Use additional sheet if necessary.)

PARTY

CONNECTION

{List the names of afl such parties and identify their connection znd inferest)

8, Zachary Samuels, Trustes of the 8. Zachary Samuels and Plaintiff

Elana Semuels Family Trust dated 2/ 3401

Elana Samuels, Trustee of the 8. Zachary Samusls snd Elana Plaintiff

Samuels Family Trust dated 2/15/40

Robert T. Kawaoka

Laro] A, Kawacka

Lawrence Ash, Trustee of the Ash Pamily Trust
Luang L. Acgh, Trustee of the Ash Family Trust
James Greenwood

Audrey Grecawond

Roberts Doveet, Trustes of the Broy Trust

Plaiptift
Plainiff
Plaintiff
Plaintiff
Plaintiff
Plaintiff
Plaipsiff

Federal Highway Administration, Department of Transportation  Defendant

State of Califorpia, Department of Transportatios

Crvof Los Aﬁgalﬁ‘%
Metropolitan Transit Aunthority

June 7, 2018 /

Defendant

Date Sign /

72&;%@ e

§, Zachsiry Samaels, Esqg,

Attomey of record for or party appearing in pro per

€30 {(64710) NOTICE OF INTERESTED PARTIES
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTCM 198 AHGTLES
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALEFORNJ@

CASE NUMBER

5. ZACHARY SAMUELS, ET AL CV10- 4250 PA (Ex)

PLAINTIFF(S)
V.
FEDERAL HIGHWAY NOTICE Tgazggiﬁms OF ADR
ADMINISTRATION, ET AL
DEFENDAMT{S.

Dear Counsel,

The district judge to whom the above-referenced case has been assigned is
participating in an ADR Program. All counse! of record are directed to ioinily complete
the attached ADR Program Questionnaire, and plaintifi's counsel (or defendant in a
removal case) is directed to concurrently file the Questionnaire with the repart required
under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 26(f).

Cierk, U.S. District Court

06/09/10 " i By: MDAVIS
Date Deputy Clerk

LA IDAMD KT TADARTIES MU A0S DR At



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CASE NUMBER
$. ZACHARY SAMUELS, ET AL

PLAINTIFF(S) CV10- 4250 PA (Ex)

ADR PROGRAM QUESTIONNAIRE
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, ET AL

DEFENDANTIS):

{1} What, if any, discovery do the parties believe is essential In order to prepare adequately for a setiement
corference or mediation? Ploase culline with specificily the typeis) of discovery and proposed completion
date{s). Plemse cutline any areas of disagrasment int this regard. Your designations do not Iimit the discovery

that you will be able 10 take in the event this vass does hol seitfe.

{2) Whet are the damags amounts being claimed by each plaintiff? ldentify the categories of damags
glaimed [e.q., lost profits; medical expenses {past and future), lost wages (past and fudure), emotional distress,

darrage (o reputation, efe.] and the portion of the totad damaeges claimed atributad 1o each calegory.

ADR-G {04710} ’ ADR PROGRAM QUESTIONNAIRE



{3} 2o tha parties agree 1o utilize a private mediator in lieu of the cour’s ADR Program?

Yes{ ] No[l

{4) if this case I8 in category civil rights - employment (442}, check alf boxes that describe the legal bases of

phatntifl chaim(s),

i ]Tila Vit i1 Age Discrimination

[ 142 US.L. soction 1983 [_] Codifurnia Fair Employmant and Housing Act
] Americans with Disabilifias Act of 1880 [ ] Rehabilitation Act

[ JOther

{ heraby certify that all partios have discussed and agiee thal the above-mentioned responses are frue and

sorrect.
{ate Aftomey for Plaintiff {Signatersd

Atiorney for Plaintiff {Please print full name}
Date Aliomey for Defendant {Signature!

Attorney for Dafendant (Please print full name)

AURG {04110} ’ ADR PROGRAM QUESTIONNARE



UNITED STATE DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE TO COUNSEL 4
The court has directed that the following rules be speézﬁmify called to your attention:

I Continuing Ohligatian to Repurt Related Cases (Local Ruls 83-1.3.3)
II.  Service of Papars snd Process{Local Rule 4) '

L CONTINUING OBLIGATION TO REPORT RELATED CASES

Parties ars undér the comtinuing obligation to pramptly advise the Courtwhenever one ormorecivil
sctions or proceedings previously commenced and one or more currently filed appear to be related.

Local Rule 83-1.3.3 gtates: "It shall be the continuing duty of the attorney in any case prompily to
bring to the attenticn of the Court, by the filing of a Notics of Related Case(s) pursuant to Locz! Rule §3.
1.3, il facts which in the opimdon of the attorney or party appear relevant to & determination whether such
action and one or more pending actions should, under the criteriz and procedures set forth In Local Rule
83-1.3, be beard by the same g'udvre *

Local Rale 83-1.2.1. states: "It {s not permissible to distaiss and thereafier refile aramn ferthe
purpose of obiaining 2 different fudge.”

Local Rale §3-1.2.2 provides: Whenever an action is dismissed by 2 party ot by the Court before
jedgment and theyeafter the same or essentially the same claims inmlvmg the same o1 essentially the same
parties, aze alleged in another action, the latez-filed 2ction shall be assigned to the judge to whom the frst -
filed action was assigned, It shall be the duty of every attorney i any such later-filed action to bring those
facts to the aitention of the Court in the Civil Cover Sheet and by the fling of a Motice of Related Case{s}
pursuznt to LK. 83-1.3.

.  SERVICE OF PAPERS AND FROCESS

Local Rule 4-2 states: "Except s otherwise provided by order of Court, or when required by the
treaties or stattes of the United States, process shall not be presentad to a United States Marshal for
Service.™ Service of process must be accomplished in secordance with Rule 4 of the Federa) Rules of
Chvil Procedure or in any manner provided by State Law, when applicable. Service vpon the Usited States,
an officer or agency therest, shall be served pursuant to the provisions of FRCF 4 (1), Service should be
promptly made; unreasonzble delay may result in dismissal of the action under Local Rule 41 znd Ruie
4(m) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedurs. Proof of service or 2 waiver of service of summons and
coruplaint must be filed with the court.

This notice shall be given by the Clerk to the plaintiff =t the time an action is filed {or to the
defendant at the time a notice of retaoval is fled), and by the plaintiff to other parties 25 etiaclments to
copies of the contplaint and swmmonses, of by the defendant to other parfiss as aftachments to coples of
the natice to plaintiffs of removal {0 iﬁﬁczal court, when served.

om s, TNGTICE 10 COUNGET



Local Assistance Project Transmittal Memo to the Division of Environmental Planning

{?}md Wang 897-2967 ‘ 08/19/09
Local Assistance Senior * Phone Number - w;lﬂ"—oﬂwdég’;b%f:t}e '
| Mulugeta Filatie 6202113
Local Assistance Contact Name Phone Number
City of Los Angeles
City Name
+ Michael Uyeno Senior Transportation Engineer
Tim Fremanx | Project Engineer
City Contact Contact’s Title
213-972-4982 | michael uyeno @lacity.org
213-972-4957 J tim.fremaux @lacitv.org
" City Contact’s Phone Number City Contact’s Email Address
RPSTPLE-E006 {468) I Gity of Los Angeles Exposition Bike RAW | 07-LALA
] bikepath Westside sxtension
Project Number Project Tille " District, Coumty, Agency

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: {Describe, in as much detail as pessibile, the project, purpose, focation, limits, and
all activities involved.)

The project involve class | (Bike Path) facility along the Metro-owned BExposition right-of-way
from Venice Blvd/Robertson Blvd to Palm Blvd. National Blvd will be widened approximately ¢
feet from Palms Bivd to approximately 300 ft west to allow for Class II{Bike Lanes) from Palms
Blvd. to Motor Ave. .. : e it

it

WHAT ARFE YOU REQUESTING IN THIS TRANSMITTAL: (Double click boxes 10 eheck.}
x[ ] PES Review I1 Review of Technical Study or Draft Environmental Docnment
™ RE-validation
[T Project details have not changed since the approval of the envirosimental document cei‘\fe
[ Project details hgve changed and are identified in the comment box beiow fgkvbl’e 3 0 4
wl o ’L

7] Transmittal of permits

WHAT YOU HAVE INCLUDED IN THIS TRAKSMITTEAL: (Double click boxes to check.)
x[ ] Maps (MANDATORY: [} Preliminary PES torm ¢MANDATORY)

[} Project Pians x_] FTIP Printoni (MANDATORY)

ADDITIONAL COMMENTY;

i Field Review Porm and Cross-section showing proposed project included. Plense expedite.

£ R T o s = £ A T Y SH T = e Y T 4, AT e vy verrmeeeed







'rl;,aeal Assistance Procedures Manus! Exhibit 6-A

Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

Exhibit 6-A Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

Federal Project No.:  RPSTPLE-5006(468) Final Design:  12/31/13
{Federal Program Prefiv-Project No., Agreement No) {Expacted Start Dales
To: Kirk Cessna From:  City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
{District Loeal Assivance Enginser) {Local Agency}
7 Tim Fremaux (2133 972-4937
{District) {Profect Manager's Name and Telephone Noj
100 S. Main St., Los Angeles, CA 90612 160 S, Main 8t 9% Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90012
fdddress {Address)
Kirk Cessnai@dotca.gov : Tim. Fremaux@lacity.org
{E-mail Address) {E-mail dddress)
is this Project “ON” the ] Yes IF YES, STOP HERE and contact the District Local Assistance ;{ingmear '
State Highway System? X wo regarding the completion of other environmental docementation.
Federal State Transportation Improvement Program 200872600 49 {see gttached)
(FSTIP} httpwww dotea povihg/ransprog/fedpam him:  (Cwwently dopted Plan Dare) {Page No.____attach fo this form)
Programming Preliminary Engineering Right of Way Construction
for FSTIP: 2008/11 § 475,000 5 2008/11 $ 2,092,000
{Fiseai Yeari {Dollars {Fiseal Yaur} {Dodlars) {Fisoad Year} (Dollars)

Project Description as Shown in RTP and FSTIP: Exposition Boeulevard right-of-way bike path-westside extension,
design and construction of 3.85 miles of Class I bikeway, lighting, landscaping and intersegtion improvemenis.

Detailed Project Description: (Deseribe the following, a3 applicable: purpose and need, praject lovation and limits, requived right of way
acquisition, propused facilities, staging areas, disposal and borrow sites, constriction activities, and construclion dcoess.}
The project involves a Class T (Bike Path) facility along the Metwo-owned Exposition right-of-way from
VeniceBlvd./Robertson Blvd. to Palms Blvd. National Blvd. will be widened approximately 6 feet from Palms Blvd. to
approximately 500 feet west to allow for Class 11 (Bike Lanes) from Palms Blvd. to Motor Ave.... {continued)

(Continue description on “Notes” sheet, last page of this Exkibit, if necessary

Preliminary Design Information:
Does the project involve any of the following? Please check the appropriate boxes and delineate on an attached map, plan,

or layout including any additional pectinent information.

Yes No Yes Ho Yes No
1 B widen existing roadway ™ K Ground disturbance B [0] Easemenss
] Increase number of through lanes  [[1 EJ Road cutAill Bd E1 Equipment staging
(1 & Newalignment ] Excavation: amticipated [0 ™ Temporary access road/detour
0 x Capacity increasing—other maximum depth 7T Bd Utility relocation
{e.g., channelization) [1 B4 Right of way acquisition
[l Drainage/culverts (if yes, attach map with APN)
M Realignment [l B Flooding protection
[0 B Ramp or strest closure 1 B Stream chaonel work [] Disposal/borrow sites
1 B Bridee work :
1 Pile driving [} B2 Part of larger adjacent project
-] &d vegetation removal
7 B Treeremoval M B Demolition BJ [ Railread
Reguired Attachmants:
Regional map Project location map {1 Project footprint map (existing/proposed right of way)

Engincering drawings {existing and proposed cross secticns), if available [ Borrow/disposal site location map, if applicable
Note: all maps fexcept project location map and regional mops) showid be consistent with the project deseription feminimum scale: 1" = 1007}

[T Notes to support the conclusions of this checklist/project description continugtion page (attached)

Page 6-69
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' Exhibit ;é-A ‘ L.oeal Assistance Procedures Manual!
Preliminary Environmental Stady (PES) Form

Examine the project for potential effecis on the environment, direct or indirect and answer the following questions.
The “constraction area,” as specified below, includes all areas of ground disturbance associated with the project,
inciuding staging and stockpiling areas and temporary access roads.

Each answer must be briefty documented on the “Notes” pages at the end of the PES Form.

A. Potential Environmental Effects Yes ToBe No
Determined

General

1. Will the prolect require future construction to fully wilize the design capabilities included in the i 1 4]

proposed project?

2. 'Will the project generate public controversy? ] | 4
Noise

3. Btheproject « Type [ profect as defined in 23 CFR 772.3(h); “construction on new location or the I 1 Y

physical alteration of an existing highway, which significantly changes either the horizontal or
vertical alignment or increases the number of through-iraffic lanes™?

O
O
B

4, Does the proiect have the polential for adverse construction-related noise impact
{swch ag related to pile driving)?

Alr Quality

5. Isthe project in a NAAQS non-attainment or maintenance ares? B »

6. Is the project exempt from the requiretnent that a conformity detesmination be made? {If™Yes,” state M
which conformity exemption in 40 CFR 93.126, Table Z applies):

7. Is the project exempt from regional conformity? (If *Yes,” state which conformity exemption in 40 ] W] 1
CFR 93,127, Table 3 applies):

8. Ifproject is sot exempt from regional condformity, (F£"No™ on Question #7)
Is project In & metropalitan non-attainment/maintenance ara? ] O |
is project in an isplated rural non-attatement area? - O 0 0
is project in 2 CO, PMI0 and/or PM2.3 non-attainment/maintenance area? - 0O £ =

Hazardous Materiais/Hazardous Waste

9. Is there potentis! for hazardous materiats (including underground or aboveground tanks, etc.) and/or ] = O

hazardous waste {inchuding oil/water separators, waste ofl, ashestos-containing material, lead-based
pant, ADL, ste.) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area?

Water QualityfResources

Hy Does the project have the polential to impact water resourees {rivers, streams, bays, inlets, lakes,
drainage sloughs) within or immediately adjacent to the project area?

K R

11, Isthe project within a designated sole-source aquifer?

Coastal Zone
12. 13 the project within the State Coastal Zone, San Francisco Bay, or Suisun Margh?

Floodplain

13. Isthe construction area located within a regulatory floodway or within the base floodplain (100-year)
elevation of a watercourse ot lake?

4

1 O O O
o (] i [l
5

Wild and Scenic Rivers

14. Is the project within or irmmediaiely adjacent to a Wild and Scenic River System? I ] =

Biological Resources

15 Is there a potential for federally listed threatened or endangsred species, or their eritical habitat or Pl [ X
essential fish habitat to occur within or adjacent to the construction area? )

16. Dies the project have the potential to directly or indirectly affect migratory hirds, or their nests or g 1
epgs (such as vegetation removal, box calvert replacement/repair, bridge work, ete.)?

17, s there a potential for wetlands to cocur within or adjacent to the construction area? 1 1 =

Page 6-70
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: ifocal Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

18. Is there g potential for agricultusal wetlands to ocour within or adjacent to the construction area? M| 1 &l

19. Is there a potential for the introduction or spread of invasive plant species? | [ &

Sections 4{f) and 6{f} .

20. Are there any historic sites or publicly owned public parks, recreation argas, wildlife or waterfow? | | [
refages (Section 4ff]) within or immediately adjacent to the construction area?

21, Does the project have the potential to affect properties acquired or itnproved with Land and Water 1 [ el
Congeyvation Fund Act (Section 6[f]) funds?

Visual Resources 7

22. Does the project have the potential to affect any visual or scenic resources? [ [ (]

Refocation Impacts

23. Wili the project require the relocation of residential or business properties? [} O 2

Land Use, Community, and Farmland Impacts

24. Wilt the project require any right of way, imcluding partial or full takes? Censider construction 7 4 £
easerents and utility relocations,

25. Is the project inconsistent with plans and goals adopted by the community? | 1

26. Does the project have the potential to divide or distupt neighborhoods/communities? O 1 K

27. Does the project have the potential to dispropertionately affect low-income and minority 1 7 |
populations?

28, 'Will the project require the relocation of public wilisies? ] ] H

29, Will the project affect access to properties or roadways? | I

30, Will the project involve changes in acoess control to the State Highway System {SHS)? | | I,

31. Will the project invelve the use of a temporary road, detour, or ramp closure? O 1 X

32, Will the project rednce available parking? | ] X

33. Will the project construction encroach on state or federal lands? " O

34. Will the project convert any farmiand fo a different use or impact any farmlands? . |

Cultural Resources

35, 1s these Nationa] Register listed, or potentially eligible historic properties, or archaenlogical O (I &
resources within or immediately adjacent to the construction area?
fNota: Caltrans POS answers guestion #35 }

36. Is the project adiacent to, or would it encroach on Tribal land? ] ol B
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Exhibit6-A

Preliminary Environmental Stady (PES) Form

Local Assistance Procedures Manual

For Sections B, C, and D, check appropriate box to indicate reciuired technical studies, coordination, permits, or approvals,

B. Required Technical Studies C. Coordination D.  Anticipated
and Analyses Actions/Permits/Approvals
M Traffic '
Check one:
[} Traffic Study O Caltrans 1 Approvel
{3 Technical Memorandum [} Caltrans [l Approval
[ Discussion in ED Cnly 1 Caltrans {71 Approval
[0 HNoise
Check as applieable:
[ Traffic Related
7] Construction Related
Check one:
] Woise Study Report {1 Caltrans [3 Approval
] naDr 1 Calirans 1 Approva
] Technical Memorandom 1 Calirans [} Approval
{1 Briscussion in EDY Only M Caltrans [l Approval
1 Al Quality
Check as applicable;
3 Traffic Related
[1 Construction Related
Check one:
[ Adr Quality Report O Caltrans O Approval
7] Technical Memorandimm F1  Caltrans [0 Approval
1 Discussion in ED Only "1 Caltrans [3  Approval
[l rFHwWA 1 Conformsity Finding (6005 CEs, EAs, EISs)
| [0 Caltrans 1 Conformity Finding {60604 CEs)
[0 Regional Agency [0 PMI/PMLS Interagency Consultation
O Hazardous Materiale/
Hazardous Waste
Check as applicable:
1 Initial Site Assessment 1 Caltrans 7 Approvat
{Phase 1)
] Preliminary Site Assessment [l Calteans L1 Approval
{Phase 2}
{1 Discussion in ED Only 1 Caltrans 3 Approval
7 CatEPADISC ] Review Database
1 Local Ageney EJ  Review Dafsbase
[0 water Quality/Resources
Check as applicable:
] Water Quality Assess. Report | []  Caltrans [ Approval
"] Technical Memosmandum 1 caltrans O Approval
71 Discusston in ED Only 1 Caltrany 0 Approval
Sole-Source Aquifer
{Districts 5, 6 and 11) "] EPA(S.F. Regional Office) [ Approval of Analysis in EDy
1 Coastal Zonw [T coc i1 Coastal Zone Consistency Determination
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- Local Assistance Procedures Manual

Exhibit 6-A

Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

B. Required Technical Studies €. Coordination ) Anticipated
and Anaiyses ‘ Actions/Permits/Approvals
[} Fioodplain
Check as applicable:
[T} Location Hydraulic Study [0 Caltzans O Approval
{3 Floodplain Evaluation Report . ] Cultrans 0 Aporovat
T Summary Floodplain {1 Caltrans ] Approval
Encroachment Report
] calteans [ Only Practicable Alternative Finding
0 rawa {1 Approves significant encroachments and
concirs in Only Practicable Alternative
Findings
Wild and Scenic Rivers
7 River Managing Agency [C}  wild and Scenic Rivers Determination
Biological Resources
Check as applicable:
[1 NES, Minimat Impact 1 Cabrass 1 Approval
O s __
Fiea 1 Calrans [0 Approves for Consultation
] usews ] Seciion 7 xformal/Formal Consuitation
[ NOAA Fisheries
{7 EFH Evaluation O NOAA Fisheries 0  MSA Consultation
[l Bio-Acoustic Evaluation [ NOAA Fisheries [0 Approvat
T Technical Memorandum [ Caltrans O Approval
1 Wetlands
Check as applicable:
[7] WD and Assessment ]l Caltrans 1  Approval
7 ACOE M Wetland Verification
[ NRCS I Agricuitural Wetland Verification
1 Caltrans [0  wettands Only Practicable Alternative
Finding
invasive Plants
[ Discussion in ED Only [T Caltans O Approval
Section 4(f
Check as applicable:
{1 Caltrans [J Determine Temporary Occupancy
"] De minimis Il Caltrans 1 e minimis finding
[J Programeatic #f) Evaluation | [ Caltrans [ Approva
Type:
] individual 4¢f) Evalvation {1 Caltrans [ Approval
1 Agency with Jurisdiction
] sHrO
1 pot
0 #up
O} usba
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Exhibit §-A ' {.0cal Assistance Procedures Manusal
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

B. Required Technical Studies ¢.  Coordination B, Anticipated
and Analyzes Actions/Permits/Approvals
[]_ Section 6(f)
E1  Agency with Jurisdiction
1 wes {1 Determines Consistency with Lorg-Term
Management Plan
1 wrs [T} Approves Conversion
[] Visual Resources
Check one:
7] visual Impact Assessment 1 Caltrans 1 Approval
[ Technical Memorandum M Caltraes O  Approval
[ Discussion in ED Only [ Caltrans 1 Approval
[] Relocation Impacts
Check one:
1 Relocation Impact Memo O Caltrans 7 Approval
] Relocation Impact Study 1 Calrans L1 Approval
L] Relocation Impact Report [0 Caleans 1 Approval
1 Land Use and
Community Impacts
Check one:
[ cia 1 Caltrans L1 Approval
7] Technizal Memorandum M Calrans [T Approval
[} Discussicn in ED Only 1 Caltrans [0 Approval
XI  Construction/Encroachment
on State Lands
Check as applicable:
1 SLC Jurisdiction O swe L] S8LCLease
Caltrans Jurisdiction B3 Caltrans B Pncroachment Permit
[ 8P Jwrisdiction 1 sp ]  Encreachmem Permit
[0 <Construction/Encroachment
on Federal Lands
{1 Feders! Agency with [ Encroachment Permit
Jurisdiction
[0 ConstructiondEncroachment | [ 1  Bureau of Indian Affairz 7 Right of Way Permit
On Indian Trust Lands
[ 1 Farmlands
Check one:
3 cia 1 Caltrans [ Approval
[T Technical Memorandum (] Caltrans [T Approval
] Discussion in ED Only 1 Caltrans 1 Approval
Check as applicable:
[7] Form AD 1006 Il NRCS [0 Approves Conversion
1 cooc [ Approves Convetsion
[J Conversion 1o Non-Agri Use [0 ACOE
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual

Exhibit 6-A.
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

B. Required Technical Stucdies G.  Coordination D. Anticipated Actions/Permits/
and Analyses Approvals
[Tl Cultural Resources
{PO3 completes this seotion}
Check as applicable:
[’V Caltrans POS [ Screened Undertaking
[] APE Map {0 Caltrans PQS and DLAE [0  Approves APEMap
O tLocal Preservation Groups {1 Provides Comments Regarding Concerns
sndfor Native American with Project
Tribes
0 uese [ Caltrans 1 Approves for Consultation
[ Asr
] HRER
{7 Finding of Bffect Report 1 Caltrans 1 Concurs on No Effect, No Adverse Effect
’ with Standard Conditions
[l sHPO [J  Latter of Comeurrence on Eligibility, No
Adverse Effect without Standard
(7 Maa [T Calteans 1 Approves MOA
0 swuro [ Approves MOA
[} ACHP {ifrequested) [] Approves MDA
[ Permits
Copies of permits and a list of [ ACOE ] Section 404 Natienwide Permit
mitigation commitments are [0 acoe O  Section 404 Individual Permit
mandatory submitials following O cCaltrans’ACOE/EPA 0 NEPA/404 Integration MOU
NEPA approval, ] USFWS
[0 NOAA Pisheries
[ ACOE E]  Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 Permit
1 wusca [0 USCG Bridge Permit
1 RWQCB 1 Section 401 Water Quality Certification
0 corc [J  Section 1602 Streambed Alteration
Agreement
Ol RwQCB [1 NPDES Permit
0 c¢co 1 Coastal Zene Permit
[] Local Agency
71 mene [J BCDC Permit
Nows:  Additional shudies may be reguired for other federal agencies,
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Exhibit 6-A

Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

Local Assistance Procedures Manual

ACHP = Advisory Couneil on Historic Preservation HRER = [Historical Resources Evalugtion Report
ACOE = UK Army Corps of Engineers HIB = U.S. Housing znd Urban Development
ADL = Asrially Deposited Lead MOA = Memorandum of Agreement
APE = Areaof Potential Effect MSA = Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
APN = Assessor Parcel Number Management Act
ASR = Archaeological Survey Report NEPA = National Epvironmental Policy Act
Ba = Biological Assessment NADR = WNoise Abatement Decision Report
BCDC = Bay Conservation and Development Commission NES = Natural Environment Study
BE = Biological Evaluation NHFA = National Historic Preservation Act
BO = Bielogical Opinion NOAA = National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
CalEPFA = California Environmenial Protection Agency NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service
oCC = California Coastal Commission NPDES = Natonal Poltutant Discharge Elimination System
CDFG = California Depariment of Fish and Game NPS = MNational Park Service
CDOC = California Department of Conservation NRCS = Natural Resovrces Conservation Service
CE = Categorical Exclusion PMI0 = Particulate Matter 10 Microns in Diameter or Less
CIA = Comprunity Iimpact Assessment PM2.5 = Particolate Matter 2.5 Microns in Diameter or Less
CWA = Clean Water Act PMP = Project Management Plan
DLAE = District Local Assistance Bagineer POS = Professionally Qualified Staff
DOL = LS. Department of Interior ROD = Reeord of Decision
DTSC = Department of Toxic Substances Control RTP = Regional Transportation Improvement Program
EA = HEavironmental Assessment RTP = Regional Transportation Plan
ED = Environmential Docurnent RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
EFH = TEssential Fish Habitat SER = Standard Environmental Reference
EIS = Envirpnmental Impact Statement SEP = Sentor Environmental Planmer
EPA = 1i.8, Envitonmental Protection Agency SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer
FEMA = Federsl Emergency Management Ageney SO = State Lands Commission
FHWA = Federal Highway Administration 5P = State Parks ’
FONSI = Finding of No Significant Impacied T = Fransportation Improvement Program
FTIP = Federal Transportation Improvement Program USCE = LK. Coast Guard
HPSR = Historic Property Sorvey Report UsSbDA = U.S. Department of Agriculture

USFWS = U.8, Fish and Wildlife Service

wD Wetland Delineation
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Laeai Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit §-A
Prefiminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

E. Preliminary Environmental Document Classification {NEPA)
Based on the evaluation of the project, the environmental document to be developed should be:
Check one:

[ ] Environmental Impact Statement (Note: Engagement with participating agencies in accordance with SAFETEA-LU
) Section 6002 reguired}

[1 Compliance with SAFETEA-LU Section 6002 regarding Participating Agencies required
] Complex Environmental Assessment
] Routine Environmental Assessment
Categorical Exclusion without required technical stodies.
[} Categorical Exclusion with required technical studies
(if Cateparizal Exclusion is selected, check onz of the followingy.
5 Section 6004
[ 23 CFR 771 activity (c}_____)
[] 23 CFR 771 activity () (____}
[] Activitcy  listed in the Section 6004 MOU
] Section 6045
F. Public Availability and Public Hearing
Check ax applicable:
£ Not Required
[71 Notice of Availability of Environmental Document
[] Public Mesting
[ Notice of Opportunity for a Public Hearing
[] Public Hearing Required

G. Signatures

Local Agency Staff andlg nsultant Signature

//-) 8/13/69 (213)972-4957

Signature \/ {Date} (Telephone No.j

Tim Fremawx /f‘\ |

Local Agency aject Enmeer Signature

N ol 3/13/00 {213) 9724959
{ﬁfg&Womi Agencyl {Date} {Tefephone No.}
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Exhibif 6-4 Local Assistance Procedares Mannal
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

¢ Galtrans District Profes&iaaﬁlly Qualified Staff {PQS} Signature

[} Project does not meet definition of an “undertaking™: no further review is necessary under Section 196 (“No” Section A,
#35).
ﬁ Project is limited to the type of activity listed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA and based on the information
provided in the PES Form, the project does not have the potential to affect historic properties (“No” Section 4, #35).
[} Project is limited to the type of activity histed in Attachment 2 of the Section 106 PA, bt the following additions!
procedures or information is needed to determine the potential for effect (“To Be Determined” Section A, #35x
[ Records Search O

Project meets the definition of an “undertaking™; all properties in the project area are exempt froin evaluation per
Antachment 4 of the Section 106 PA ("No™ Section A, #35).

[ The proposed andertaking is considered to have the potential to affect historic properties; further studies for 106
compliance are indicated in Sections B, C, and D of this PES Form (“Yes” Section A, #35).

/@2 %@Lﬁd—d“’% %M /[// ?/zdw? (23 ) 57358

rz?}'e’fif Projessionally Qualifed St / ('Dafgf {Felephone No.}

O

The following signatures are required for ali CEs, routine and complex EAs, and EISs:

Caltrans District Senior Environmental Planner {or Designee} and DLAE Signatures

I have reviewed this Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form and determined that the submittal is complete and
sufficient. I concur with the studies to be performed and the recommended NEPA Class of Action.

%»/ &é—/ ////;/ o9 (Re3) 857 FL5

& ﬁgrzc:mer Envzr@xmemaf Planmer or Dezignze; {?@e} T (Telephome No
Nama)
t/
W 10)2/e3 727
{Sigutiture of District Local dssisiance Egfeireer or Detignee) A (Da;‘e£ {Telephone N )
afsm,@ Lot
{Nudde)
{1 HO DEA Environmental Coordinator concutrence . E-mail concurrence attached.
(dafe)
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- Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 6-A

Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) Form

Preliminary Environmental Investigation
Notes to Support the Conclusions of the PES Form
(May Also Include Continuation of Detailed Project Description)

Brief Explanation of How Project Complies, or Will Comply with Applicable Federal Mandate (Part A):

1.

I

(¥

10.

I

12,

13.

14.

15

15

7.

This projeci involves construction of a bike path. Once project is completed, no additional construction will be
reguired,

This project will be designed according to state and federal standards and the City does not expect this project to
generate any public controversy. The project is also environmentally friendly.

The installation of bike path will not alter apy existing highway alignment.
Construction-related noise will be at a minimum.

This project is located in Los Angeles County which is noted as an aren “Subject to Transportation Conformity
Requirements in California™, :

This project is considered an exempt project as determined in 40 CFR 93,126 Table 2 as an afr quality project under
the “Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities” exemption.

The construction of 2 bike path does net involve the use of hazardous materials. There will not be any hazardous
waste generated from this project.

This project will not impact water resources.

This project is not within a desigrated sole-source ageuifier.

This profect is not within the State Coastal Zene, San Fr&zicisca Bay, or Suisan Marsh.

This project is not within a regulatory floodway or within & base floodplain elevation of a watercourse or lake.

This project is not within or immediately adjacent to 2 Wild and Scenic River System as noted in Public Resources
Code Section 53093.30 et. Seq.

There is no potential threat to endangered species.
There is no potential to affect migratory birds,

There is no potential for wetlands to occur within the construction area. This project is lecated within 2 fully
urbanized area,

There is no potential for agricultural wetlands within the construction area. This project is located within a fully
urbanized area.

There Is no potential for the introduction or spread of Tnvasive plant species. No re-vegetation of Tandscaping is
included in this praject.
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~Exhibi¢ 61 ' Local Assistance Procedures Mannal

Instructions for Completing the External Certifications
(Environmental Document Quality Control Reviews}

290.

23,
24,

25

27,

28

30.

31.

3.

33

There are no historic sites within the construction area.
The project will not affect any properties acguired or improved with Land and Water Conservation Act funds. This
project is wholly within public right of way.

This project will not affect any visual or scenic resources,

This project will not require the relocation of any residential or business properties.

~ This project may require some easements, to be determined.

This project is within the community plan.

This project will not disrupt the teighborhood or communities.

This project does not have the potential to disproportionally affect low-income or minority populations.
No public utilities will be atfected by this project.

This project will not affect access to properties or roadways.

This project will not affect the State Highway System as defined in 23 CFR 771.117

This project will not require the use of detonrs or roadway closures.

This project will not reduce parking availability.

This project may require a Caltrans encroachment permit, to be determined.

This project is not located within farmlands. Al work will be done within public right-of-way.
No

This project will not encroach on tribal lands.

Continuation of Detaited Project Description: A Class 1 facility will resume at Motor Ave, north of the 1-16
Freeway, rejoining the Metro-owned right-of-way at Dunleer Drive and continuing within this right-of-way to
Centinela Ave. The project includes traffic signals, coordinated and parallel to new rail crossings at existing
roadways along the alignment, as needed.

Distribution 1) Originaf - DLAE, 2) Local Agency Project Manager, 3) DLA Environmental Coordinator

4} Scnior Environmental Planner {or designee), 53 District PQS

Updated:; 03/15/08
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