BU24
206 S. Spring St.

F2-273

BU24
200 S. Spring St.

F2-274

BU24

130 W. 2nd St.

F2-275

BU24

124 W. 2nd St.

F2-276

BU24
`120 W. 2nd St.

F2-277

BU24

NW Corner of 3rd St. and
Main St.

F2-278

BU24

Parking Structure - 220 S.
Spring St.

F2-279

http://www.lawzone.com/half-nor/jevne.htm

BU24

Reprinted from the Jan. 11, 2007, issue of the Metropolitan News-Enterprise

REMINISCING (Column)
By ROGER M. GRACE

Norwegian Immigrant Operates Premier L.A. Grocery Store
Supreme among grocery stores west of the Mississippi a century ago was H. Jevne’s. It was located right here, where I’m now
plunking out this column, at 210 S. Spring Street…the location since 1990 of Metropolitan News Company offices.
I have no idea what was being sold at this spot where my desk and PC are now. Caviar? Wines? Laundry soap? Cheeses?
Perfumes? Mops? Candles?
Jevne had them all. Here’s an ad which appeared 100 years ago today in the Los Angeles Times featuring smoked bloaters:

Aside from Jevne ads appearing in the local dailies, they were to be found in out-of-state newspapers. Residents elsewhere
were urged to send away for a free catalog and place their orders for shipping, or take the train to L.A. to stock up on merchandise.
“Buy Groceries in Los Angeles.” That was the heading on a June 18, 1901 Jevne ad published in the Arizona Republic, which
continues:
“Go to Jevne’s for hundreds of dainty delicacies that no other grocery store in the Pacific southwest carries....Make a list before
you leave on a trip to the coast.”
A July 17, 1901 ad in the same newspaper advises:
“Free writing and waiting room at Jevne’s in Los Angeles. Have your mail addressed in our care. Come to us for any
information you wish. Use us in any way you can. We’re always glad to make strangers welcome no matter if you wish to buy
groceries, wines or cigars of us or not….”
I don’t recall seeing any such an invitation in recent Ralphs, Vons or Albertson’s ads.
“Buy enough [groceries] to last six months or a year,” an Aug. 8, 1901 ad in the Arizona newspaper suggests.
A steadily growing number of H. Jevne products, such as Jevne Coffee, La Crescenta Olive Oil, and Pot o’ Gold Oranges, were
available in the early 1900s in grocery stores in Southern California, Arizona, and New Mexico.
The proprietor of H. Jevne Co. was Hans Jevne, born Feb. 28, 1849 in Hamar, Norway. On Oct. 18, 1866, he and his brother
Carl came to Chicago to go to work for their older brother, who ran a Norwegian food market. Odd S. Lovoll, in his 1999 book,
“The Promise Fulfilled: A Portrait of Norwegian-Americans Today,” makes mention of that establishment:
“Norwegian food items were offered to the Norwegian community at immigrant retail stores, such as the one opened in 1865
by the young Christian H. Jevne. Jevne expanded to become a large wholesale and import concern, importing cheese, fish, canned
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goods, and aquavit directly from Norway.”
Operations expanded, and the store came to serve the populace at large. The first electric light in Chicago is said to have been
installed there in 1880, and the store utilized two novel devices: an electric coffee bean roaster and an electric coffee mill.
Hans Jevne worked “first as salesman and afterward as manager in his brother’s mammoth establishment, for seventeen
years—with but ten days’ vacation,” according to “Illustrated history of Los Angeles County, California,” published in 1889. In
that capacity, the book notes, Jevne became a “master of the grocery trade in every detail.”
Moving with his wife and 7-year old son to the West Coast in February 1882, for sake of his wife’s health, and to Los
Angeles the following November, Jevne opened a small shop on North Spring Street, soon shifting to a larger space nearby, and in
1896 relocating to the recently opened Wilcox Building at South Spring and Second Streets. The southern portion of the building
where Jevne had his store, and where we now have our offices, was, prior to erection of the building, site of the Empire Livery
Stable.
“A History of the Norwegians of Illinois,” published in 1905, says that Jevne, as a Los Angeleno, “has grown up, so to speak,
with the town, has prospered, and now owns one of the largest as well as the best equipped stores in the country.”
There will be more about Jevne next week.
Copyright 2007, Metropolitan News Company

Reprinted from the March 1, 2007, issue of the Metropolitan News-Enterprise

REMINISCING (Column)
By ROGER M. GRACE

Jevne: Retail Grocer, Wholesaler, Bank Director, Civic Leader
When Norwegian immigrant Hans Jevne first opened up shop in downtown Los Angeles in November 1882, in a small space
now within the confines of City Hall, selling groceries to members of the public was his only pursuit. As his business expanded, as
he became an “American success story”—to use a once hackneyed and now arcane phrase—his interests multiplied…though his
primary and most visible role remained that of a retail grocer.
Jevne “was always on the main floor” of his store, “giving a kind smile and a glad hand of welcome to all who entered his
door,” Herman W. Frank writes in “Scrapbook of a Western Pioneer,” published in 1934. But Frank (a founder of Harris & Frank
clothiers) goes on to point to another side of Jevne, saying he was “the type of man with a civic spirit that helped build Los Angeles
and the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce.”
Jevne was one of the organizers of the Chamber of Commerce in 1888, a time when the city was experiencing a drastic
decrease in population…set then at about 50,000, down from 70,000 in 1880. Among of the group’s early efforts was that of
seeking to lure mid-west and southern farmers here by means of an exhibition dubbed “California on Wheels,” located in a railway
car. The car traveled through the farm regions over a two-year period, displaying
agricultural products of this state.
As a civic leader, Jevne pushed for causes—such as adoption of a city charter and
construction of a deep water harbor in San Pedro—but didn’t care to involve himself in
partisan politics.
His business interests were varied. The one that went hand-in-hand with the retail
grocery operation was his wholesale venture which encompassed the manufacturing of
his own brands of products, including Pot ’O’ Gold oranges. He produced La Crescenta
brand olive oil and was involved in quite a different sort of oil as a director of Western
Union Oil Co. and Edmonds Midway Oil Co.
Many of his activities were conducted in the Wilcox Building, at Second and
Spring streets. The building was opened in 1896, and Jevne had the space on the first
floor at the south end of it (where, as I’ve noted, this newspaper now has its offices).
On the evening of July 20, 1896—one week before H. Jevne Company opened its new store there—the Merchants and
Manufacturers Assn. dedicated its offices in the building and celebrated the formation of its organization, an amalgamation of two
existing groups. Jevne had been active in the Merchants’ Association, serving on the Executive Committee, and was to be a key
player in the fused alliance. He continued to play a major role in the staging of the annual Fiesta de Los Angeles which brought
money into the city and was a leader of the group’s opposition to an occupational license tax.
On the fifth floor was the California Club, of which Jevne was a charter member, a place where business was transacted over
brandy and cigars. The first-floor corner space came to be occupied in 1901 by First National Bank of Los Angeles, of which Jevne
was a director.
(Among the other directors of the bank were real estate investor Henry Huntington, who owned much of the county’s electric
railway system; Walter J. Trask, a founder of the law firm that became Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher and who was to serve as Los
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Angeles Bar Assn. president in 1910; C.H. Sessions whose 400-acre dairy ranch adopted the maiden name of his wife, Lynne
Wood, with the land later becoming the City of Lynwood; and Jared S. Torrance who was to found the City of Torrance.)
“He was not only one of the city’s most substantial business men,” the 1932 book “California and Californians” says of
Jevne, “but a citizen who took a keen and intelligent interest in the affairs of his community.”
Harris Newmark—a leading merchant, a founder of Montebello, and an organizer of the Los Angeles Public Library—says in
his 1916 book, “Sixty Years in Southern California,” that “Jevne, since his advent here, has been identified with the most important
steps in the evolution of the city.”
Copyright 2007, Metropolitan News Company

A history of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, CA: from its foundation, September, 1888, to the year 1900,
Kingsley-Barnes & Neuner, 1899
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Responses to Comments from Metropolitan News Enterprise, Grace, Roger M.
and Jo-Ann W.
Response to Comment BU24-1
The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to remove the Wilcox and Olender
Buildings (APNs 5149-007-006 and 5149-007-005) from consideration as acquisitions for the
Regional Connector project. Only a subsurface easement beneath APN 5149-007-006 would be
required for construction of the Locally Preferred Alternative.

Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Subject: FW: Arts District chooses fully underground option
Date: Monday, October 11, 2010 3:33 PM
From: Regional Connector <RSC_RegionalConnector@metro.net>
To: Dolores Roybal Saltarelli <roybald@metro.net>, Laura Cornejo <CORNEJOL@metro.net>, "Leung, Julie"
<LEUNGJ@metro.net>, Ginny Brideau <ginny@therobertgroup.com>, Clarissa Filgioun <clarissa@therobertgroup.com>

-----Original Message----From: Tim Keating [mailto:VALTIM@PACBELL.NET]
Sent: Saturday, October 09, 2010 11:42 AM
To: Regional Connector
Subject: Arts District chooses fully underground option
I have been asked to represent LARABA and LaDADspace on this
process.We think that the fully underground option provides the most
efficient way to maxaimize the whole light rail system.
Another potential exists as we develop the station.We can build out a
community art center above,with Theaters,Galleries and music
venues,that could anchor a rennasance of the arts in downtown.
We are committed to the unlimited potential that this project can
provide to advance the cultural life of Los Angeles.
Thank You,Tim Keating,LARABA,LaDADspace,HCNC
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Responses to Comments from LARABA,LaDADspace, Keating, Tim
Response to Comment BU25-1
Thank you for your comment. Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted. The
Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.
Response to Comment BU25-2
Comment acknowledged. Metro looks forward to helping the community explore potential
transit oriented development (TOD) opportunities on this parcel and other parcels along the
alignment. These separate possible future developments have potential to advance cultural life
in Los Angeles.

Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Dear Metro,
I own the oldest business in Little Tokyo, which was started in 1903 by my Grandfather.
My store’s name is Fugetsu-do Confectionery at 315 E. First st. LA, Ca.90012.
My family has been thur 107 years of history in Little Tokyo. We have see the great
depression, evacuation of Japanese American in 1941, and the worst that I saw, was the
redevelopment in Little Tokyo in the 1980s.
This business community has struggled for the last 17 years, after the redevelopment.
Our mom and pop friendly shops and the communities closeness was almost destroyed
thru the use of emanate domain by the city. Your new proposal has construction down 2nd
st. and removing an entire block in little Tokyo. This is not going to be a plus for the
businesses here. The block in question has been owned by the Volk family for over 125
years. Mr., Bob Volk is currently the owner and has no wish to have his property taken,
unless it is for the good of the community. I think the block is too big of a sacrifice for
the connection. We will loss parking spaces, historic buildings, and an area of business
mix that has served as a entry point for the local residence that reside just east and south
of LT.
My major point is as follow.
1) Moving the connection down Temple Street is a much easier path. It is bound by
mostly governmental buildings. Temple has an empty lot on Temple and on
Alameda. The only problem seems to be a misplaced, but important, Japanese
American veteran’s monument. I think the monument should be moved to the
corner of 1st and John Aiso st. It could sit proudly on top of the new underground
parking lot and photos could be taken with the City Hall behind it. There it can
get the respect it deserves.
2) Move the Go For Broke Monument. To First and Judge John Aiso st. (above the
underground parking.
3) Reclaim property north of MOCA to locate the station.
4) Make a seamless connection going to union station only. People continuing on the
gold line will have to cross the street to connect to the gold line east.
5) Take the line to union station above ground elevated over Alameda.
6) It does not make any sense to sacrifice any business and to disturb any others,
when the alternative affects none on Temple Street. Let not forget who generates
the tax dollars. It is not the non profits.
7) Our Community Council is run mostly by Non profits. I am the one that voted no
to the alternative down 2nd street. I think that most businesses agree with my point
of view. Many businesses will not be able to survive the construction period. Nor
do I want to see Business and nonprofit fight over this. For both need each other
to form Little Tokyo.
8) Please do not consider the route down 2nd st and reevaluate the temple street
alternative. The Go For Broke monument should be in a better place anyway.It
may not be popular with the vets in the beginning, but if metro can pay to relocate
it, I think everyone would be happy in the end. Win! Win! Win! Can you ask for
any thing more?????????????
Sincerely Yours.
Brian Kito
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Responses to Comments from Fugetsu-do Confectionery, Kito, Brian
Response to Comment BU26-1
Metro has made refinements to the Locally Preferred Alternative in response to community
input. The refinements would greatly reduce impacts to businesses. The refined alternative
nd
would not involve cut and cover construction on 2 Street, and would minimize acquisitions on
st
nd
the block bounded by 1 Street, Central Avenue, 2 Street, and Alameda Street. The majority of
parking spaces and businesses on this block would not need to be acquired. Metro believes that
the community will benefit from the Regional Connector once it is in place, and will minimize
construction-related impacts to the extent feasible. It is Metro’s goal to work with the
community and assist businesses through the construction process. Impacts associated with
off-street parking loss and property acquisition are analyzed in Section 4.2.3.5 of the Draft
EIS/EIR, the Supplemental EA/Recirculated Draft EIR Sections, and this Final EIS/EIR. Potential
impacts to historic structures were analyzed in Section 4.12.1.3.5 of the Draft EIS/EIR.
Response to Comment BU26-2
At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis study, an initial set of 36 conceptual alternatives
was developed, which included several alternatives with alignments along Temple Street. Based
on input from stakeholders, agencies, and interested members of the public, the initial set of
conceptual alternatives was narrowed to eight. An LRT alternative along Temple Street was one
of the eight alternatives considered during the initial screening for the Regional Connector
project in the Draft Initial Screening of Alternatives Report (April 2008). The eight alternatives
were screened using the goals, objectives, and evaluation criteria established for the project.
These eight alternatives were compared using a multi-criteria comparison method model.
Overall, the Temple Street alternative did not achieve the Regional Connector project goals and
objectives as well as the other alternatives studied during the initial screening. For example, the
Temple Street alternative had a smaller population size within a quarter mile of all stations
(including households within a quarter mile), a low opportunity for transit oriented design, less
direct connections to key activity centers, and less community acceptance compared to the other
alternatives studied during the initial screening. Therefore, the Temple Street alternative was
not recommended for further analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.
Response to Comment BU26-3
The Locally Preferred Alternative would not impact the Go For Broke Monument and, therefore,
relocation of the monument would not be required. Relocation of the monument is outside the
scope of this project.
Response to Comment BU26-4
Please refer to Response to Comment BU26-2, above. Based on the findings contained in the
Final Alternatives Analysis Report, the Temple Street alternative was not recommended for
further analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR. The property north of MOCA is not necessary for any of the
stations under the Locally Preferred Alternative and, therefore, would not be acquired.

Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Response to Comment BU26-5
The commenter’s alignment preference is noted. The Regional Connector Locally Preferred
Alternative would include a seamless connection to Union Station via the north-south route
(Montclair to Long Beach Transit Mall). Passengers at Regional Connector stations would be
able to reach Union Station without transferring. An east-west route (I-605 to Santa Monica)
would also be created using the new Regional Connector Transit Corridor tracks.
Response to Comment BU26-6
The commenter’s design preference is noted. The Metro Board of Directors voted on October
28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.
The Fully Underground LRT Alternative has been designed to travel underground, beneath
Alameda Street.
Response to Comment BU26-7
Metro has made refinements to the Locally Preferred Alternative to reduce impacts to
businesses, and will implement the mitigation measures shown in the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR to
ensure assistance is provided for affected businesses throughout the construction phase of the
project. A worst-case scenario list of businesses that would be acquired was shown in Section
4.2.3.5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, and some of these businesses would no longer need to be acquired
due to refinements made to the Locally Preferred Alternative as shown in Section 4.2.3.5 of the
Supplemental EA/Recirculated Draft EIR Sections and this Final EIS/EIR. An alignment on
Temple Street would affect the property containing the Go For Broke Monument, including an
existing parking lot business. It is Metro’s goal to minimize impacts to businesses and nonprofit organizations alike.
Response to Comment BU26-8
Metro intends to work collaboratively with businesses and non-profits alike for the duration of
the Regional Connector project. Metro acknowledges the disproportionate adverse impacts that
Regional Connector construction would have in Little Tokyo, and addresses them in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of
this Final EIS/EIR. Metro has been working closely with the Little Tokyo community since the
outset of the Alternatives Analysis process in October 2007. Metro staff have performed
extensive outreach measures, as documented in Chapter 7, Public and Agency Outreach, of the
Draft EIS/EIR and this Final EIS/EIR, including numerous public meetings, Japanese and Korean
language interpretations, and door-to-door visits with business owners to provide information
about the project and gather input. Metro will enact the measures listed in the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative to minimize impacts to
businesses and cultural resources, and help them remain intact throughout the construction
process. As described in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, and Section 4.18, Construction
Impacts, of this Final EIS/EIR, since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, alignment refinements
have been made to reduce construction impacts in Little Tokyo, reduce the amount of cut and
st
cover activities, and reduce the extent of acquisitions needed on the block bounded by 1 Street,
nd
Central Avenue, 2 Street, and Alameda Street. These alignment refinements have also
nd
eliminated the need for cut and cover construction on 2 Street in Little Tokyo, resulting in
nd
greatly reduced impacts for 2 Street businesses.
Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Response to Comment BU26-9
Please refer to Response to Comment BU26-2, above.
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From:
Subject:
Date:
To:

Regional Connector <RSC_RegionalConnector@metro.net>
FW: Regional Connector Transit Corridor Project DEIS/DEIR
October 15, 2010 3:24:26 PM PDT
"Roybal, Dolores" <ROYBALD@metro.net>, "Cornejo, Laura" <CORNEJOL@metro.net>, "Leung, Julie" <LEUNGJ@metro.net>, "'Ginny-Marie Brideau'" <Ginny@TheRobertGroup.com>,
Clarissa Filgioun <Clarissa@TheRobertGroup.com>

From: Jim Smith [mailto:jsmith@acemalibu.com]
Sent: Friday, October 15, 2010 2:12 PM
To: Regional Connector
Cc: Bob Iannessa
Subject: Regional Connector Transit Corridor Project DEIS/DEIR

	
  
Japanese	
  Village	
  Plaza	
  LLC	
  is	
  the	
  owner	
  of	
  Japanese	
  Village	
  Plaza	
  which	
  will	
  be	
  drastically	
  affected	
  by	
  the	
  construction	
  of	
  this	
  project.	
  	
  Our	
  tenants	
  and	
  property	
  will	
  be	
  severely	
  impacted	
  during	
  this	
  time
and	
  we	
  wish	
  to	
  express	
  support	
  for	
  the	
  following:
	
  
1	
  – 	
  Fully	
  underground	
  system.
2	
  – 	
  Preservation	
  of	
  Japanese	
  business	
  influence	
  and	
  culture.
3	
  – 	
  Business	
  interruption	
  funds	
  for	
  tenants	
  and	
  property	
  owners.
4	
  – 	
  Replacement	
  of	
  On-‐street	
  and	
  Off-‐street	
  parking.
	
  
Thank	
  you.
	
  
Jim	
  Smith
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Responses to Comments from Japanese Village Plaza, Smith, Jim
Response to Comment BU27-1
Support for a fully underground system is noted. The Metro Board of Directors voted on
October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally
Preferred Alternative.
Metro recognizes the significance of Little Tokyo to Japanese Americans nationwide, and
expressed the community’s importance in Section 4.17.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final
EIS/EIR. Metro acknowledges the disproportionate adverse impacts that Regional Connector
construction would have in Little Tokyo, and addresses them in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR. Metro
has been working closely with the Little Tokyo community since the outset of the Alternatives
Analysis process in October 2007. Metro staff have performed extensive outreach measures, as
documented in Chapter 7, Public and Agency Outreach, of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final
EIS/EIR, including numerous public meetings, Japanese and Korean language interpretations,
and door-to-door visits with business owners to provide information about the project and
gather input. Metro will enact the measures listed in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative to minimize impacts to businesses, and will
coordinate activities with the community throughout the construction process. As described in
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, and Section 4.18, Construction Impacts, of this Final
EIS/EIR, since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, alignment refinements have been made to
reduce construction impacts in Little Tokyo, reduce the amount of cut and cover activities, and
st
nd
reduce the extent of acquisitions needed on the block bounded by 1 Street, Central Avenue, 2
Street, and Alameda Street. These refinements would reduce construction impacts near the
nd
Japanese Village Plaza by eliminating the need for cut and cover activities on 2 Street in Little
Tokyo. It is Metro’s goal to help preserve the Little Tokyo community and its businesses during
construction. Metro will continue to meet with the community for the duration of the project.
It is Metro’s goal to minimize adverse impacts to the Little Tokyo community, including impacts
to businesses. Metro will implement the mitigation measures proposed by the Little Tokyo
Community Council and Little Tokyo Business Improvement District/Little Tokyo Business
Association regarding business interruption shown in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR. Metro will work with the Regional Connector
Community Leadership Council to serve all businesses affected by Regional
Connector construction.
Metro understands the impacts that construction would have in the Little Tokyo community, and
will work with the community to minimize impacts to businesses. During construction, Metro
will minimize lane and sidewalk closures, and will provide adequate detours to maintain
pedestrian flow. Temporary replacement parking will be provided during construction as needed
to offset the impact of on-street and off-street parking removal. As part of temporary
replacement parking efforts, Metro will provide two acres of land on the Mangrove property,
st
located at the northeast corner of 1 and Alameda Streets, for the purposes of providing
supplemental parking services, such as valet parking services during construction. Please refer
to the Transportation Impacts and Environmental Justice sections of Chapter 8, Mitigation
Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative, for more information
regarding construction mitigation measures.
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Responses to Comments from Related/Companies, L.P./Grand Avenue L.A.,
LLC/The Broad Collection, Witte, William A.; Broad, Eli
Response to Comment BU28-1
Thank you for your comment. Since this comment letter was submitted, Metro has held
meetings with community groups, which included The Related Companies, L.P., Grand Avenue,
LLC, and The Broad Collection, and identified municipal leaders to guide them in the decisionmaking process as it relates to the proposed station locations, alignment options, and
anticipated mitigation measures. Metro looks forward to collaborating with The Related
Companies, L.P., Grand Avenue, LLC, and The Broad Collection through the rest of the design
phase and the construction phase of this project.
Response to Comment BU28-2
Metro will implement the mitigation measures shown in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR to
ensure that no vibration impacts during construction or operation occur at the museum or the
residential hotel structure. Metro has performed a geotechnical and vibration study, and
concluded that no impacts to the museum and residential hotel structure would occur after
mitigation. The geotechnical and vibration study paid close attention to the future museum,
residential, and hotel structures, based partly on information provided during meetings with
Related and Broad engineers, in order to reach this determination. The results of this study are
presented in Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, of the Supplemental EA/Recirculated Draft EIR
Sections and this Final EIS/EIR. The alignment would provide operational benefits including
higher train speeds, more efficient operations, and better access to Upper Grand Avenue for
passengers. This station location would allow for a visible and effective connection to the Broad
Art Foundation Museum, currently under construction. Metro looks forward to continuing
coordination with Related throughout the design and construction process. The Metro Board of
Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the
Locally Preferred Alternative, which includes tunnels beneath the parcel in question.
Response to Comment BU28-3
Please refer to Response to Comment BU28-2, above.
Response to Comment BU28-4
The tunnel and stations will be designed and constructed to minimize the impact of the existing
structures. A preliminary analysis of the impacts of the station excavation on the adjacent
structures was performed. In the final design phase, additional analyses will be performed to
confirm the prior analysis of stress from the museum/Grand Avenue project on the tunnel, to
the extent information from those future developments is known. As part of the analysis,
consideration will need to be made for the impact of groundwater changes due to construction.
The tunnel excavations will be designed to minimize the impacts to groundwater levels. Final
excavation methods will be confirmed with Related Companies and the Broad Foundation.

Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Response to Comment BU28-5
Previous explorations in the project area have not indicated the presence of methane. Additional
sampling of soil gas will occur during the explorations as part of the final design phase. Since
methane has not been detected, insignificant diversion of methane is anticipated due to the
project construction and permanent structures. Both the tunnels and station facilities will be
designed based on the requirement to minimize additional methane seepage to adjacent
properties as a result of the Regional Connector construction. This effort will be coordinated
with both Related Companies and the Broad Foundation.
Response to Comment BU28-6
Metro will work to minimize any utility service disruptions, and will notify the community in
advance should any brief outages be necessary.
Response to Comment BU28-7
Comment acknowledged. Please refer to Responses to Comments BU28-19 through
BU28-23, below.
Response to Comment BU28-8
As indicated in Section 4.3, Community and Neighborhood Impacts, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
this Final EIS/EIR, mitigation to reduce community and neighborhood impacts during
construction of the Locally Preferred Alternative involves the development of a community
outreach plan to notify local communities of construction schedules, street lane and sidewalk
closures, and detours. In addition, Metro and the construction contractor will coordinate with
local communities during preparation of traffic management plans to minimize potential
construction impacts to community resources and special events.
Response to Comment BU28-9
Comment acknowledged. As indicated in Response to Comment BU28-8 above, mitigation to
reduce community and neighborhood impacts during construction of the Locally Preferred
Alternative involves the development of a community outreach plan to notify local communities
of construction schedules, street lane and sidewalk closures, and detours. In addition, Metro
and the construction contractor will coordinate with local communities during preparation of
traffic management plans to minimize potential construction impacts to community resources
and special events.
In addition, Metro will provide Related and other affected property owners in-progress
construction schedules of the Locally Preferred Alternative until a detailed construction schedule
is finalized and available to provide. This would likely be after issuance of a Record of Decision
by FTA.
Response to Comment BU28-10
Comment acknowledged. During the design process, Metro will coordinate with the Broad
nd
Foundation and the Related Companies regarding the design of the 2 /Hope Street station in
order to create a cohesive design of the station. New urban design drawings of the Locally
Preferred Alternative are available on Metro’s website and have been provided at recent urban
design meetings held during the preparation of this Final EIS/EIR.
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Response to Comment BU28-11
Comment acknowledged. The Broad Art Foundation Museum, currently under construction, is
projected to include a plaza above General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way connecting to Upper
nd
Grand Avenue. In order to provide access from the 2 /Hope Street station to Upper Grand
Avenue and meet ADA compliance, an elevator would be built as part of the Locally Preferred
Alternative from the station entrance to the plaza if one is not already provided. If the plaza is
not built as part of the Broad Art Foundation Museum, a pedestrian connection (such as a
pedestrian bridge) would be built as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative from the elevator to
nd
Upper Grand Avenue. Concepts of the 2 /Hope Street station will also assume the existence of
a plaza space above General Thaddeus Kosciuszko Way, either built as part of the Broad Art
Foundation Museum or the Locally Preferred Alternative, to allow for a compatible pedestrian
connection to Upper Grand Avenue and to the Broad Art Foundation Museum.
Response to Comment BU28-12
Refined and updated plans and profiles are provided in Final EIS/EIR Appendix 1, Updated
Locally Preferred Alternative Drawings. Metro staff will continue meeting with the Broad
Foundation staff to coordinate property ingress and egress and other design issues.
Response to Comment BU28-13
Adequate studies were performed to arrive at impact determinations in the Draft EIS/EIR. Such
determinations are not reliant on future studies, but are based on the studies performed for the
Draft EIS/EIR. In cases where specific data was not available, Metro assumed a worst-case
scenario to ensure that the actual impacts would be equal to or less than what was studied in
the Draft EIS/EIR. Future studies will confirm actual impact levels, but the severity of impacts
will not exceed the assumptions studied in the Draft EIS/EIR. Metro will implement all
mitigation measures listed in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally
Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR as a condition of project approval.
Response to Comment BU28-14
Items 1 through 9 are addressed separately in the above responses to comments. No item 10
is shown.
Response to Comment BU28-15
During the environmental review process for this project, environmental documents have been
made available to the public. The Draft EIS/EIR was circulated to affected local, state, and
federal agencies; tribes; community groups; interested individuals; and other interested parties.
The document was also made available at Metro’s offices, public libraries, and in electronic
format on Metro’s website. A formal public comment period was initiated following publication
of the Draft EIS/EIR, giving the public the opportunity to review and comment on the document.
During preparation of this Final EIS/EIR, Metro met with stakeholders through meetings, which
included The Related Companies, L.P., Grand Avenue, LLC, and The Broad Collection, guiding
them in the decision-making process as it relates to the proposed station locations, alignment
options, and anticipated mitigation measures. Community input during these meetings has
been taken into account in the refinement of the Locally Preferred Alternative and the Mitigation
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Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8), which are
presented in this Final EIS/EIR.
A Notice of Availability was also distributed notifying the public of the availability of this Final
EIS/EIR. The document was also made available at Metro’s offices, public libraries, and in
electronic format on Metro’s website.
Response to Comment BU28-16
Comment acknowledged. Metro and FTA are conducting the environmental analysis for the
Regional Connector project in accordance with NEPA and CEQA requirements.
Response to Comment BU28-17
As indicated in Response to Comment BU28-15, Metro has met with stakeholders and
community groups during preparation of this Final EIS/EIR. Metro will continue to meet with
project stakeholders, including The Related Companies, L.P., Grand Avenue, LLC, and The Broad
Collection, as needed to effectively communicate project progress and updates during the rest of
the design phase and construction phase of the project.
Response to Comment BU28-18
Comment acknowledged. Metro looks forward to continued coordination with The Related
Companies, L.P., Grand Avenue, LLC, and The Broad Collection regarding the Regional
Connector project.
Response to Comment BU28-19
Please refer to Response to Comment BU28-4, above. Any potential change in support due to
tunneling will continue to be confirmed as part of the final design phase, and coordinated with
Related Companies and the Broad Foundation.
Response to Comment BU28-20
Previous explorations in the project area have not indicated the presence of methane. Additional
sampling of soil gas will occur during the explorations as part of the final design phase. Since
methane has not been detected, insignificant diversion of methane is anticipated due to the
project construction and permanent structures. Both the tunnels and station facilities will be
designed based on the requirement to minimize additional methane seepage to adjacent
properties as a result of the Regional Connector construction. This effort will be coordinated
with both Related Companies and the Broad Foundation.
Response to Comment BU28-21
The tunnel and stations will be designed and constructed to minimize potential impacts to
existing structures for both construction and operation of trains. Refer to Section 4.7, Noise and
Vibration, of this Final EIS/EIR regarding vibration impacts associated with construction and
operation of the Regional Connector project. During the continued development of the
construction and engineering plans for the tunnels and stations, Metro will continue to work
closely with the museum to ensure that vibration impacts are avoided or minimized to a less
than significant level. Metro will implement the mitigation measures shown in the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) and Section
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4.7.4.2 of this Final EIS/EIR, which would reduce vibration impacts associated with construction
and operation to less than significant. Metro will further refine proposed construction activities
based on ongoing monitoring and technical analysis, in order to reduce vibration.
Response to Comment BU28-22
Static groundwater was not encountered during the geotechnical investigation for the EIS/EIR
phase. The rock is not considered to be water-bearing. However, seepage may be expected in
Bunker Hill in fractures and joints. More detailed ground-water investigations will be performed
to better characterize the groundwater by installing groundwater monitoring wells and multilevel piezometers. Please also refer to Response to Comment to BU28-4, above.
Response to Comment BU28-23
Please refer to Responses to Comments BU28-19 through BU28-22, above.
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Responses to Comments from Central City Association of Los Angeles, Schatz,
Carol E.
Response to Comment BU29-1
Thank you for your comment. Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted. The
Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.
Response to Comment BU29-2
th
th
Support for the Flower/5 /4 Street station is noted. Metro will continue to examine ways to
reduce project costs. The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the
th
th
Fully Underground LRT Alternative without the Flower/5 /4 Street station as the Locally
th
Preferred Alternative. An enhanced pedestrian walkway connecting the 4 /Flower Streets
th
area to the existing 7 Street/Metro Center Station would be constructed on Flower Street to
improve access to the Financial District. The design of the Locally Preferred Alternative would
th
not preclude a station at 5 and Flower Streets from being built as a possible future,
separate project.
Response to Comment BU29-3
Thank you for your comment. Comment acknowledged.
Response to Comment BU29-4
Thank you for your comment. Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted.
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October 20, 2010

Planning and Programming Committee Meeting
Regional Connector Transit Corridor Project
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report
Re:

Directors - LACMTA
Speaker – Glen Berryhill, Vice President, Thomas Properties Group
Thomas Properties Group (“TPG”) is real property owner and
property manager of the Financial District properties located at
515-555 South Flower Street, named as “City National Plaza and
Towers” in the draft EIS/EIR, and 400 South Flower Street, known as
the “J-2 Garage”, collectively, the “Adjacent Properties”. Both of
these properties are immediately adjacent to the Regional Connector
Transit Corridor Project (“Regional Connector”).

1

TPG wishes to register support for the Fully Below-Grade LRT
Alternative.
However, the staff recommendation includes the elimination of the
station proposed immediately north of 5th Street due to lack of
funding. TPG requests that this station continue to be included in
the Final EIR and future studies so that the option to include this
station is not completely eliminated at this time. A station in this
location is beneficial in providing an important and needed
connection at the center of the Financial District and adjacent to
the Central Library.

2

TPG is supportive of the Fully Underground LRT Alternative but
formally opposes the At-Grade Emphasis LRT Alternative with a
station proposed immediately south of 5th Street.

3

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Glen Berryhill
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Responses to Comments from Thomas Properties Group Inc., Berryhill, Glen
Response to Comment BU30-1
Thank you for your comment. Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted. The
Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.
Response to Comment BU30-2
th
th
Support for the Flower/5 /4 Street station is noted. The Metro Board of Directors voted on
th
th
October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative without the Flower/5 /4
Street station as the Locally Preferred Alternative. The deletion of the station was done in an
effort to reduce the cost of the project while still meeting the project’s purpose and need. An
th
th
enhanced pedestrian walkway connecting the 4 /Flower Streets area to the existing 7
Street/Metro Center Station would be constructed on Flower Street to improve access to the
Financial District. Metro understands the importance of serving the Financial District and
believes that the Locally Preferred Alternative still meets the purpose and need of the project
th
th
despite the station deletion. Deletion of the Flower/5 /4 Street station would result in minimal
nd
th
ridership losses because most riders would use the 2 /Hope Street station or 7 Street/Metro
Center station, which would service the Financial District. After the October 28, 2010 meeting,
the Metro Board of Directors directed staff to meet with the Financial District stakeholders to
th
th
discuss options for privately funding the Flower/5 /4 Street station, but no funding sources
were identified. However, the design of the Locally Preferred Alternative would not preclude a
th
station at 5 and Flower Streets from being built as a possible future, separate project.
Response to Comment BU30-3
Thank you for your comment. It is noted that the commenter supports for the Fully
Underground LRT Alternative and opposes the At-Grade Emphasis LRT Alternative. The Metro
Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT
Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.
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From:
Subject:
Date:
To:

"Gill, Jennifer" <GILLJ@metro.net>
FW: Comment for Metro Project
October 19, 2010 9:56:55 AM PDT
'Ginny Brideau' <Ginny@TheRobertGroup.com>

-----Original Message----From: Ishida [mailto:blishida@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 10:29 PM
To: Regional Connector
Subject: Comment for Metro Project
1. We want to ask you to consider any other routes besides 2nd Street,
such as Temple, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th, etc.
As you are aware, 2nd Street is the narrowest and busiest street with
so many small retail stores, restaurants and residential buildings.
We also want to ask you to get some technical advises again to research
if it is really
difficult to chose other routes.
A Metro staff explained at the meeting on 10/13/10, saying that it is
not easy to make turn
toward Union Station if the train is coming from the direction other
than 2nd St.
Please clearfy why it has to be from 2nd St, not from 3rd, 4th or any
other.
We cannot understand in that point.
2. Is there any possibility that you can use the existing line (Gold line)
to connect
to the other line?
It might cost more however, gives community less hassle.
3. We strongly suggest you to consider compensation for stores & restaurants
which are located in Little Tokyo area during construction.
If we cannot keep daily sales, many business will not survive
and many employees will lose their job.

1

2
3

10/18/10
Hiroshi Brian Ishida (Store owner)
J-WAVE Video
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319 E. 2nd Street #112
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213-687-9920
blishida@earthlink.net

F2-310

Responses to Comments

Volume F-2

BU31
Responses to Comments from J-WAVE Video, Ishida, Hiroshi Brian
Response to Comment BU31-1
The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground
nd
LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative, which includes tunneling beneath 2 Street.
nd
Metro considered alternatives on streets other than 2 Street in the Alternatives Analysis
process. This was documented in the Final Alternatives Analysis Report (Appendix H) of the
Draft EIS/EIR and this Final EIS/EIR. Metro has refined the Locally Preferred Alternative, and cut
nd
and cover construction along 2 Street would no longer be needed in Little Tokyo. No surface
nd
impacts on 2 Street in Little Tokyo are anticipated. Alignments along other east-west streets
involved higher-risk tunneling under high rise buildings, preclusion of a station serving Bunker
Hill, greater property acquisitions, and curves too sharp to be accommodated by Metro’s current
fleet of light rail trains.
Response to Comment BU31-2
st
The existing Metro Gold Line operates at-grade in the vicinity of the 1 and Alameda
intersection. Since the Regional Connector’s new station in Little Tokyo would be underground,
the at-grade tracks would have to be replaced by an underground junction and portals in order to
make the connection to the existing Metro Gold Line. Metro will implement the mitigation
measures shown in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred
Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR to minimize impacts to businesses.
Response to Comment BU31-3
This mitigation measure has been recorded in Section 4.17.4.2 of this Final EIS/EIR as one of the
mitigation measures suggested by the Little Tokyo community. Metro has identified measures
in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative
(Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR that will provide support for the Little Tokyo businesses. This
could take the form of in-kind advertising, Metro-sponsored coupons, city-wide advertising that
Little Tokyo is open for business during construction, and similar supportive measures.
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Responses to Comments from Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP
on behalf of the Tribune Company, Perry, Patrick A.
Response to Comment BU32-1
Thank you for your comment. Support for the Underground Emphasis LRT Alternative, station
option preference, and the Fully Underground LRT Alternative with station relocation is noted.
The Metro Board of Directors voted on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground
LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. The Locally Preferred Alternative includes a
nd
nd
station on 2 Street between Broadway and Spring Street, and does not include a station on 2
Street between Main and Los Angeles Streets. Metro evaluated all of the proposed alternatives
nd
in the Draft EIS/EIR and found that the 2 /Broadway station location would not result in any
more significant impacts than the other locations studied.
Response to Comment BU32-2
The entrances to the parking structure are on Broadway and Spring Street, but there are none on
nd
2 Street. The surface parking lot would be permanently acquired by Metro as part of the Locally
Preferred Alternative, as shown in Table 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final EIS/EIR. Metro
will work with the Tribune Company to ensure that adequate pedestrian and vehicular access to
the Tribune property is maintained during operating hours throughout the construction phase of
the project.
Response to Comment BU32-3
Comment acknowledged. Traffic impacts associated with the At-Grade Emphasis LRT
Alternative were analyzed in Chapter 3, Transportation Impacts and Mitigation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and this Final EIS/EIR. The Locally Preferred Alternative is grade-separated. Therefore,
the concerns stated in this comment regarding the At-Grade Emphasis LRT Alternative are not
an issue under the Locally Preferred Alternative.
Response to Comment BU32-4
Metro will work with the Tribune Company to ensure that adequate pedestrian and vehicular
access to the Tribune property is maintained during operating hours throughout the
construction phase of the project. This includes providing adequate sidewalk access.
Construction staging areas will be designed to ensure pedestrian safety.
Response to Comment BU32-5
nd
During the construction period of the 2 /Broadway station, access to the Tribune property
would be maintained at all times during operating hours. If existing access points would need to
be closed for construction-related activities, temporary access locations would be provided until
the existing access points are re-opened. Business compensation and assistance would be
provided in compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970. Metro is aware of the existing fuel tank. Metro will relocate the tank during
construction to allow it to continue operating. No significant impacts are anticipated.
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Response to Comment BU32-6
nd
The Locally Preferred Alternative would have a station beneath 2 Street between Broadway and
nd
Spring Street. Metro evaluated other potential station locations on 2 Street but found that they
would offer poor connections to the proposed downtown streetcar project on Broadway, or
would require greater business displacements. As shown in Section 4.2.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Section 5.4.1.3 (and referenced in Section 5.5.1.3) of Appendix N, Displacement and
Relocation Technical Memorandum, of the Draft EIS/EIR, and Section 4.2.3 of this Final EIS/EIR,
there would be no significant impacts associated with the displacement of the existing parking
lot at 201 South Spring Street and 200 and 208 South Broadway. Metro is working to minimize
the potential for disruption of existing businesses.
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From:
Subject:
Date:
To:

"Gill, Jennifer" <GILLJ@metro.net>
FW: Comments Metro Regional Connector
October 19, 2010 10:01:59 AM PDT
'Ginny Brideau' <Ginny@TheRobertGroup.com>

From: fhashimoto@mikawayausa.com [mailto:FHashimoto@mikawayausa.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2010 1:07 AM
To: Regional Connector
Subject: Comments Metro Regional Connector

Dolores	
  Roybal-‐Saltarelli
Los	
  Angeles	
  County	
  Metropolitan	
  Transportation	
  Authority
One	
  Gateway	
  Plaza,	
  MS	
  99-‐22-‐2
Los	
  Angeles,	
  CA	
  90012
Re:	
  	
  DEIS/DEIR	
  –	
  Regional	
  Connector	
  Transit	
  System
As a person whose family has been doing business in Little Tokyo since 1910, a
resident in Little Tokyo, and a member of many community organizations,
I would like to support the fully underground alternative but have serious
concerns with	
  respect	
  to	
  the	
  substantial	
  construction	
  phase	
  impacts	
  that	
  will

1

occur	
  during	
  the	
  pre-‐construction	
  and	
  the	
  actual	
  construction	
  phase	
  of	
  the
Regional	
  Connector	
  Project.	
  	
  	
  Among	
  the	
  key	
  concerns	
  as	
  addressed	
  in	
  the
current	
  DEIS/DEIR,	
  but	
  is	
  not	
  limited	
  to,	
  is	
  as	
  follow:

A. Preservation	
  of	
  Japanese	
  Business	
  Influence	
  and	
  Culture:	
  	
  Little
Tokyo	
  is	
  a	
  commercial	
  district,	
  which	
  has	
  served	
  as	
  a	
  Japanese
Community	
  Center	
  for	
  decades.	
  	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  is	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  three
remaining	
  “Japan	
  Towns”	
  in	
  the	
  United	
  States,	
  the	
  other	
  	
  two	
  are
in	
  San	
  Francisco	
  and	
  San	
  Jose.	
  	
  Before	
  World	
  War	
  II,	
  Little	
  Tokyo
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was	
  the	
  largest	
  Japanese-‐American	
  community.	
  	
  	
  Little	
  Tokyo
once	
  encompassed	
  a	
  larger	
  area	
  than	
  today.	
  	
  
Little	
  Tokyo	
  has	
  existed	
  since	
  the	
  early	
  1900’s,	
  and	
  has	
  included
commercial	
  and	
  residential	
  uses.	
  	
  During	
  World	
  War	
  II	
  and	
  the
Japanese	
  internment,	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  was	
  abolished	
  and	
  renamed
Bronzeville.	
  	
  	
  	
  Bronzeville	
  was	
  comprised	
  primarily	
  of	
  African-‐
Americans	
  and	
  Hispanics.	
  	
  Upon	
  the	
  return	
  of	
  interred	
  Japanese,
Little	
  Tokyo	
  was	
  revitalized	
  as	
  a	
  Japanese-‐American	
  community,
though	
  not	
  on	
  the	
  pre-‐war	
  scale.	
  	
  In	
  1970,	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  was
designated	
  a	
  redevelopment	
  area	
  by	
  the	
  Community
Redevelopment	
  Agency	
  of	
  the	
  City	
  of	
  Los	
  Angeles.	
  	
  With	
  the
assistance	
  of	
  the	
  CRA/LA,	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  became	
  the	
  entry	
  point	
  for
Japanese	
  corporations	
  into	
  Southern	
  California.	
  	
  Japanese
business	
  influence	
  led	
  to	
  further	
  changes	
  in	
  the	
  social,	
  political,
physical,	
  and	
  economic	
  environment	
  of	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  as	
  well	
  as
enriching	
  the	
  cultural	
  identity	
  that	
  has	
  made	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  a
unique	
  community	
  and	
  business

2
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center..
Little	
  Tokyo	
  has	
  a	
  large	
  number	
  of	
  Japanese	
  restaurants	
  and
other	
  retail	
  stores.	
  	
  Businesses	
  are	
  particularly	
  concentrated
around	
  Japanese	
  Village	
  Plaza	
  on	
  the	
  block	
  bounded	
  by	
  1 st 	
  Street,
Central	
  Avenue,	
  2 nd	
  Street,	
  and	
  San	
  Pedro	
  Street.	
  	
  The	
  current
DEIS/DEIR	
  has	
  identified	
  serious	
  construction	
  impacts	
  under	
  all
the	
  build	
  alternatives	
  currently	
  considered	
  by	
  the	
  Regional
Connector	
  Project.	
  	
  Serious	
  and	
  real	
  discussions	
  needs	
  to	
  take
place	
  with	
  Metro	
  Staff	
  and	
  the	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  business	
  community
to	
  preserve	
  the	
  Japanese	
  identity	
  influence	
  and	
  culture.
B. Business	
  Interruption:	
  	
  The	
  current	
  DEIS/DEIR	
  has	
  identified
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numerous	
  construction	
  impacts	
  that	
  will	
  affect	
  the	
  conduct	
  of
business	
  and	
  impede	
  access	
  to	
  the	
  business	
  concerns.	
  	
  This	
  will
result	
  in	
  serious	
  economic	
  impacts	
  to	
  the	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  business
community.	
  	
  During	
  the	
  course	
  of	
  construction,	
  every	
  effort	
  shall
be	
  made	
  to	
  minimize	
  adverse	
  impacts	
  which,	
  businesses,	
  tenants,
property	
  owners,	
  and	
  valued	
  visitors/customers	
  may	
  encounter
that	
  prevents	
  them	
  from	
  conducting	
  reasonable	
  business	
  and
personal	
  activities	
  within	
  the	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  Community.	
  	
  Additional
funding	
  shall	
  be	
  made	
  available	
  for	
  those	
  businesses,	
  tenants,	
  or
property	
  owners	
  whose	
  business	
  endeavors	
  are	
  adversely
impacted	
  during	
  the	
  course	
  of	
  construction	
  of	
  the	
  Regional
Connector	
  Project.	
  	
  A 	
  special	
  business	
  interruption	
  committee
shall	
  be	
  established,	
  whose	
  membership	
  shall	
  include	
  Little	
  Tokyo
businesses,	
  tenants,	
  and	
  property	
  owners,	
  along	
  with	
  those
governmental	
  agencies,	
  having	
  jurisdiction	
  to	
  make	
  policy	
  to
resolve	
  issues	
  arising	
  from	
  adverse	
  business	
  interruptions	
  during
the	
  course	
  of	
  construction	
  of	
  the	
  Regional	
  Connector	
  Project.

C. Replacement	
  On-‐Street	
  and	
  Off-‐Street	
  Parking:	
  	
  The	
  current
DEIS/DEIR	
  has	
  identified	
  serious	
  construction	
  impacts	
  that	
  will
affect	
  traffic	
  and	
  parking	
  within	
  the	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  community	
  under
all	
  of	
  the	
  build	
  alternatives.	
  	
  Construction	
  of	
  the	
  Regional
Connector	
  Project	
  will	
  result	
  in	
  the	
  loss	
  of	
  on-‐street	
  parking	
  and
reduction	
  in	
  travel	
  lanes.	
  	
  Lane	
  closures	
  during	
  construction
would	
  result	
  in	
  temporary	
  removal	
  of	
  existing	
  on-‐street	
  spaces
and	
  loading	
  stalls.	
  	
  Certain	
  construction	
  requirements	
  will	
  require
temporary	
  sidewalk	
  detours	
  ,	
  which	
  will	
  impede	
  pedestrian	
  flow.	
  

3
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4

Numerous	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  street	
  level	
  businesses	
  relay	
  on	
  on-‐street
parking	
  for	
  their	
  patrons	
  and	
  the	
  street-‐level	
  pedestrian	
  flow.	
  	
  
With	
  the	
  traffic	
  congestion	
  and	
  on-‐street	
  parking	
  losses,	
  the
patrons	
  to	
  these	
  street	
  level	
  businesses	
  will	
  seeking	
  alternative
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communities	
  for	
  similar	
  products	
  and	
  services,	
  resulting	
  in
serious	
  economic	
  hardship	
  to	
  the	
  Little	
  Tokyo	
  businesses.
All	
  off-‐street	
  parking	
  spaces	
  loss	
  through	
  eminent	
  domain	
  shall
be	
  replaced.	
  	
  All	
  on-‐street	
  and	
  off-‐street	
  parking	
  spaces	
  taken
away	
  during	
  the	
  course	
  of	
  construction	
  shall	
  be	
  replaced.	
  
Alternative	
  or	
  temporary	
  parking	
  during	
  construction	
  should	
  be
identified	
  and

4

cont'd

utilized.

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  The	
  Regional	
  Connector	
  Transit	
  Corridor	
  is	
  a	
  major	
  project.	
  
Construction	
  of	
  this	
  project	
  will	
  affect	
  current	
  businesses	
  and
property	
  owners	
  with	
  serious	
  economical	
  impacts,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  	
  affect
the	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  for	
  the	
  many	
  residents,	
  and	
  members	
  of	
  the	
  many
organizations,	
  which	
  in	
  turn	
  will	
  affect	
  the	
  future	
  of	
  the	
  entire	
  Little
Tokyo	
  Community	
  and	
  surrounding	
  communities.	
  	
  I 	
  implore
MTA	
  	
  to	
  seriously	
  study	
  and	
  act	
  to	
  address	
  these	
  mitigation	
  issues.

Sincerely,
Frances Hashimoto
Mikawaya
800 E. Fourth Street
Los Angeles, CA 90013
Phone: (213)280 6662 Fax: (213) 625-0943
E mail: fhashimoto@mikawayausa.com
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BU33
Responses to Comments from Mikawaya, Hashimoto, Frances
Response to Comment BU33-1
Support for the Fully Underground LRT Alternative is noted. The Metro Board of Directors voted
on October 28, 2010 to designate the Fully Underground LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred
Alternative. The pre-construction and construction concerns are addressed individually in
Responses to Comments BU33-2 through BU33-5, below.
Response to Comment BU33-2
Metro recognizes the significance of Little Tokyo to Japanese Americans nationwide, and
expressed the community’s importance in Section 4.17.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final
EIS/EIR. Metro acknowledges the disproportionate adverse impacts that Regional Connector
construction would have in Little Tokyo, and addresses them in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR. Metro
has been working closely with the Little Tokyo community since the outset of the Alternatives
Analysis process in October 2007. Metro staff have performed extensive outreach measures, as
documented in Chapter 7, Public and Agency Outreach, of the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final
EIS/EIR, including numerous public meetings, Japanese and Korean language interpretations,
and door-to-door visits with business owners to provide information about the project and
gather input. Metro will enact the measures listed in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative to minimize impacts to businesses, and will
coordinate activities with the community throughout the construction process. As described in
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, Section 4.18, Construction Impacts, of this Final EIS/EIR,
since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, alignment refinements have been made to reduce
construction impacts in Little Tokyo, reduce the amount of cut and cover activities, and reduce
st
nd
the extent of acquisitions needed on the block bounded by 1 Street, Central Avenue, 2 Street,
and Alameda Street. These refinements would reduce construction impacts near the Japanese
nd
Village Plaza by eliminating the need for cut and cover activities on 2 Street in Little Tokyo. It is
Metro’s goal to help preserve the Little Tokyo community and its businesses during
construction. Metro will continue to meet with the community for the duration of the project.
Response to Comment BU33-3
It is Metro’s goal to minimize adverse impacts to the Little Tokyo community, including impacts
to businesses. Metro will implement the mitigation measures proposed by the Little Tokyo
Community Council and Little Tokyo Business Improvement District/Little Tokyo Business
Association regarding business interruption shown in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (Chapter 8) of this Final EIS/EIR. Metro will work with the Regional Connector
Community Leadership Council to serve all businesses affected by Regional
Connector construction.
Response to Comment BU33-4
Metro understands the impacts that construction would have in the Little Tokyo community, and
will work with the community to minimize impacts to businesses. During construction, Metro
will minimize lane and sidewalk closures, and will provide adequate detours to maintain
pedestrian flow. Temporary replacement parking will be provided during construction as needed
Regional Connector Transit Corridor
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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to offset the impact of on-street and off-street parking removal. As part of temporary
replacement parking efforts, Metro will provide two acres of land on the Mangrove property,
st
located at the northeast corner of 1 and Alameda Streets, for the purposes of providing
supplemental parking services, such as valet parking services during construction. Please refer
to the Transportation Impacts and Environmental Justice sections of Chapter 8, Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Locally Preferred Alternative, for more information
regarding construction parking mitigation measures.
Response to Comment BU33-5
Comment acknowledged. Please refer to Responses to Comments BU33-1 through BU33-4,
above, for detailed responses to concerns raised by the commenter about project-related
construction impacts to the Little Tokyo community. In addition, construction and economic
impacts associated with the project were analyzed in Sections 4.14, Economic and Fiscal
Impacts, and 4.18, Construction Impacts, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Sections 4.14, Economic and
Fiscal Impacts, and 4.18, Construction Impacts, for the Locally Preferred Alternative in this
Final EIS/EIR.
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From:
Subject:
Date:
To:

"Gill, Jennifer" <GILLJ@metro.net>
FW: Regional Connector Project in Los Angeles/Little Tokyo
October 19, 2010 9:57:31 AM PDT
'Ginny Brideau' <Ginny@TheRobertGroup.com>

-----Original Message----From: chickybalkin@yahoo.com [mailto:chickybalkin@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2010 9:05 PM
To: Regional Connector
Subject: Regional Connector Project in Los Angeles/Little Tokyo
Dolores Roybal Saltarelli, Project Manager
Metro
1 Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Regional Connector Project in Los Angeles/Little Tokyo
Dear Dolores Saltarelli and Metro Board Committee:
Thank you for allowing us to share our comments on the Regional Connector
Project.
After reviewing Draft EIR/EIRwe strongly oppose any project coming through the
narrow streetso this small community. The Metro project that will be paving
it's way along 2nd Street will destroy the charm of the community and also
irrevocably impact hundreds' of taxpayers' livelihoods. Japanese citizens of
multiple generations will be forced to endure untenable financial losses during
an unpredictable 4-5 year project.

1

Although the opposition might argue that this project will create jobs, a larger
number of jobs in this community will be lost. The closed or barely surviving
businesses will also yield losses of tax revenue, and the street closures will
mean losses of parking revenues. How will customers patronize these businesses
while this street is blocked with limited access? And how will these shopowners
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