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 NAVDSS 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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DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT www.cityoforange.org

ADMINISTRATION PLANNING DIVISION BUILDING DIVISION CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION
(714) 744-7240 (714) 744-7220 (714) 744-7200 (714) 744-7244
fax: (714) 744-7222 fax: (714) 744-7222 fax: (714) 744-7245 fax: (714) 744-7245

March 8, 2010 via email: jlai@anaheim.net

Ms. Jamie Lai #05-10
Transit Manager

City of Anaheim

200 South Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 276

Anaheim, California 92805

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

Dear Ms. Lai,

The City of Orange (City) has received the NOP for a DEIR for the ARTIC project, located in the
City of Anaheim. City staff also attended the project scoping meeting held on February 24, 2010.
The City understands that the project involves the relocation of the existing Metrolink/Amtrak
station from its current location (south of Katella Avenue and west of SR-57 in Anaheim) to the
ARTIC site (a 16-acre property, bound by SR-57, the Santa Ana River, and Katella Avenue). The
project involves construction of a new 220,000 square-foot three-level facility at the ARTIC site,
with 135,000 square feet above grade and 85,000 square feet below grade. Above grade, the facility
would include terminal operations, passenger-oriented retail and restaurant uses, and civic
space/public plaza. Bus waiting and service areas would be below grade, along with an underground
concourse area with access to Metrolink/Amtrak. A new stub end track would be constructed along
the rail line from the existing Anaheim station to just west of the Santa Ana River. Two platforms
(1,000 feet long and 21 to 38 feet wide) would also be constructed. Douglass Road would be
lowered and widened and a replacement rail bridge over Douglass Road would be constructed to
accommodate the new three track/two platform configuration. A parking lot would be constructed
south of the railroad right of way, and access to the facility would be from Katella Avenue,
Douglass Road and the Santa Ana River Trail. Construction is expected to last approximately 26
months, and (according to a handout distributed at the scoping meeting) is scheduled to begin in
2011 with project completion in 2013.

The City supports ARTIC as a regional transit facility in Orange County. However, because the
ARTIC site is located directly adjacent to our City 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
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proposed within our 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:

Traffic

1. Because the project involves a large regional transportation facility and is located directly
adjacent to the Orange City boundary, the City anticipates that the project will generate
substantial vehicle trips that may use streets and intersections in Orange to travel to and from
the project site. Therefore, the City requests that an a.m. and p.m. intersection analysis be
included in the DEIR for the following intersections in Orange:

s Main Street and Taft Avenue

e Main Street and Katella Avenue

e Main Street and Collins Avenue

¢ Main Street and Orangewood Avenue

e Main Street and Chapman Avenue

e FEckhoff Street and Orangewood Avenue

Batavia Street and Taft Avenue

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 & o @

2. The City requests the DEIR address construction and operational traffic impacts. Potential
impacts to Orange streets due to construction trips (including commute trips, haul trips, etc.),
street closures, and/or detours should be addressed. For operational impacts, the City requests
that the traffic analysis include existing conditions, project opening year with- and without-
project, and “buildout” (2030) with- and without-project scenarios.

3. The City requests that operational trip estimates for ARTIC consider all proposed and
reasonably foreseeable functions of the facility. Specifically, the ARTIC station is proposed to
accommodate Metrolink and Amtrak operations (currently accommodated at the existing
Anaheim station). In addition, ARTIC will accommodate increased train and user volumes
resulting from the Metrolink Service Expansion, California High Speed Train (HST), and the
Anaheim Fixed Guideway/Rapid Connection project in the future. Since the HST and Fixed
Guideway are currently proposed projects (undergoing concurrent environmental review) and
are planned to be accommodated by the proposed ARTIC facility, trip generation from these
planned uses of the ARTIC station should be identified in the DEIR.

4, The City requests that the traffic analysis scenarios described above include traffic from
cumulative projects as required by CEQA. In particular, the City requests that development on
and around the ARTIC site pursuant to Anaheim’s Platinum Triangle Specific Plan Update be
included in the cumulative projects analysis. In addition, please contact Amir Farahani, City
Traffic Engineer at (714) 744-5536 for a list of relevant cumulative projects in Orange.
Specifically, the City anticipates that development pursuant to the 2010 General Plan will be
included in the cumulative “buildout” analysis.
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For your information, the City is in the final public hearing stages of adopting its 2010
Comprehensive General Plan Update. The General Plan update proposes changes to the land use
designations along Katella Avenue and in Uptown Orange, resulting in an increased
development potential for the area, compared to current General Plan buildout projections. The
Public Review Draft General Plan and EIR were circulated for public review in February and
March 2009. The Orange City Council is scheduled to adopt the resolution formally approving
the General Plan Update on March 9, 2010. For detailed information regarding the buildout
projections for the adopted 2010 General Plan, please contact Anna Pehoushek, Principal
Planner at (714) 744-7228 or apechoushek@cityoforange.org. Please also note that traffic
impacts were analyzed for many of the intersections listed above as part of the 2010 General
Plan EIR. As such, to the extent possible, please feel free to use traffic volumes from the
General Plan Final EIR for the analysis of intersections in Orange.

The City requests that the discussion of any mitigation measures proposed within the City of
Orange include a brief evaluation of feasibility, a calculation of the project’s fair share
proportion of recommended circulation improvements, and a discussion of the implementation
vehicle for the circulation improvements. Also, the City requests notification and coordination
at the earliest possible date during the development of the DEIR if any proposed alternatives or
mitigation measures include changes to the circulation network in Orange (e.g. roadway or
intersection widening).

Aesthetics & Land Use Compatibility

6.

It is the City’s understanding that the ARTIC structure is envisioned as a regional landmark
facility and is proposed at three stories and 220,000 square feet. Considering the scale of the
ARTIC facility and the proximity of the ARTIC site to the Santa Ana River Bike Trail and
existing and future mixed use/multifamily uses allowed under the 2010 General Plan, the City
requests that the DEIR address visual and land use compatibility issues in relation to the Katella
Avenue corridor in Orange. Specifically, the City requests a photo simulation of a typical view
from the Katella Avenue corridor in Orange, and also an analysis of bulk and mass, building
height, shade/shadow, privacy, and lighting/glare effects.

Noise

7.

The ARTIC site is separated from the City’s Katella Avenue corridor only by the width of the
Santa Ana River. Considering the proposed use of the facility as a train station and future
regional transportation hub for the High Speed Train and Anaheim Fixed Guideway projects,
and considering the proximity of the ARTIC site to future mixed use/muitifamily uses allowed
under the 2010 General Plan, the City requests the DEIR address noise and vibration impacts to
the surrounding area from construction and operation of the ARTIC facility. Traffic noise and
rail station operations are of particular concern. The City requests projected noise and vibration
contours, particularly along the Katella Avenue corridor in Orange.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the NOP for the ARTIC project. The City looks
forward to reviewing the DEIR as soon as it is available, and to a successful working relationship
with Anaheim on this project.
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Sin

Alice Angus
Community Development Director
City of Orange

cc: John Sibley, City Manager
Joe DeFrancesco, Acting Public Works Director
Frank Sun, Deputy Director of Public Works
Amir Farahani, City Traffic Engineer
Anna Pehoushek, Principal Planner
Jennifer (McDonald) Le, Senior Planner/Environmental Review Coordinator
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Telephone: (714) 834-2300
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NCL 10-004
March 8, 2010

Ms. Jamie Lai, Transit Manager

City of Anaheim

Department of Public Works

200 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 276
Anaheim, CA 92805

SUBJECT: Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC)
Dear Ms. Lai:

The County of Orange has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the Anaheim Regional
Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) located in the City of Anaheim and offers the
following comments:

Traffic

1. The Traffic study should analyze peak hour intersection conditions on each arterial
providing direct access to the project from SR-57, SR 22, SR 55 and I-5.

2. Project traffic study should analyze cumulative traffic with existing and proposed uses in
the Platinum Triangle especially during the peak traffic associated with sporting activities at
the Anaheim stadium and Honda Center.

3. The traffic study should include near and long term analysis. The long term cumulative
analysis should include traffic impacts associated with the proposed High-speed rail to
Sacramento and the California-Nevada Maglev project.

Water Quality

1. A fourth term municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) permit (Order No. R8-2009-
0030) for the Santa Ana Region of Orange County was adopted on May 22, 2009 by the
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board. This permit continues the definition of
significant redevelopment established in the third term MS4 permits for Orange County
(any project which exposes 5,000 square feet or more of soil). A project such as ARTIC,
which meets this definition, would therefore be considered a “priority project”.
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A major change with the fourth term Santa Ana Region MS4 permit for Orange County is
the requirement that all “priority projects” address, at a minimum, the volume of runoff
generated by the 24 hr. 85" percentile storm event utilizing low impact development (LID)
principles (infiltration, evapotranspiration, reuse, or biofiltration). Only by performing an
infeasibility study can “treat and discharge” structural BMPs be employed, and even then,
payment into a water quality credit or “in lieu” program may still be required. The details of
the program are still being developed by the cities, County, and other stakeholders, but the
new requirements are likely to take effect in early 2011 and grandfathering provisions are
limited.

Given the anticipated timing of this project, and the fact that it will discharge stormwater
runoff directly into Orange County Flood Control District Right of Way (Santa Ana River), a
project specific Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) which meets the requirements of
the fourth term Santa Ana Region MS4 permit for Orange County will need to be prepared
and approved by the City of Anaheim. The County would like to request at this time, the
opportunity to review and comment on the ARTIC WQMP prior to its approval, in order to
ensure that it meets MS4 permit requirements.

Construction projects disturbing one or more acre of soil are required to obtain coverage
under the statewide General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with
Construction Activity (Construction General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ adopted on
September 2, 2009).

Flood Control/Santa Ana River/Bikeways/Riding and Hiking Trails

1.

The DEIR needs to contain detailed maps of the ARTIC project and clearly indicate any
proposed feature that would encroach upon the right-of-way or impact facilities owned by
the County of Orange and/or the Orange County Flood Control District (OCFCD), including
but not limited to the Santa Ana River.

The DEIR needs to identify and show on appropriate plans all County and/or OCFCD
facilities in the vicinity of the ARTIC project and describe any impact and propose
appropriate mitigation.

The ARTIC project site is bordered on the east by the Santa Ana River which is owned and
maintained by the OCFCD. Any work related to the ARTIC project that would cause an
encroachment or construction within OCFCD’s right of way for the Santa Ana River
Channel, as well as any other OCFCD facility in the vicinity of the ARTIC project to be
identified in the DEIR, or impact any of the river features including but not limited to the
levees, access roads, maintenance roads, recreational trails and landscaping would be
subject to OCFCD’s review and approval under a County Property Permit. Because the
Santa Ana River Channel was recently improved by the US Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) as a part of the Santa Ana River Mainstem Project, any proposed construction
within the river right-of-way must also receive prior engineering review and approval from
the Corps. This engineering review, which is completely separate from the Corps’
environmental review and permitting, will be accomplished as a part of the County’s permit
process.
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4. Any proposed construction in the vicinity or within the OCFCD right of way shall be
performed in a manner that would not obstruct the existing maintenance roads, accesses
to public streets or accesses to the river bottom, nor interfere with or disrupt OCFCD’s
ability to perform operation and maintenance activities.

5. Because the areas adjacent to the Santa Ana River are protected by the river levees, any
construction in the vicinity of the levees that might impact the structural integrity of the
levees such as excavations for underground parking facilities need to be identified in the
DEIR. Impacts resulting from such construction activities need to be analyzed, mitigated or
altogether avoided.

6. As referenced in the comment above, the Santa Ana River incorporates a system of
recreational trails (Class | Bicycle as well as a Riding and Hiking Trail). The master-
planned bikeway and trail are regional routes serving commuter and recreational cyclists,
walkers, runners, joggers and equestrian riders. The County estimates that approximately
500,000 bikeway and trail visitors use these routes annually. In the future the Santa Ana
River Bikeway and Trail will connect to other upstream lengths of these same routes in
Riverside and San Bernardino Counties eventually reaching the foothills of the San
Bernardino Mountains. As the trail and bikeway are extended it is anticipated that the
number of bikeway and trail users will increase. The following comments are related to the
existing recreational trails:

a. Any proposed impact to the existing trail system including any new proposed
connections, improvements or encroachments (including temporary construction
access) need review and approval by OC Parks as well as OCFCD.

b. The DEIR needs to consider and address any potential increase in the pedestrian or
bicycle users on the existing Class | Bikeway and the parallel Riding and Hiking Trail
resulting from the ARTIC project. The DEIR should consider the potential conflict
between bicycle and pedestrian traffic and recommend appropriate design solutions to
convey users safely from ARTIC to and from the bikeway or trail. The DEIR should
address design issues such as adequate site distances, construction of new or
upgraded “T” bikeway and pedestrian intersections to the river trails, new signage,
landscaping and other trail amenities. The bicycle trail design criteria shall be in
accordance with Chapter 1000 of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual and the
applicable criteria established by OC Parks. All proposed new connections to the trail
system shall be sized to also accommodate access for emergency vehicles.

c. The Santa Ana River Regional Riding and Hiking Trail is deficient from Orangewood
to Katella Avenue. Three narrow lengths of non-contiguous trail were installed just
below the 57 freeway, between the 57 freeway and the existing railroad bridge
undercrossing, and from the railroad bridge undercrossing to Katella Avenue as the
County simply lacks the necessary right-of-way to install a full width trail. Currently,
trail users must share the bikeway for much of this distance. The potential
introduction of new users to the existing trail system, combined with a deficient trail
could exacerbate the potential for bikeway and pedestrian accidents. Previously, the
City of Anaheim had indicated receptiveness towards providing right of way for the
extra width needed in these areas. We hope the City would address this need in the
ARTIC project planning and in the DEIR. The ARTIC project could provide an
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opportunity to make a significant contribution to user safety and the trails’ beneficial
uses.

d. Any temporary closure of the existing Class | Bikeway including the existing Class |
Bikeway crossing of the river along the north side of Katella Avenue Bridge would
need a Class | detour subject to review and approval by OC Parks.

7. The Orange County Water District operated the GWRS pipeline along and within the west
levee of the Santa Ana River as well as a number of groundwater monitoring wells, etc.
OCWD also performs groundwater recharge operations within the invert of the Santa Ana
River. The DEIR needs to identify and address any impacts resulting from the ARTIC
project to these facilities or activities.

8. The DEIR needs to identify and address all local drainage facilities including but not limited
to those that enter the Santa Ana River such as the existing drains from SR-57 and the
Honda Center.

9. The DEIR needs to identify and address all floodplain regulations applicable to the
proposed ARTIC project.

General Comments

Project should analyze compliance with AB 32 and SB 375 provisions.

If you have any questions, please call me at (714) 834-2694 or contact Mary Ann Jones at
(714) 834-2646.

Sincerely,

Harry Persaud, AICP, PMP
Manager, OC Planned Communities/OC Planning
Harry.Persaud@ocpw.ocgov.com

HP/maj

cc. Jess Carbajal, Director, OC Public Works
Ignacio Ochoa, Director/Chief Engineer, OC Engineering
Rick LeFeuvre, Interim Director, OC Planning
Rich Adler, Manager, OC Parks
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March 8, 2010

Jamie Lai, Transit Manager

City of Anaheim, Department of Public Works
200 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Suite 276
Anaheim, CA 92805

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a DEIR for Anaheim Regional Transportation
Intermodal Center (ARTIC)

Dear Ms. Lai:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the ARTIC project. The proposed project area is not
located within the airport planning areas for Fullerton Municipal Airport (FMA) or Joint
Forces Training Base Los Alamitos. Therefore, the Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC) for Orange County has no comment related to land use, noise or safety
compatibility with the dirport Environs Land Use Plan (AELUP) for FMA or Joint
Forces Training Base, Los Alamitos.

Although the project area is located outside of the airport planning areas, please be aware
that development proposals which include the construction or alteration of a structure
more than 200 feet above ground level, require filing with the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). Projects meeting this threshold must comply with procedures
provided by Federal and State law, with the referral requirements of the ALUC, and with
all conditions of approval imposed or recommended by the FAA and ALUC including
filing a Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration (FAA Form 7460-1). In order to
accurately identify if the proposed project surpasses the 200 feet above ground level
threshold, the project description should include the proposed project elevations using
North American Vertical Datum 1988 (NAVDS8).

In addition, the DEIR should identify if the project allows for heliports as defined in the
Orange County AELUP for Heliports. Should the development of heliports occur within
your jurisdiction, proposals to develop new heliports must be submitted through the city
to the ALUC for review and action pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 21661.5.
Proposed heliport projects must comply fully with the state permit procedure provided by
law and with all conditions of approval imposed or recommended by FAA, by the ALUC
for Orange County and by Caltrans/Division of Aeronautics.



ALUC NOP Comments
ARTIC NOP
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Page 2

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Initial Study. Please contact Lea
Umnas at (949) 252-5123 or via email at lumnas@ocair.com should you have any
questions related to the Orange County Airport Land Use Commission.

Sincerely,

Kari A, Rigoni "f"’ Kere f 3‘“““

Executive Officer
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March 8, 2010

Jamie Lai File; IGR/CEQA
City of Anaheim SCH#: 2009071071
200 South Anaheim Boulevard IGR Log # 2324-A
Anaheim, California 92805 I-5, SR-22, SR-57

Subject: Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC)
Dear Ms. Lai,

Thank you for the apportunity to review and comment on the Notice of Preparation for Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center
(ARTIC). ARTIC would relocate the existing Anaheim Station (Metrolink and Amtrak) to a new
location southwest of the existing location on the opposite side of SR-57, 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 of transit service to another
2 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 to convert Metrolink stations to regional 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~57, Katella
Avenue, Douglas Street, the Santa Ana River, and the LOSSAN rail corridor.

The California Department of Transportation (Department), District 12 is a commenting
agency on this project and has the following comments:

1. The EIR should acknowledge the Departments’ standard of maintaining a target Level of
Service (LOS) at the tramsition between LOS C and LOS D on State highway facilities
including but not limited to freeway segments, intersections, and on/off ramps (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.

2. The Department’s Traffic Operations Branch requests all traffic analysis be based on the
method outlined in the latest version of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) when analyzing
traffic impacts on State Transportation Facilities including but not limited to freeway segments,

“Caltrans improves mobitity across California”
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highway segments, intersections, on or off ramps (weaving, queuing, merging and diverging,
The use of HCM is preferred by the Department because it is an 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 recommends
that the traffic impact analysis be based on HCM method. Should the project require an
encroachment permit, Traffic Operations may find the Traffic 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 Department for review and approval. All environmental
documents should include appropriate mitigation measures to offset any potential impacts. The
traffic impact on the state trausportation system should be evaluated based on the
Department’s Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies which is available at:

http://www.dot ca. govfhg[traﬂ‘ogsldevelgpserv/ogerationa.lﬂstemsfreports/tiggm'de.pdﬂ

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

4. The Department has interest in working cooperatively to establish a Traffic Irapact Fee (TIF)
program to mitigate such impacts on a “fair share” basis. Local development project applicants
would pay their “fair share” to an established fund for future transportation improvements on
the state highway system. If there is an existing TIF program, it can be amended to include
mitigation for the state highway system or a new TIF program may be considered. The
Department requests the opportunity to participate in the TTF for state highway improvements
development process.

5. The Department has an established methodology standard used to properly calculate equitable
project share contribution. This can be found in Appendix B of the Department’s Guide for the
Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies which is available at
http://www dot.ca. gov/hg/traﬁ‘ops/develcgserv/operationalﬂstemyregortg[tisggidg.gdﬂ

6. The project is in close proximity to I-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 passible, 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) significance threshold of an increase in v/c more than 1% ramps or 3% for mainine
appropriate, For analysis of intersections connecting to State facilities, ramps and freeway
mainline, we recommend early coordination occur to discuss level of significance thresholds
related to traffic and circulation.

8. Submit final Hydrology/Hydraulic report and plans to the Department for review and
comments for any potential impacts to the Department’s right of way. In the event of any
activity in Department’s right-of-way, an encroachment permit will be required, Applicants are

"Caltrans improves mobility across Californta™



PAGE B3/83
B3/88/2818 1/7:18 9497242532 CALTRANS

required to plan for sufficient permit processing time, which may include engineering studies
and environmental documentation.

9. If any project work (e.. 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
required 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 Environmental Documentation, SWPPP/ WPCP, Hydraulic Calculations,
Traffic Control Plans, Geotechnical Analysis, Right of Way certification and all relevant design
details including design exception approvals. 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://www.dot.ca. gov/hq/traffops/developserv/permits/

10. All work within the State Right of Way 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 (SWPPP) as required.
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, Measures
must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any tracking of materials, which
may fall 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 conitrol
during the “Rainy Season™ (October 1* — April 30") and follow the Water Pollution Control
BMPs to minimize impact to the receiving waters.

11. 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 Maryam Molavi at (949) 724-2267.

Singerely,

Christopher P%d/édh?

Local Development/Tntergovernmental Review

C: Terry Roberts, Office of Planning and Research

“Caltrans improves mobility across Californta™



Comments received via email
during 2010 Scoping Period



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



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 publico
en espaiiol
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E-mail: glessner@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?

| use the bike/multi-use trail through the city on a regular basis. | know that the Platinum Triangle development
along with ARTIC will bring a lot of new users to the area. | 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. |
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 | 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. | understand that your interest is in biking and
hiking. Please forward your comments to me and | will be glad to forward them onto the design team.

Respectfully,

Robert K. Glessner, AICP
Supervising Planner

In order to be more productive | check

e-mails at time of arrival (30-minutes), lunch hour,
and 30 minutes before | 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: 1-714-973 -4880 xt 713
Mobile: | -714-390- 9631

E-mail: glessner@pbworld.com
Web: www.pbworld.com

file://C:\Documents and Settings\EFigari\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4BC852ECKA... 4/16/2010
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August 18, 2009
Jennifer Bergener File: IGR/CEQA
Orange County Transportation Authority SCH#: 2009071071
600 South Main Street IGR Log #: 2324
Orange, California 92863 I-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 for Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center
(ARTIC). ARTIC would relocate the existing Anaheim Station (Metrolink and Amtrak) to a new
location southwest of the existing location on the opposite side of SR-57. 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 of transit 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 w couvert Metrolink stations w regional 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-57, Katella
Avenue, Douglas Street, the Santa Ana River, and the LOSSAN rail corridor.

The California Department of Transportation (Department), District 12 is a commenting
agency on this project and has the following comments:

1. The EIR should acknowledge the Departments’ standard of maintaining a target Level of
Service (LOS) at the transition between LOS C and LOS D on State highway facilities
including but not limited to freeway segments, intersections, and on/off ramps (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.

“Caltrans improves mobility geross California"



2. The Department’s Tratlic Operations Branch requests all traffic analysis be based on the
method outlined in the latest version of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) when analyzing
traffic impacts on State Transportation Facilities iucluding 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 an opcrational 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 recommends
that the traffic impact analysis be based on HCM method. Should the project require an
encroachment permit, Traffic Operations may find the Traffic Impact Study based on ICU
methodology inadequate resulting in possible delay or denial of a permit by the Department.
All mput sheets, assumptions and volumes on State Facilities including ramps and intersection
analysis should bec submitted to the Deparimemnt for review and approval. All environmental
documents should ihiclude 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://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide. pdf.

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

4. The Department has interest in working cooperatively to establish a Traffic 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 fund for future transportation improvements on
the state highway system. If there is an existing TIF program, it can be amended to include
mitigation for the state highway system or a new TIF program may be considered. The
Department requests the opportunity to participate in the TIF for state highway improvements

development process.

5. The Department has an established methodology standard used to properly calculate equitable
project share contribution. This can he found in Appendix B of the Department’s. Guide for the
Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies which is available at
http.//www.dot.ca gov/hq/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide pdf.

6. The project is in close proximity to I-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) significance threshold of an increase in v/c more than 1% ramps or 3% for mainline
appropriatc. For analysis of intersections connecting to State facilities, ramps and freeway
mainline, we rccommend carly coordination occur to discuss lovel of significance thresholds

related to traffic and circulation,

* “Caltrans Improves mobility across Calffornia”
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8 Submit final Hydrology/Hydraulic report and plans to the Department for review and

comments for any potential impacts to the Department’s right of way. In the event of any
activity in Department’s right-of-way, an encroachment permit will be required. Applicants are
required to plan for sufficient permit processing time, which may include engineering studies
and environmental documentation. '

.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
required 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,
plesse incorpomate Environmental Documentation, SWPPP/ WPCP, Hydraulic Calculations,
Traffic Control Plans, Geotechnical Analysis, Right of Way certification and all relevant design
details including design exception spprovals Vor 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://Www, dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/developserv/permits/

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

Standard Specifications for Water Pollution Control, including production of 8 Water Pollution
Control Program (WPCP) or Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required.
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. Measures
must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any tracking of materials, which
may fall 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 1* - April 30®) and follow the Water Pollution Control
DBMPs to minimize impact 10 the receiving waters.

11. 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 Maryam Molavi at (949) 724-2267.

Sincerely, - /

Christopher Herre, Branch Chief
Local Development/Intergovernmental Review

C: Terry Roberts, Office of Planning and Rescarch

“Caltrans improves mobiltty across Celifornia "



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REQUIREMENTS FOR ENCROACHMENT PERMITS
Any Panty, outside of Caltrans, that does work on a State Highway or Interstate Highway in California needs to apply fox an
eacroschment permit. To scquire any encroschment permit, environmental concerns must be addressed. Envizonmental -
evicw of encroachment permit applications may take 3 wecks if the application ia ramplete or longer if the application ic
incomplete. For sail distwibing activities (e.g. geotechnical borings, grading, usage of unpaved rosds from which dirt and other
matesitls may be tracked onto the State/Intexstatc highways, etc.), compliance with Water Quality and Cultural Resougees
Provisions src cmphasized. Surveys may/ may not he anil-dishiching aetivities, depending on the site and marvey method.

A complcte application for environmeatal review includes the following:

1. If an cnvironmental document. (CE, EIR/EIS, ND, ctc) has been completed for the project, copy of the final spproved document must
be submitted with the applicaton.

2. Warer Quality Provision: All work within the State Right of Way must conform to Caltxans Stagdeed Plane and Standard
Specifications for Water Pollution Contral including production of a Watex Pullutivu Cuntrol Program or Storm Water
Pollution Prcveation Plan as required. The applicant must pravide Encroschments with a copy of the Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) including Best Management Practices (BMPs) to be implemented for construction actvides
impachng Caltrans Right of Way, prepared for this as zrequired by the NPDES Statewide Stotrn Watcer Perpyit for General
Construction Activities. If no SWPPP has been prepared fox this project, then the spplicant must. follow the requirements described
in the attached Water Pollution Control Provisions (please scc attachment).

3. Culwural Repouces Provisions; If not included in the environmental document, before permit approval and project
construction, the encroachment: permit applicant muet encoplete o Cudtural Resource Assessment pursuant to Caltrans

Environmental Handbook, Volume 2, Appendix B-1, and Exhibit 1, as amended. The Culural Resouzces Assessment
ascertains the presence or abscuce of cultural resources within 4 one-mile radius of the project ares and evaluatcs the
impact to any historieal/cultusal resource. Cultural Resources include "thone xesousces significant in Aunexicun hiswury,
architecture, eechsealogy, and culture, including Native American Resouzces” (Caltrans Environmental Handboolk,
Volume 2, Chapter], 25 amended)]. The Cultueal Resouszce Assessment must include:

8) a clear project description and maep indicating projcct work, staging aress, site access, cte.;

b) - & Record Search conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at

California State University, Fulletton. For information call (714) 278-5395;

9 proof of Native Amezican consultation. Consultation involves contacting the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC), requesting 4 search of their Sacred Lands File, and following the recommendations
provided by the NAHC, For information call (916) 453-40R2;

d documentation of any historic properties-(e.g. prehistoric and historic sites, buildings, structurcs, objects,
ot districts isted on, eligible for, or potentially digible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Ploces) within » ono mile xadius of the projcet arca;

€ and s survey by qualified archseologist for sll areas that kave not been previously researched

The SCCIC and NAHC have an appraxamate turn around tims of 2 weeks.

Biological Resources Provigions: Work conducted within Csltrans Right of Way should have the appropriate plant and
wildlife surveys completed by a qualified biologist. If the information is not included in the envizonmentsl document,
Environmental Planning requests that the spplicant submit & copy of the biological study, sureey, or technical report by 3
qualified biologist that provides detsils on the existing vegetation and wildlife at the project site and any vegctation that is
10 be removed during project activities. Official lists and databases should also be consulted for sensitive species such s the
California Nararel Diversity Database and lists provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Califomia
Deparument of Fish and Game. Any impacts that affect waterways and drainages and/or apen spacc during construction,
or that occur indirectly as a rceult of the project must be coordinated with the sppropriate resource agencies. As
guidance, we ask that the applicant include:

a,

s} 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 zeason for the responase),

¢) steging/storage areas noted on project plans,

d) proposed time of year for work and duration of activitics (with information available),

¢) any proposed mitipation (if applicable to the project),

f) and a record of any prior resource agency correspondence (if applicable ta the 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 (EIR/EIS) for the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal

Center (ARTIC) project.

Dear Ms. Bergener,

The City of Orange (City) has received the NOP for an EIR/EIS for the ARTIC project, located in
the City of Anaheim. The project site is located on a 15-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 IT and III 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), and 1,255+ parking spaces. The initial ARTIC complex would accommodate existing
Metrolink and Amtrak Services including the Metrolink 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, and/or 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 ARTIC 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

ORANGE CIVIC CENTER o 300 E. CHAPMAN AVENUE ° ORANGE, CA 92866-1508
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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 amalysis 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

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 ®

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.

The NOP states that Phase 1 of the project will be studied at a “Project Level”, while both
Phases II and III are to be analyzed at a “Program Level”. This approach is of concemn 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 1.

To address this concem 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 intersection/ 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 EIR/EIS’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 EIR for intersections in Orange. Doug Keys at
(714) 744-5643 may be contacted for more detailed information.

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 EIR/EIS 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 EIR/EIS 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,

Alice Angus Q\_Yu‘—/

Community Development Director
City of Orange

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



