
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix A 
 
 
 



Scoping Summary 
 
The City of Anaheim submitted a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report for ARTIC on February 4, 2010 for a 30-day review. The 
scoping period identified in the NOP was from February 4, 2010 until March 8, 2010. 
The scoping period allows interested parties to comment on the ARTIC Project before 
environmental documents were written.  
 
Interested parties were invited to attend a public scoping meeting held on February 24, 
2010 at the City offices. The meeting was advertised in the Orange County Register on 
Friday, February 19 and Saturday, February 20, and in the Anaheim Bulletin and Orange 
City News on Thursday, February 18. Posters in English and Spanish advertising the 
meeting were placed around the existing station site and the proposed ARTIC site. In 
addition, an email distribution was sent to a City-generated email list of interested 
members of the public. 
 
The meeting format included tables and displays arranged by topical issues for planning 
and environmental, supported by maps of the project study area.  Project staff members 
and resource specialists were available to answer questions and public participants were 
invited to fill out comment cards expressing their concerns. A Spanish translator was also 
available. 
 
There were approximately forty members of the public that attended the scoping meeting 
and eleven written comments received from the meeting. Two emails were received 
during the scoping period as well. The main issues identified by the public included: air 
quality, noise, traffic, and aesthetic impacts to the surrounding area. 
 
In addition to comments received during the scoping meeting, written comments were 
received from the following four agencies:  
 
City of Orange - Department of Community Development (March 8, 2010) 
Potential aesthetic, land use compatibility, and noise issues are of concern to the City of 
Orange, in addition to traffic impacts. The City of Orange also requested that the EIR 
address construction and operational traffic impacts, and that the traffic technical report 
include an analysis of twelve specific intersections.  
 
Orange County Department of Public Works (March 8, 2010) 
The Orange County Department of Public Works expressed concern with potential 
cumulative traffic impacts, as well as water quality, floodplain, and recreational issues. 
The County requested that the EIR include a description of applicable water quality and 
floodplain regulations and permits. The Santa Ana River Trail was identified as a 
recreational resource and the County stated that any proposed impact must be reviewed 
and approved by Orange County Flood Control District. 
 
 
 



Orange County Airport Land Use Commission (March 8, 2010) 
Since the ARTIC site is not located within the local airport planning areas, the Orange 
County Airport Land Use Commission had no comments regarding land use, noise, or 
safety issues. They did emphasize that the project must be filed with the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) if the project included the construction of a structure more than 
200 feet above ground level.  
 
Caltrans – District 12 (March 8, 2010) 
Caltrans requested early coordination to discuss potential traffic impacts, 
hydrology/hydraulic report and plans, and applicable permits.  
 
 
In addition, a previous scoping meeting was held in 2009. Letters were received from the 
City of Orange and Caltrans and no new issue areas were identified. The NOP and all 
comments are attached. 



 
 
 
 

Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



Notice of Preparation 
 
DATE: February 4, 2010 
 
TO:  Interested Parties 
 
FROM: City of Anaheim 
 
SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the 

Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) 
 
SCH # A SCH number will be assigned by the State Clearinghouse. 
 
The City of Anaheim (City) is the Lead Agency responsible for preparing the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for construction and operation of the Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC).  We need to know the views of 
your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information which is 
germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed 
project.  Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering 
your permit or other approval for the project.  
 
The City is proposing to relocate the existing Metrolink/Amtrak station from the current 
location south of Katella Avenue and west of State Route (SR) 57.  The new station, 
known as ARTIC, will be located south of Katella Avenue, east of SR 57 and Douglass 
Road, and west of the Santa Ana River on an approximately 16 acre site.  The site is 
partially, 13.5 acres exclusive of the railroad right-of way (ROW), owned by Orange 
County Transportation Authority (OCTA).  The remaining portion of the project site, 2.2 
acres south of railroad ROW, is owned by the City.  Access to ARTIC will be via 
Douglass Road, Katella Avenue, and the Santa Ana River Trail. 
 
ARTIC is proposed to include a three level terminal building of approximately 220,000 
square feet that is comprised of approximately 135,000 square feet above grade and 
approximately 85,000 square feet below the building.  The above grade uses will include 
terminal operations, passenger-oriented retail/restaurants, and civic space/public plaza.  
The below the building uses will include bus waiting and service areas.  The facility will 
include an underground concourse with access to Metrolink/Amtrak and a parking lot 
south of the railroad ROW. 
 
The project will also include a new stub end track reaching from the existing station to 
just west of the Santa Ana River.  Two, 1,000 foot long, platforms (varying in width from 
21 feet to 38 feet) will be constructed for ARTIC.  A replacement rail bridge will be 
constructed over Douglass Road to accommodate the three track/two platform alignment.  
Douglass Road will be lowered for the new bridge and widen from the stadium parking 
lot to Katella Avenue.  These roadway improvements will include pedestrian circulation 
and relocation of utilities to service the project site.  ARTIC also includes an exterior 
civic space/public plaza of approximately 30,000 square feet.  Construction is anticipated 



to last approximately twenty-six (26) months.  A copy of the Initial Study is not attached 
and will be included in the DEIR.  The City has determined that air quality, noise, and 
traffic are the key issues to be addressed in the DEIR. 
 
Responses: In accordance with the time limits mandated by State law, if you have any 
comments about the proposed project and the scope and content of the information 
addressed in the DEIR, please send your written response to the City of Anaheim at the 
address below at the earliest possible date but not later than Monday March 8, 2010 at 
5:00 pm.  Responses may also be submitted by fax to (714) 765-5225 or by email to 
JLai@anaheim.net 
 
    Jamie Lai, Transit Manager 
    City of Anaheim, Department of Public Works 
    200 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 276 
    Anaheim, CA 92805 
 
Scoping Meeting: The City will hold a public scoping meeting at 4:30 pm to 6:30 pm on 
Wednesday, February 24, 2010 in the Anaheim West Tower, Gordon Hoyt Conference 
Center, 201 South Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim, California 92805, to provide members 
of the public with an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions, and provide 
comments about the scope and content of the information addressed in the DEIR.  
Parking will be available at the City of Anaheim parking structure located across 
Anaheim Boulevard at 200 South Anaheim Boulevard. 
 
Questions: Please contact Jamie Lai, Transit Manager, at (714) 765-5049 or 
JLai@anaheim.net 
 
Project Title: DEIR for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center 
(ARTIC) project 
 
Project Applicant: City of Anaheim, Department of Public Works 
 



 
 
 
 

Summary of Comments 



 
Summary of Comments 

Issue Raised Response 
2010 Scoping Period 

Scoping Meeting Comments – February 24, 2010 
1. Inquiry regarding the possibility of a 
trolley service utilizing ARTIC. 

The Project Description describes the 
anticipated uses of the facility. 

2. Inquiry regarding the potential for 
ARTIC to impact the Kimco Staffing 
office. 

The Project Description and Figure 2.2-3 
illustrate the ARTIC Project boundaries, 
which will not encroach on the Kimco 
Staffing office.  

3. Inquiry presenting traffic concerns and 
public transportation needs to and from 
ARTIC. 

Section 2.3, Statement of Objectives, 
discusses public transportation needs and 
how ARTIC meets those needs. Traffic 
issues are discussed in Section 3.2, 
Transportation and Traffic. 

4. Inquiry presenting two concerns:  
(1) Moving forward with ARTIC when 
California High-Speed Rail is not finalized 
(2) Public and private funding sources for 
ARTIC. 

(1) Section 2.1, Other Relevant Projects, 
states that California High-Speed Rail is a 
related but separate and distinct project that 
is independent from ARTIC.  
(2) Section 1.5, Project Background, 
identifies the funding sources. 

5. Inquiry presenting concerns regarding 
traffic, noise, aesthetic, and air quality 
impacts to the City of Orange. 

These issue areas are addressed in the 
following sections of the EIR, respectively: 
3.2, Transportation and Traffic; 3.4, Noise; 
3.9, Aesthetics; and 3.3 Air Quality. 

6. Inquiry regarding funding sources. Section 1.5, Project Background, identifies 
funding sources for the ARTIC Project. 

City of Orange Department of Community Development – March 8, 2010 
This letter addresses the following 
concerns:  
(1) Traffic – The City requests that specific 
intersections are analyzed, that the traffic 
report address construction and operational 
traffic impacts, and that cumulative 
projects are considered. Additionally, if 
there are effects that could impact the City 
of Orange, the City requests notification 
and coordination with the City of Anaheim 
regarding mitigation measures. 
(2) Aesthetics – the City requests that the 
EIR address visual and land use 
compatibility issues in relation to the 
Katella Avenue corridor in Orange, that a 
photo simulation is created, and that 
general aesthetic issues are analyzed. 

(1) These concerns are addressed in the 
Traffic Impact Analysis Report and Section 
3.2, Transportation and Traffic, within the 
EIR. Cumulative impacts are discussed 
individually under each environmental 
issue area. Additionally, the City of 
Anaheim will coordinate with the City of 
Orange if impacts may occur. 
(2) These concerns are addressed in Section 
3.9, Aesthetics. 
(3) Noise impacts are addressed in Section 
3.4, Noise.  



(3) Noise – the City requests that the EIR 
analyze noise and vibration impacts to the 
surrounding area. 
Orange County Public Works – March 8, 2010 
This letter addresses the following 
concerns: 
(1) Traffic – The County requests that 
specific intersections are analyzed, 
cumulative traffic impacts with existing 
and proposed uses in the Platinum Triangle 
are addressed, and a long-term analysis that 
includes High-Speed Rail and California-
Nevada Maglev project is considered.  
(2) Water Quality – The County discusses 
requirements regarding a fourth term MS4 
permit adopted by the Santa Ana Regional 
Water Quality Control Board and requests 
the opportunity to review and comment on 
the ARTIC Water Quality Management 
Plan. Additionally, the County states that a 
Construction General Permit is required as 
well. 
(3) Flood Control– The County requests 
that a project boundary map is included in 
the EIR, that County and/or OCFCD 
facilities in the vicinity of ARTIC are 
identified and discussed, that any impacts 
to OCFCD right-of-way are analyzed, and 
that local drainage facilities and floodplain 
regulations are identified and/or analyzed. 
Additionally, the County requests that the 
EIR identify and address impacts to 
groundwater monitoring wells and 
groundwater recharge operations. 
(4) Recreational Trails – The County 
requests that impacts to the Santa Ana 
River Trail are addressed and given to the 
County for review. Additionally, the 
County states that ARTIC could cause an 
introduction of new users to the Trail. 
(5) Greenhouse Gases – The County 
requests that ARTIC analyzes compliance 
with AB 32 and SB 375. 

(1) The Traffic Impact Analysis Report is 
in compliance with the Platinum Triangle. 
The analysis adds onto the base data 
provided in the Platinum Triangle 
documents. Both High-Speed Rail and 
California-Nevada Maglev projects are 
discussed in Section 2.1, Other Relevant 
Projects, and are considered in the 
cumulative analysis presented in each 
environmental issue area. 
(2) As discussed in Section 3.8, Hydrology 
and Water Quality, a fourth term MS4 
permit and a Construction General Permit 
will be obtained. The Water Quality 
Management Plan is not a CEQA issue, but 
is a City responsibility and will be 
complied post construction. 
(3) No Orange County or OCFCD facilities 
or right-of-way will be impacted by 
ARTIC. Figure 2.2-3 illustrates project 
boundaries. Section 3.6, Utilities and 
Service Systems, and Section 3.8, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, address 
drainage issues and floodplain regulations.  
(4) As discussed in Section 4.0, Issue Areas 
Found Not to be Significant, no impacts to 
the Santa Ana River Trail will occur. As 
discussed in Section 2.4.8, Surface 
Parking/Access, there will be no direct 
access or connection to the Trail.  
(5) Section 3.12, Greenhouse Gases, 
addresses this issue area. 

Airport Land Use Commission – March 8, 2010 
This letter addresses the following 
concerns: 

(1) As addressed in Section 2.4.1, 
Intermodal Terminal, the height of the 



(1) Building height – if proposed structures 
for ARTIC will be more than 200 feet 
above ground level, it must be filed with 
the Federal Aviation Administration. 
Project elevations should be identified 
using NAVD88 elevations. 
(2) If the project includes heliports, 
additional procedures must be followed. 

building will be less than 200 feet above 
ground level. 
(2) ARTIC does not include the 
development of heliports. 

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)District 12 – March 8, 2010 
This letter addresses the following 
concerns: 
(1) Traffic - Caltrans requests that the City 
of Anaheim coordinate with Caltrans,that 
the traffic analysis is based on Highway 
Capacity Manual, and that traffic impacts 
are analyzed. 
(2) Permits– Caltrans lists several permits 
that may need to be obtained or 
requirements that may need to be adhered 
to. 
(3) Noise – Caltrans states that attenuation 
of freeway traffic noise is the responsibility 
of ARTIC. 

(1) The City of Anaheim will continue to 
coordinate with Caltrans. 
(2) The project will comply with Caltrans 
permits. 
(3) Noise impacts are discussed in Section 
3.4, Noise. 

2009 Scoping Period 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 12 – August 18, 2009 
No additional issues were raised.  
City of Orange Department of Community Development– August 14, 2009 
No additional issues were raised.  
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Comments 
Received during 

February 24, 2010 Scoping 
Meeting 
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Comments received via email 
during 2010 Scoping Period 

 



-----Original Message----- 
From: David.H.Sulouff@uscg.mil [mailto:David.H.Sulouff@uscg.mil]  
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2010 10:48 AM 
To: myanez-forgash@arellanoassociates.com 
Cc: rruiz@anaheim.net 
Subject: ARTIC INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION PROJECT, ANAHEIM, CA 
 
Greetings: 
 
Under the provisions of the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 1982,  
the Coast Guard has determined this project does not require  
Coast Guard involvement for bridge permit purposes. 
 
It appears the subject project will not involve bridges, in/over/on 
navigable waters of the U.S.  Therefore, a federal bridge permit under the 
provisions of the General Bridge Act 1946, as amended will not be required. 
 
 
David H. Sulouff 
Chief, Bridge Section 
Eleventh Coast Guard District 
50-2 Coast Guard Island 
Alameda, CA  94501 
(510) 437-3516 Office 
(510) 219-4366 cel 
(510) 437-5836 fax 
 
 
 
 
 



 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Sylvia Vega [mailto:sylvia_vega@dot.ca.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2010 10:04 AM 
To: myanez-forgash@arellanoassociates.com 
Subject: Re: ARTIC - Notice of Public Scoping Meeting Feb. 24 
 
I attended a Scoping Meeting last fall.  Is this a second scoping meeting? 
Or is this a public hearing? 
 
Sylvia Vega, District 12 
Deputy District Director 
Environmental Division 
(949) 724-2018 
 
Note: Starting August 2009, Caltrans will be closed the first, second and third Friday of every month due to the mandated Furlough 
Program through June 2010.  Thank you for your patience and understanding. 
 
 
                                                                            
             The ARTIC Project                                              
             <myanez-forgash@a                                              
             rellanoassociates                                          To  
             .com>                     sylvia.vega@dot.ca.gov               
                                                                        cc  
             02/17/2010 04:06                                               
             PM                                                    Subject  
                                       ARTIC - Notice of Public Scoping     
                                       Meeting Feb. 24                      
             Please respond to                                              
             myanez-forgash@ar                                              
             ellanoassociates.                                              
                    com                                                     
                                                                            
                                                                             
                                                                             
  Notice of Public Scoping Meeting Feb. 24, 2010                             
                                                                             
                                                                             
                                                                             
                                                                             
  Where:                                                                     
  Anaheim West Tower Gordon Hoyt Conf. Ctr., 2nd Fl.                         
  201 South Anaheim Boulevard                                                
  Anaheim, CA 92805                                                          
                                                                             
  (Embedded image moved to file: pic22702.gif)Driving Directions             
                                                                             
  When:                                                                      
  February 24, 2010 at 4:30 p.m.                                             
  Visit anytime between 4:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m.                              
                                                                             
  Parking:                                                                   
  Parking for the meeting will be at:                                        
  City of Anaheim Parking Structure                                          
  200 South Anaheim Boulevard                                                
  Anaheim, CA 92805                                                          
                                                                             
                                                                             
                               Notice of Public Scoping Meeting              
                               For the Anaheim Regional Transportation       
                               Intermodal Center (ARTIC) Draft               
                               Environmental Impact Report                   
                                                                             
                               The City of Anaheim is responsible for        
                               preparing the Draft Environmental Impact      
                               Report (DEIR) for construction/ operation of  
                               the proposed ARTIC Project. ARTIC will be an  
                               intermodal transportation facility that will  
                               replace the existing Metrolink/Amtrak         



                               station currently located south of Katella    
                               Avenue and west of the Orange Freeway         
                               (SR-57). The proposed ARTIC site is located   
                               on a 16-acre site south of Katella Avenue,    
                               east of SR-57 and Douglass Road, and west of  
                               the Santa Ana River.                          
                                                                             
                               (Embedded image moved to file: pic04144.jpg)  
                               AnaheimlogoARTIC will be an iconic            
                               transportation                                
                               facility where people will seamlessly move    
                               between transit services to reach Southern    
                               California activity centers and business      
                               districts. The station will accommodate       
                               passenger arrivals, departures and transfers  
                               with supporting retail, restaurants and       
                               passenger services within the building.       
                                                                             
                                                                             
                                                                             
                               Your Input Counts                             
                               Interested individuals, organizations, and    
                               agencies are invited to participate to learn  
                               more about the project and provide comments   
                               on what issues you would like to see          
                               addressed in the environmental document.      
                                                                             
                               Can't Attend?                                 
                               Comments may be submitted by March 8, 2010    
                               Contact: Ruth Ruiz, Public Information        
                               Specialist,                                   
                               City of Anaheim                               
                               Office: (714) 765-5060 Email:                 
                               rruiz@anaheim.net                             
                               200 South Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim, CA      
                               92805                                         
                                                                             
                                              Register Now!                  
                                                                             
                               Additional information may be found at:       
                               www.articinfo.com                             
                                                                             
                                                                             
                               Haga click aqui para ver este aviso público   
                               en español                                                                                                              
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E-mail: gjsner(pbworld.com
Web: www.pbworld.com

From: trigal@aol.com [mailto:trigal@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 15, 2010 9:41 PM
To: Glessner, Robert
Subject: Re: 100415--ARTIC--Question on Bike and Hiking?

I use the bike/multi-use trail through the city on a regular basis. I know that the Platinum Triangle development
along with ARTIC will bring a lot of new users to the area. I have a concern and a suggestion. My concern is that
bike through traffic in the area will be impacted by the increase in visitors to ARTIC, as people seek a way to get
some exercise, perhaps while waiting for a train or bus.. .and will wander out onto the bike path. Currently the
bike path in that area has steep climbs and blind curves. The increased traffic on the path, without a safe
alternate for walkers/hikers/strollers, will lead to an increase in bike-pedestrian accidents and possibly more
fatalities.

My suggestion is that there is a sort of parallel promonade area designed into the project that connects with the
planned regional hiking path that will parallel the bike path from Katella north and the train tracks south. Perhaps
the promonade can have seats or viewing areas along the edge, or kiosk retail nearby. It would be a way to
showcase the river area while keeping pedestrians (strollers, walkers, etc) safely separate from the bikeway. I
would also like to see bike lockers and facilities to encourage people to ride to the train station, utilize the retail
area, secure a bike, and then take the train to their destination. We need some green alternatives built into this
plan, since all I see is lots of room for parking, taxis, trains, buses, but no pedestrian or bike-friendly references.
Thanks so much. Please do forward my suggestions to the design team.

Carolyn Bryant

Original Message
From: Glessner, Robert <Glessner@pbworld.com>
To: trigal@aol.com
Sent: Thu, Apr 15, 2010 4:25 pm
Subject: 100415--ARTIC--Question on Bike and Hiking?

Greetings Ms. Bryant,,

Laura Muna-Landa forwarded your contact information. I understand that your interest is in biking and

hiking. Please forward your comments to me and I will be glad to forward them onto the design team.

Respectfully,

Robert K. Glessner, AICP
Supervising Planner

In order to be more productive I check
e-mails at time of arrival (30-minutes), lunch hour,
and 30 minutes before I leave at the end of day.
Call me if you have an immediate need.

Parsons Brinckerhoff
505 S Main Street, Suite 900
Orange, CA 92868
Direct: I -714-973-4880 xt713
Mobile: I -714-390-9631
E-mail: glessner@pbworld.com
Web: www.pbworld.com

file ://C :\Documents and Settings\EFigari\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4BC8 52ECKA... 4/16/2010
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August 18, 2009

Jennifer Bergener File: IOR/CEQA
Orange County Transportation Authority SCH#: 2009071071
600 South Main Street JOR Log : 2324
Orange Calilbrnia 92863 1-5, SR-22, SR-57

Subject: Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC)

Dear Ms. Bergener,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Notice of Preparation fbr Drafl
Environmental Impact Report for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center
(ARTIC). ARTIC would relocate the existing Aiaheim Station (Metroliuk and Amtrak) to a new
location southwest of the existing location on. the opposite side of SR-Si. Development of the
proposed project is necessary due to increasing rail passenger demand, the inability to sustainably
expand the existing Metrolink Station parking, limited access to the existing Metrolink site, and
the need for connections enabling travelers to transfer from one mode oftransit service to another
a regional hub. ARTIC’s development is an integral element of OCTA’s gateway to regional rail
program. ARTIC also fits well in the Renewed Measure M project “T’ program that will provide
funding Lu uuverL Metwliuk tatiuns Lu zegional gateways that will connect Orange County with

high speed rail systems. The proposed ARTIC site is planned to be the only Orange County
Metrolink station site designated as a destination stop by the California High Speed Rail

Authority. The project site is located in the City of Anaheim and is bounded by SR-Si, Katella

Avenue, Douglas Street, the Santa Ma River, and the LOSSAN rail corridor.

The California Department of Transportation (Department), District 12 is a commenting

agency on this project and has the tbllowing comments:

1. The E should acknowledge the Departments’ standard of maintaining a target Lcvcl of

Service (LOS) at the transition between LOS C and LOS D on State highway facilities

including but not limited to freeway segments, intersectionc, and on/nfl ranip (weaving,

queuing, merging, and diverging). The Department acknowledges that this may not always be

feasible and recommends that the lead agency consult with the Department to determine the

appropriate target LOS. If an existing State highway facility is operating at less than the

appropriate target LOS, the existing MOE should be maintained,

F1yotrpr,wr1
3e cnergy 4fficlenhi

“Cafrrrzis Improve: mobllfty across CofornIa ‘



2. The Depai-trnent’s Traffic Operations Branch requests all traffic analysi5 be based on the
method outlined in the latest version of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) when analyzing
tralc impacts on State Transportation Facilities indudIng but not limited to freeway segments,
highway segments, intersections, on or off ramps (weaving, queuing, merging and diverging.
The use of HCM is preferred by the Department because it is on operational analysis as
opposed to the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method, which is a planning analysis. In
the case of projects that have direct impacts on State Facilities, the Department recnmmend
that the traffic impact analysis be based on HCM method. Should the project require an
encroachment permit, Traffic Operations may find the Trafc Impact Study based on ICU
methodology inadequate resulting in possible delay or denial of a permit by the Department.
All input sheets, assumptions and volumes on State Facilities including ramps and intersection
analysis should be submitted to the DeparLzuent for review and approval. All environmental
documents should include appropriate mitigation measures to offset any potential impacts. The
traffic impact on the state transportation system should be evaluated based on thc
Department’s Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies which is available at:
http:J/www.dot. ca.ovJbQ/trafXoDsfdevelopservJo.p..erationalsystemWrepprts/fjsujdc,pdf.

3. This project has the potential to significantly impact the 1-5, SR-57, and SR-22, freeways
mainline and interchanges, ramps and ntersections. Impacts of development causing operating
conditions to deteriorate to deficient levels of service, or impacts adding to an existing deficient
level of scrvicc condition require mitigation.

4. The Department has int&et in working conptrtive.ly to establish a Trac impact Fee (TIF)
program to mitigate such impacts on a “fair share” basis. Local development project applicants
would pay their “fair share” to an established find for future transportation improvements on
the state highway system. if there is an edsting TIP program, it can be amended to include
mitigation for the state highway system or a new TIP program may be considered. The
Department requests the opportunity to participate in the TIE for state highway improvements
development process.

5. The Department has an established methodology standard used to properly, calculate equitable
project share contrhution. Ths can be found in Appendix R of the Depnrtment’. C’itiide for the
Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies which is available at
http ://www.dot.ca.ov/hqItraffop/deve1oDserv/operationa1systemLre.pprtsLtis,ggJi&e.,p.df.

6. The project is in close proximity to 1-5, SR-57, and SR-22, therefore, the project EIR should
include alternatives for commuters to easily access ARTIC by means other than the single
occupant vehicle. The Department recognizes that non-motorized travel is a vital element of
the transportation system and therefore, encourages communities to make pedestrian and
bicycle activity possible, thus expanding transportation options, and creating a streetscape that
better serves a range of users:. pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders.. rideshare and automobiles.

7. For CEQA purposes, the Department does not consider the Congestion Management Plan
(CMP) signilicance threshold of an increase in v/c more than 1% ramps or 3% for mainline
appropriatc. For analysis of intersections connecting to State fh.ci1ities. ramps and freeway

mainjinc, we rccommcnd cady coordination occur to duscuss love] of signlfIcancc thresholds

related to traffic and circulation.

‘Ca1rans (mprt7’es ,nobthry across Chfornia



8, Submit final HydrologyIlElydraulic report and plans to the L)epartment for review and

comments for any potentiai impacts to the Department’s right of way. In the event of any
activity in Department’s right-of-way, an encroachmcnt pcrmit will be required. Applidants ate

required to plan for sufficient permit processing time, which may include engineering studies

and environmental documentation.

9. if any project work (e.g, storage of materials, street widening, emergency access
improvements, sewer connections, sound walls, storm drain construction, street connections,

etc.) will occur in the vicinity of the Department Right of Way, an encroachment permit is
i:equii ed prior to commencement of work. Please allow 2 to 4 weeks for a complete submittal

to be reviewed and for a permit to be issued. When applying for an Encroachment Permit,
please incorporate Environmcntal Documentation, SWPPP/ WPCP, Hydniuiic Calculations,
Trailc Control Plans, Geotechnical Analysis, Right of Way certi&ation and all relevant design
details including design exception approvaic For specific details on the Department

Encroachment Permits procedure, please refer to the Department Encroachment Permits

Manual. The latest edition of the manual is available on the web site:
http:I/wwwd.ot. ca.ovthg/traffDps/develoDservipennits/

10. All work within the State Right ofWay must conform to The Department Standard Plans and

Standard Specifications for Water Pollution Control, including production of a Water Pollution

Control Program (WPCP) or Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPI?P) a. rcquired.

Any runoff draining into The Department Right of Way from construction operations, or from

the resulting project, cannot be approved by District 12 Environmental Planning. MeasureR

must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any tracking of materials, which

may tll or blow onto The Department roadways or facilities. Please note that all projects

involving soil disturbance activities should pay extra attention to storm water pollution control

during the “Rainy Season” (October l — April 30th) and follow the Water Pollution Control

I3MPs to ntinirnize impact to the receiving wttters.

ii. If traffic noise impacts are predicted, noise abetment should be considered. Any attenuation of

freeway traffic noise is the responsibility of the developers of the project. The Department will

not participate in any noise attenuation measures.

Please continue to keep us informed of this project and any future developments that could

potentially impact State transportation facilities. If you have any questions or need to contact us,

please do not hesitate to call Marya.m Molavi at (949) 724-2267.

Sincerely,

Christopher Herre, Branch Chief
Local Developmentllntergovernmental Review

C: Terry Roberts, Office of Planning and Rcscarch

Cairranx mprove. mo1r’ ro.e Ca1for&a



ENVTRONMENTAL REVIEW REQUmEMENTS FOR EN(OACHMENT PERMrrs
Any Party, outside of Calteans, that does work on a State I-lighway or Iater.state Highway in California needs to apply fox an
eeczoachment permit. To acquire any encroachment permit, environmental concerns must be addressed. Environmental -

evicw of encroachment permit applications may take 3 weeks if the ø.pp1i*Picr i rnmplete or if ibo npplicntion it
incomplete. For soil disturbing activities (e.g. gcotecbxiical borings, gtacling, usage of tnsevcd roads from which dirt and other
materials may be tracked onto the State/Interstate highways, etc.), compliance with Water Qualify and Cultural Resources
Provisions arc emphasized. Surveys may) may nOt hr’ .n1-t itbn8 acsit’in, d onding On tLw ,ito cn necy ,n.ct]zoa

A complete application for environmental review includes the following:

If an ow Ocumcnt (CE, EIRJEIS ND. ctcj has beer conictcd for the project, copy of the Final. approved document must
be submitted with the application.

Wtct Quality Provlojl; All weak within the State Right of Way must conform to Cahxans Standard Plans and Standard
Speci4caton for Wt.r Pollution Control including production of a Watci ?ulluticni Cunirexi Program or Storm Water
Pollution Prcvcntioo Plan as required. The applicant must provide oschnarots with a copy of the Storm Water Poflution
Prevention Plan (SWPPPI indudrng Best Management Practices (BMPs) to be iniplemented fox construction activilies
impachngCaltrans Right of Way, prepared for this as required by the NPDES Statewide Storm Wntct Permit for General
Comstxution Activities. If no SWPPP has been prepared for this project, then the applicant must follow the requirements described
in the attached WaterPollutien Contxl Provisions (please sec attachment).

3. Cultural Rcspiicee Provisione;jf not included in the ativironnmental document, before permit approval and project
construction, the encrcachmcnt permit applir.snt miiat complete a Crdttr& Ranourco Acco menpurauiwtt to Caltrana
Environmental Handbook, Volume 2, Appendix B-i, and Exhibit 1, as amended. The Cultural Resources Assessment
ascertains the presence or absence of cultural resources within a one-mile radius of the project area and evsluatcs the

to izsy toried/cu1rurel r.seurce. Cu(tvwal Rcaoarccs indude “these xcwurcc, iign.icunt in Amenc,uj him ury,
architecture, archaeology, and etilture. including Native American Resources” (Caltrans Environmental Handbook
Volume 2, Chapterl, as amended)). The Cultural Resource Assessment must icludc

a) a clear proecr description and map indicating prolect wotk, stagng areas, site access, etc.;
b) a Record Search conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at

California State University, Fullerton. For information call (714) 278-5395;
c) proof of Native American consultation. Consultation involves contacting the Nsl±tre American Heritage

Comnussinn (NAHq. r$uesting a search of their Sacred Lands File, and following the recommendations
provided by time N.AHC. Tot information call (91 £.) 6.4flR

d) docrmientalion of any historic properties-(e.g. prehistoric and historic sites, iuildings, txueturcs, objects,
or districts listed oat, eligible for, or potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of Htoric
Places) a4thin a cnn utile radium of the projeer area;

a) snela survey by qualiFied archaeologist for all areas that here riot beam previously raaarched

The SCCIL and NAHC haz’e art cippraamate twit cuowid tame of 2 weeks.

4. BiokgicatenoiatcesJ?rovlsions_Work conducted within Cskrans Right of Way should hove the appropriate plant and
wildlife surveys completed by a qualified biologist If the information is not induded in the environmental document,
Environmental Planning requests that the applicant submit a copy of the biological study, survey, or technical report by
qualified biologist that provides details on the existing vegetation and wildlife at the project site and any vegetation that is
to be removed during project activities. Official lists arid databases should also be consulted for sesmsative species such as the
California Natural Diversity Database arid lists provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California
Department of Fish and Game. Any impacts that affect waterways and drainages end/or open space during construction.
or that occur indirectly as a rceult 0f the project must be coordinated with the appropriate resource agencies. As
guidance, we ask that time applicant indude

a) clear description of project activities and the project site
b) completed environmental significance checklist (not just yes and no answers, but a description should be given as

to the reason for the response),
c) staging/storage areas noted on project plans,
d) proposed tree of year for work and duration of activities (with inforrxtaiion available),
a) any proposed mitigation (if applicable to the project),
f) and a record of arty prior resource agency correspondence (if applicable tc tlte project).
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August 14, 2009

Ms. Jennifer Bergener #22-09
Rail Program Manager
OCTA
600 South Main Street
Orange, California 92868

Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIRIEIS) for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal
Center (ARTIC) project.

Dear Ms. Bergener,

The City of Orange (City) has received the NOP for an EW/EIS for the ARTIC project, located in
the City of Anaheim. The project site is located on a I 5-acre site, bound by SR-57, the Santa Ana
River, and Katella Avenue and is adjacent to the Orange City boundary. The project involves
phased development of ARTIC, with Phase I completion in 2013 and Phase II and ITT completion by
2030. Generally, Phase I includes removal of the existing Anaheim station, construction of the
ARTIC terminal (including trackwork, platforms, and pedestrian under or overcrossings), street
improvements (for example, the widening and lowering of Douglas Avenue), supporting buildings
(including a 13,000 square foot terminal, 30,000 square feet of civic space, and 23,000 square feet
of retail uses), aid 1,255+ parking spaces. The initial ARTIC complex would accommodate existing
Metrolink and Amtrak Services including the Metroiink Service Expansion Program, as well as
services such as Bus Rapid Transit and other rubber-tire fixed route and shuttle services. Phase II
and III include connections to other transportation services such as the Anaheim Fixed Guideway
project and the High Speed Train, as well as additional mixed use development (which could
include civic space, retail, commercial, office, entertainment, hotel, andlor residential uses) in
accordance with the Platinum Triangle Specific Plan. The City understands that the Anaheim Fixed
Guideway project, the high Speed Train project (from Los Angeles to Anaheim), and the Platinum
Triangle Specific Plan Update are related projects and are undergoing environmental review
separately but concurrently with the ARTIC project.

The City supports ARTIC as a regional transit facility. However, because the ART1C site is located
directly adjacent to our jurisdictional boundary, the City also has an interest in ensuring that impacts

to our community and infrastructure are adequately analyzed and mitigated. In addition, if

mitigation measures or other improvements required to support the facility are proposed within our
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jurisdiction, City approvals will be necessary in the future, potentially making the City a responsible
agency under CEQA, As such, the City would appreciate consideration of the following comments:

1. The NOP’s Initial Study, Questions XV(e) thru XV(g), state that “A detailed traffic and
circulation study will be prepared to determine the potential traffic impacts resulting from the
implementation of the proposed project...”. The City anticipates that the project will generate
traffic trips that will use streets and intersections within Orange jurisdiction. Therefore, the City
requests an a.m. and p.m. intersection analysis in the Traffic section of the EIR/EIS for the
following intersections located in Orange:

• Main Street and Taft Avenue
• Main Street and Katella Avenue
• Main Street and Collins Avenue
• Main Street and Orangewood Avenue
• Main Street and Chapman Avenue
• Eckhoff Street and Orangewood Avenue
• Batavia Street and Taft Avenue
a Batavia Street and Katella Avenue •
• Struck Avenue and Katella Avenue
• The City Drive and Chapman Avenue •
• Rampart Street and Chapman Avenue •
• State College and Orange Center Drive e

The City expects that the traffic analysis will include existing conditions and Phase I, Phase II
and Phase III opening year analyses, with and without project. If mitigation such as a physical
improvement to a roadway or intersection in Orange is required, the City requests a brief
evaluation of feasibility, as well as a calculation of the project’s fair share proportion of any
recommended circulation improvements.

2. The NOP states that Phase I of the project will be studied at a “Project Level”, while both
Phases II and Ill are to be analyzed at a “Program Level”. This approach is of concern to the
City (particularly in the area of traffic impacts) if it means that detailed traffic information
(sufficient to identify project impacts and mitigation for Orange intersections) will not be
generated for Phase II and III of the ARTIC project. This issue is further complicated by
projects such as the Anaheim Fixed Guideway, High Speed Train, and Platinum Triangle
Specific Plan Update which involve improvements to the ARTIC site, but are undergoing
separate and concurrent environmental review processes. The City is concerned that because
there is overlap between the various projects, the ARTIC EIR/EIS may defer analysis to another
EIR, such that the City will not reasonably be able to determine impacts of the ARTIC project
beyond Phase I.

To address this concern and in order for meaningful environmental review to occur, the City
requests that the ARTIC traffic analysis include trip generation, distribution, and ICU/ LOS
analysis for each intersectioril roadway segment affected by project trips, for each phase of the
project. To the extent that impacts are analyzed in a separate environmental document (for
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example, impacts of the High Speed Train component of ARTIC, or impacts resulting from land
use allowed pursuant to the updated Platinum Triangle Specific Plan), the City requests the
impact information specific to the ARTIC site be incorporated into the ARTIC EIRIEIS ‘s Phase
II and Phase III analyses.

3. The City is currently in the public hearing phase of its Comprehensive General Plan update. The
Draft EIR was circulated for public review in February and March 2009. The General Plan
Update proposes changes in land use designations along Katella Avenue and in Uptown Orange
(the City Center area), potentially resulting in higher future traffic volumes on City streets. The
proposed land use scenario for the West Katella Corridor incorporates a mixed-use scenario that
would accommodate an additional 383 multi-family dwelling units, and an additional 2,751,000
square feet of non-residential (retail and office) development over our current General Plan
build out condition. In the case of Uptown Orange, a mixed-use land use scenario is also
proposed, which would accommodate 4,110 additional housing units and 2,312,000 square feet
of non-residential development. The General Plan Update should be considered as a cumulative
project for intersections in Orange for the ARTIC buildout analysis scenario. Traffic impacts
were analyzed within our General Plan Update EIR for many of the intersections listed above.
As such, to the extent possible please use traffic volumes from the General Plan Update Traffic
Analysis and the Response to Comments/Final EW for intersections in Orange. Doug Keys at
(714) 744-5643 may be contacted for more detailed inforniation.

4. Based on the information obtained at the ARTIC scoping meeting, the ARTIC complex is
envisioned as a regional landmark and will consist (initially) of a 66,000 square foot structure,
with potentially 1.5 million square feet of mixed use development at buildout. The City requests
the EIR/EIS address visual and land use compatibility issues particularly in relation to the
Katella corridor area in Orange where future mixed use/multifamily residential development is
envisioned. Specifically, the City requests a photo simulation of a typical view from Orange’s
Katella corridor and also an analysis of bulk and mass, building height, shade/shadow effects,
etc.

5. The ARTIC site is separated from the City’s Katella corridor only by the width of the Santa Ana
River. Considering the proximity of ARTIC to future multifamily residential uses along Katella
Avenue, the City requests the EIRJEIS address noise and vibration impacts from construction
and operation of the ARTIC facility. Traffic noise and rail operations noise are of particular
concern. Projected noise contours for each phase of the project along the Katella corridor are of
particular interest.

6. The City requests notification and coordination at the earliest possible date during the
development of the EIRJEIS if any project design feature, mitigation measure or alternative
involves any changes to the circulation network in the City of Orange (for example, roadway
widening or extensions).

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the NOP for the ARTIC project. The City looks
forward to a successful working relationship with OCTA and Anaheim on this project.
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Sincerely,

Community Development Director
City of Orange

cc: John Sibley, City Manager
Joe Defrancesco, Acting Public Works Director
Frank Sun City Engineer
Arnir Farahani, Traffic Engineer
Doug Keys, Transportation Analyst
Anna Pehoushek, Principal Planner
Jennifer Le, Senior Planner/Environmental Review Coordinator


