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K.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED 

K.1 Overview 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) 
for the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor Transit Project) was circulated to the public for comment 
over a 45-day review period that concluded on October 26, 2009.  Chapter 9.0 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) contains a 
summary of comments received on the DEIS/DEIR during the public review period, as 
well as the responses to these comments. Section 15088(c) of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines describes the evaluation that is required 
in the response to comments: 

The written response shall describe the disposition of significant environmental issues 
raised (e.g., revisions to the proposed project to mitigate anticipated impacts or 
objections). In particular, the major environmental issues raised when the lead agency’s 
position is at variance with recommendations and objections raised in the comments 
must be addressed in detail giving reasons why specific comments and suggestions were 
not accepted. There must be a good faith, reasoned analysis in response. Conclusory 
statements unsupported by factual information will not suffice. 

In order to comply with Section 15088(c) of CEQA, reasoned, factual responses have been 
provided to all comments received, with a particular emphasis on significant 
environmental issues.  Generally, the responses to comments provide explanation, 
clarification, or amplification of information contained in the DEIS/DEIR.  All comments 
and responses to comments are included in the FEIS/FEIR and will be considered by the 
Metro Board prior to certification and in any approval of the project. 

K.2 Organization of Comments and Response 

There were 1,234 comments received during the circulation period for the DEIS/DEIR.  
Comments were received from federal, state, and local agencies, elected officials, 
community organizations, transit advocates, and from members of the general public.  
Additional comments were received and recorded after the circulation period closed.  
Comments were received via mail, e-mail, phone, and at each meeting.  Comments were 
recorded in a database with the source, date, method of receipt, and issue area identified.  
There were 56 people that commented on the DEIS/DEIR at four public hearings that 
were held during the public review and comment period 

All written and oral comments are provided and responded to in this Chapter of the 
FEIS/FEIR.  In order to facilitate review of the responses to comments, the FEIS/FEIR 
includes Master Responses that respond to issues and questions raised by a number of 
the comments.  Comments and responses to agencies and organizations are then 
provided, followed by individual members of the public.  All of the original 
correspondence and public hearing transcripts are included, with responses found 
immediately after the correspondence or transcript.  Each correspondence type, 
individual comments, and individual responses have been assigned corresponding 
numbers. Where appropriate, the individual response refers the reader to the applicable 
Master Response or another individual response. 
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K.3 List of Commenters on the DEIS/DEIR 

This section lists the agencies, organizations, and individuals that commented on the 
DEIS/DEIR.  For ease of use, an index tables is provided for the reader to find their 
comment correspondence and responses.  Page numbers are provided in these index 
tables. 

Table K-1. List of Commenters on the DEIS/DEIR 

Comment # Name Source Agency/Organization Page # 

Public Agencies 

10-1 Diane E. Watson Email Congress of the United States House of 
Representatives 

K-1 

10-2 Kathleen M. Goforth Fax, Mail United States Environmental Protection Agency K-6 

10-3 Gregor Blackburn Mail United States Department of Homeland 
Security, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 

K-18 

10-4 Victor Globa Email, Mail U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 
Aviation Administration 

K-23 

10-5 Jerry Simmer Email U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 
Aviation Administration, National Airspace 
System 

K-28 

10-6 Scott Morgan Mail California Office of Planning and Research, 
State Clearinghouse 

K-31 

10-6.1 Willie R. Taylor Mail United States Department of the Interior K-35 

10-7 Paul Frost Mail California Department of Conservation K-41 

10-8 Ted W. Lieu Email California Legislature, 53rd District K-45 

10-9 Jose Pereyra Email California Public Utilities Commission K-48 

10-10 Bimla G. Rhinehart Mail California Transportation Commission K-58 

10-11 Jack Wayt Email, Mail City of El Segundo, Office of the City Manager K-61 

10-12 Wanda Williams Fax City of Inglewood, Planning and Building 
Department 

K-90 

10-13 Wanda Williams Mail City of Inglewood, Planning and Building 
Department 

K-96 

10-14 Glen W.C. Kau Email City of Inglewood, Public Works Department K-102 

10-15 Cecilia V. Estolano Email, Fax, Mail City of Los Angeles Community Redevelopment 
Agency 

K-107 

10-16 S. Gail Goldberg Email, Fax, Mail City of Los Angeles, Department of City 
Planning 

K-141 

10-17 Detrich B. Allen Email, Mail City of Los Angeles, Department of 
Environmental Affairs 

K-146 

10-18 Rita L. Robinson Email, Mail City of Los Angeles, Department of 
Transportation 

K-155 

10-19 Julie Yom Email County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks 
and Recreation 

K-161 

10-20 Gail Farber Mail County of Los Angeles, Department of Public 
Works 

K-163 

10-21 Councilmember Bernard 
C. Parks 

Email, Mail Los Angeles City Council, 8th District K-169 
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Comment # Name Source Agency/Organization Page # 

10-22 Councilmember Bill 
Rosendahl 

Email, Mail Los Angeles City Council, 11th District K-178 

10-23 Councilmember Herb J. 
Wesson, Jr. 

Email Los Angeles City Council, 10th District K-182 

10-24 Glenn Striegler Email Los Angeles Unified School District Office of 
Environmental Health & Safety 

K-185 

10-25 Michael Feldman Email Los Angeles World Airports K-192 

10-26 Susan Nakamura Email, Mail South Coast Air Quality Management District K-197 

10-27 Bernard Lee Email Southern California Association of 
Governments 

K-206 

Community Organizations 

20-1 Carol Tucker Email Baldwin Neighborhood Homeowners Association  K-216 

20-2 Walter Smith Email BNSF Railway Company K-218 

20-3 Erica Espinoza Email Chevron K-222 

20-4 Hattie Babb Mail West Adams Neighborhood Council K-233 

20-5 Terri Tippit Email Neighbors for Smart Rail K-238 

20-6 Adrian Martinez Email National Resources Defense Council  K-244 

20-7 Damien Goodmon Email Save Leimert Neighborhood Coalition K-248 

20-8 Darrell Clarke Email Sierra Club K-268 

20-9 Bryce Ross Email The Festival Companies K-271 

20-10 Cyndi Hench Email Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa K-278 

20-11 Damien Goodmon Email 
United Community Associations/Citizens' 
Campaign to Fix the Expo Rail Line K-282 

20-12 Theodore L. Irving Email United Homeowners Association K-319 

20-13 James Buckheit Mail Vistamar School K-323 

20-14 William R. Roberts Email Westchester Democratic Club K-326 

20-15 Denny Schneider Email Westchester Neighbors Association K-331 

20-16 Tom Johnstone Mail Wiseburn School District K-339 

Individuals (Alphabetical Order – Last Name) 

30-01 Doris Aaron Mail  K-341 

30-02 Alta Abbott Mail  K-344 

30-03 Leslie Alessandro Email  K-347 

30-04 Malcolm Ali Mail  K-349 

30-05 Antonio Allah Email  K-351 

30-06 Ken Alpern Email  K-353 

30-07 Aggie Ammaniel Mail  K-356 

30-08 Sharon Anderson Mail  K-358 

30-09 Lois Atwater Mail  K-360 

30-10 Nell Ausbon Email  K-362 

30-11 Charles Austin Email  K-364 

30-12 Hattie Babb Mail  K-366 

30-13 Monique Bacon Email  K-368 

30-14 Sara A. Bagby Email  K-370 

30-15 Joyce Bagly Mail  K-372 

30-16 Katrina Baker Mail  K-374 
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Comment # Name Source Agency/Organization Page # 

30-17 Barie Banks Mail  K-376 

30-18 Warren Barber Mail  K-378 

30-19 Ramona Barfiel Mail  K-380 

30-20 Patric Barnett Mail  K-382 

30-21 Francine Coleman Battle Email  K-384 

30-22 Carol Becker Public Hearing Westchester Playhouse K-386 

30-23 Stella Belgarde Email  K-389 

30-24 Kermit Benton Fax  K-391 

30-25 Reggie Black Mail  K-393 

30-26 Gail Blackwell Email  K-395 

30-27 Terri Blank Mail  K-397 

30-28 Latisha Blanton Mail  K-399 

30-29 Dr. Robert Booker Email  K-401 

30-30 Jenny Boone Mail  K-403 

30-31 Margo Bouchy Mail  K-406 

30-32 Carla Cavalier Bowdoin Mail  K-408 

30-33 Shawny Bowen Mail  K-410 

30-34 Kim Bowens Mail  K-412 

30-35 Juliet Boyd-Benton Mail  K-414 

30-36 Deborah Bradley Mail  K-416 

30-37 Tiffany Bradshaw Mail  K-418 

30-38 Dorothye L. Brandon Mail  K-420 

30-39 Terese Brode Mail  K-422 

30-40 Barbara Brophey Mail  K-424 

30-41 Tom Brophey  Mail  K-427 

30-42 Brenda Brow Mail  K-430 

30-43 Dave Brown Email  K-432 

30-44 Earnestine Brown Mail  K-434 

30-45 Kanisha Brown Mail  K-436 

30-46 Dr. La-Rita Brown Mail  K-438 

30-47 Mary Brown Mail  K-440 

30-48 Sheree Brown Mail  K-442 

30-49 Jeryl Bryant Mail  K-444 

30-50 Jackie Buchanan Mail  K-446 

30-51 Delois Burdette Mail  K-448 

30-52 Victor A. Butler Email  K-450 

30-53 George Buzzetti Email  K-452 

30-54 Diana Cabell Mail  K-454 

30-55 Steve Cady Mail  K-458 

30-56 Ben Caldwell Mail  K-460 

30-57 Lorine W. Calhoun Mail  K-462 

30-58 Olga M. Cardon Mail  K-464 

30-59 Bertha Cardriche Email  K-466 

30-60 Dennis J. Carlile Mail  K-468 
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30-61 Lars Carlson Email  K-471 

30-62 Brenda Carter Mail  K-473 

30-63 Mary Christian Email  K-475 

30-64 Mary Christian Mail  K-478 

30-65 Nicole  Clark Mail  K-480 

30-66 Darrell Carke  Email  K-482 

30-67 Geanne Clarke Mail Kentwood Players K-486 

30-68 Rhonda Cobb   K-489 

30-69 Janis Cobbs Mail  K-491 

30-70 Jason Cohon Mail  K-493 

30-71 Eunice Combs Mail  K-495 

30-72 Keriz Cormeir Mail  K-497 

30-73 Danna Cope Email  K-499 

30-74 F. Paul Corneal  Mail  K-503 

30-75 Jeanne Cosgrove Mail  K-505 

30-76 Jeanne & Larry Cosgrove Mail  K-508 

30-77 Sherry Costa Email  K-511 

30-78 Luis Cota Mail  K-513 

30-79 Haleah Couch Mail  K-519 

30-80 Joel Covarrubias Email  K-521 

30-81 Sarah Cowan Mail  K-523 

30-82 Angie Cox Mail  K-526 

30-83 Linda Cox Mail  K-528 

30-84 James Crawford Mail  K-530 

30-85 Ian Crossfield Email  K-533 

30-86 Carlos Cruz-Aedo Email  K-535 

30-87 Anthony Curzi Mail  K-537 

30-88 Judy Cutrin Mail  K-541 

30-89 Denise Dale Mail  K-544 

30-90 N. Danford Email  K-546 

30-91 Saleta Darnell Mail  K-548 

30-92 Damore Davis Email  K-550 

30-93 Karen Davis Mail  K-552 

30-94 Kazon Davis Mail  K-554 

30-95 Barbara Dawson Mail  K-556 

30-96 Everton Dawson Email  K-558 

30-97 Franklin De Groot Email  K-560 

30-98 Judith Dean Email  K-562 

30-99 Wanda Dean   K-564 

30-100 Maureen Delph Email  K-566 

30-101 Leonard Delpit Mail  K-568 

30-102 Claudette DeWitty Mail  K-570 

30-103 Anita Dike Mail  K-573 

30-104 Lesley Dike Mail  K-576 
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30-105 Doris Dillon Mail  K-579 

30-106 Delyna Diop Email  K-581 

30-107 Terri Dismuke Mail  K-583 

30-108 Bishop Gregory L Dixon Mail  K-586 

30-109 Sherida Do Band Mail  K-589 

30-110 Charles Dorsey Mail  K-591 

30-111 Claudia Douglas Email  K-593 

30-112 M. Lorayne Douglass Email  K-597 

30-113 Hedy Downing Mail  K-599 

30-114 Jonie Drake Mail  K-603 

30-115 Mike and Laura Duhé Email  K-605 

30-116 James Dunlop Email  K-609 

30-117 Sylvia A. Dunn Email  K-611 

30-118 Bonique Edwards Email  K-613 

30-119 Norman Edwards Email  K-615 

30-120 Bernice Eleverau Mail  K-617 

30-121 Moloud Elisha Mail  K-619 

30-122 Gokhan Esirgen Email  K-623 

30-123 Gokhan Esirgen Email  K-625 

30-124 Cynthia Estell Mail  K-627 

30-125 Amos and Barbara Evans Email  K-629 

30-126 Diane Evans Mail  K-631 

30-127 Jean P. Evans Email  K-633 

30-128 Brigitte Ferry Mail  K-635 

30-129 Gina Fields Public Hearing  K-640 

30-130 Gina M. Fields Email  K-642 

30-131 Angela Fleming Public Hearing  K-644 

30-132 Lori Fleming Public Hearing  K-646 

30-133 Vincent Fleming Public Hearing  K-648 

30-134 Carol Fondevila Fax  K-650 

30-135 Tracie Ford Email  K-655 

30-136 Tim Forsyth Public Hearing  K-657 

30-137 Vada Foster Mail Kentwood Players K-660 

30-138 Carolyn Fowler Public Hearing  K-664 

30-139 Sherri Franklin Email  K-666 

30-140 Ginger Frelo-Hyde Public Hearing  K-668 

30-141 Kevin Fridlington Email  K-670 

30-142 Alexander Friedman Email  K-672 

30-143 Phil Frierson Mail  K-674 

30-144 Reginald Furbert Mail  K-676 

30-145 Mark Galbreath Email  K-678 

30-146 Dianne Gamble Email  K-680 

30-147 Pat Games Mail  K-682 

30-148 Will and Linda Garcia Email  K-686 
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30-149 Adelina Ghilardi Mail  K-688 

30-150 Ann Ghilardi Mail  K-692 

30-151 Daniel J. Ghilardi Mail  K-696 

30-152 Irene Ghilardi Public Hearing  K-699 

30-153 Charlotta O. Gilder Mail  K-702 

30-154 Lloyd Gladden Email  K-704 

30-155 Gary Gless Mail  K-706 

30-156 Leslie Gless Mail  K-708 

30-157 Ethan Gold Email  K-710 

30-158 Ryan Gomez Email  K-712 

30-159 Ron Gould Mail Kentwood Players K-714 

30-160 Mattie E. Grace Email  K-717 

30-161 Josie Grant Email  K-719 

30-162 Eddie Green Mail  K-721 

30-163 Vito Grillo Email  K-723 

30-164 Marlene Grinde Mail  K-725 

30-165 Sarah Guigliano Email, Mail  K-728 

30-166 Charlette Gunter Mail Kentwood Players K-733 

30-167 Alan Guttman Email  K-736 

30-168 Yvonne Hairston Email  K-738 

30-169 Bee Hall Email  K-740 

30-170 Ronald P. Hall Mail  K-742 

30-171 DeMille Halliburton Mail  K-744 

30-172 Sally Hampton Email  K-746 

30-173 Sally Hampton Public Hearing  K-748 

30-174 Demetrius Hannof Mail  K-750 

30-175 Virginia Harper Email  K-752 

30-176 Bill Harred Mail Kentwood Players K-754 

30-177 Lydia Hart Mail  K-757 

30-178 Alan D. Havens   K-759 

30-179 Yudette Hayes Mail  K-763 

30-180 Wanda Hazure Mail  K-766 

30-181 Sandra Heath Email  K-768 

30-182 Patricia He'bert Email  K-770 

30-183 J. Maxie Hemmans Email  K-773 

30-184 Mary Henderson Email  K-775 

30-185 Dona Henry Mail  K-777 

30-186 Joaquin Hernandez Mail  K-779 

30-187 Martha Hernandez Mail  K-781 

30-188 Petrona Hernandez Mail  K-783 

30-189 Rosa Hernandez Mail  K-785 

30-190 Letisa Herod Mail  K-787 

30-191 Dorothy Herrera Settlage Email  K-789 

30-192 Irene Herrera-Stewart Email  K-791 
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30-193 Matthew Hetz Email  K-793 

30-194 Matthew Hetz Email  K-814 

30-195 Blossom Hicks Mail  K-829 

30-196 Eursell Hicks Mail  K-831 

30-197 Kim Hicks Mail  K-833 

30-198 Cita M. Hill Mail  K-835 

30-199 Marilyn Hill Mail  K-837 

30-200 Roger Hill Mail  K-839 

30-201 Virginia Hill Mail  K-843 

30-202 Dawn Hines Mail  K-846 

30-203 Tina Hirt Mail  K-848 

30-204 Royger L. Hobson Email  K-851 

30-205 Woody Hollier Mail  K-853 

30-206 Jita Holsey Email  K-857 

30-207 Joan Hornbecker Mail  K-860 

30-208 C. Humdy Mail  K-864 

30-209 LuJuana Hunter Email  K-866 

30-210 Teena Hunter Mail  K-868 

30-211 Sidney Hurd Mail  K-870 

30-212 Nelle W. Ivory Mail  K-872 

30-213 Deborah Jackson Mail  K-874 

30-214 Jackie Jackson Mail  K-876 

30-215 Marie Jackson Mail  K-878 

30-216 Mark Jackson Mail  K-880 

30-217 Mary Jackson Mail  K-882 

30-218 Val Jackson Mail  K-884 

30-219 Veronica Jackson Mail  K-886 

30-220 Winnifred Jackson Mail  K-888 

30-221 Patrice Jackson-Fleming Mail  K-890 

30-222 Krystal Jarrett Mail  K-892 

30-223 Arthur Johnson, Jr. Email  K-894 

30-224 Conningsby F. Johnson Mail  K-896 

30-225 Elizabeth Johnson Mail  K-898 

30-226 Kristian Johnson Email  K-900 

30-227 M Johnson Mail  K-902 

30-228 Sharinna Johnson Mail  K-904 

30-229 Mark Johnston Mail  K-906 

30-230 Mark Johnston Email  K-912 

30-231 Harvad Jones Mail  K-915 

30-232 Kathryn Jones Mail  K-917 

30-233 Kimberly Jones Email  K-919 

30-234 Larry Jones Mail Kentwood Players K-921 

30-235 Sarah Jones Mail  K-924 

30-236 Sheryl Jones Mail  K-926 
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30-237 Shirley Jones Mail  K-928 

30-238 Shirley Jones Email  K-930 

30-239 Alice Joyce Mail  K-932 

30-240 Bessie Kaine Mail  K-936 

30-241 Musa Kannike Mail  K-938 

30-242 John Kawakami Email  K-940 

30-243 Janet Denise Kelly Email  K-942 

30-244 Cymone Kemp Email  K-944 

30-245 Helen Kendrick Email  K-946 

30-246 Lance Kessler Email  K-948 

30-247 Vazeer Khabeov Mail  K-950 

30-248 Joseph Khoury Email  K-952 

30-249 Liz King Email  K-954 

30-250 Yolanda King Mail  K-957 

30-251 Bernadette Kirkwood Email  K-959 

30-252 Kevin Klowden Email  K-963 

30-253 Cheryl La Beau Email  K-965 

30-254 Jofaye Lambert Mail  K-967 

30-255 Alexis Lantz Email  K-969 

30-256 Karen Lawrence Mail  K-971 

30-257 Barbara Lawson Mail  K-973 

30-258 William and Sadye Lawson Email  K-975 

30-259 Chester Leonard Email  K-977 

30-260 Michele Levin Email  K-979 

30-261 Alicia Loncar Email  K-981 

30-262 Leslie Lone Email  K-983 

30-263 Shi'Anne Lovings Mail  K-985 

30-264 Rebecca Lugo Mail  K-987 

30-265 Gretchen Luna Mail Kentwood Players K-989 

30-266 Alice Lumsford Mail  K-992 

30-267 James Lunsford Mail  K-995 

30-268 Ben Lupejkis Mail  K-998 

30-269 Julia Maggs Mail Kentwood Players K-1001 

30-270 Allison Mannos Email  K-1004 

30-271 Vincent Marcais Email  K-1006 

30-272 Kathleen Marinaccio Mail  K-1008 

30-273 Lori A. Marple-Pereslete Mail  K-1013 

30-274 George E. Marr Mail  K-1016 

30-275 Cynthia Marshall Mail  K-1020 

30-276 Tekaya Martinez Email  K-1024 

30-277 Matt Mason Email  K-1026 

30-278 Joanie Matheson Email  K-1028 

30-279 Alison Mattiza Mail Kentwood Players K-1030 

30-280 William and Helen Maxwell Email  K-1033 
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30-281 Adrienne Mayberry Email  K-1035 

30-282 John Mayer Mail  K-1037 

30-283 Troi McClenton Email  K-1039 

30-284 Johnnie F. McCray Mail  K-1041 

30-285 Mamie McFrazier Mail  K-1043 

30-286 Alvin McGilbray Mail  K-1045 

30-287 Ashley McGovern Email  K-1047 

30-288 Amber McIver Email  K-1049 

30-289 Adele McJimson Mail  K-1051 

30-290 William and Maria Medina Mail  K-1053 

30-291 William and Maria Medina Mail  K-1056 

30-292 Junia Mejia Mail  K-1060 

30-293 John Meshack Email  K-1062 

30-294 Myles Meshack Email  K-1065 

30-295 Marsha Metoyer Email  K-1067 

30-296 Carl Miller Mail  K-1069 

30-297 Denise Miller Mail  K-1072 

30-298 Derrick Miller Mail  K-1074 

30-299 Walter C. Miller Mail  K-1078 

30-300 Doreen Mills Mail  K-1080 

30-301 Elisabeth Minihan Mail Kentwood Players K-1082 

30-302 Paula B. Minor Mail  K-1085 

30-303 Calia Mintzer Mail  K-1087 

30-304 Ernie Mixon Email  K-1090 

30-305 Aljerita L. Mobley Mail  K-1092 

30-306 Eric Mobley Mail  K-1094 

30-307 Browne Molyneux Mail  K-1096 

30-308 Joanne Moore Mail  K-1098 

30-309 Elizabeth Morales Mail  K-1100 

30-310 Mikke Morris Mail  K-1103 

30-311 Dominique Moses Mail  K-1105 

30-312 Diamond Mundy Mail  K-1107 

30-313 Venancio R. Munoz Mail  K-1109 

30-314 Patricia Myles Mail  K-1113 

30-315 Althea Myrie Email  K-1115 

30-316 Denise Myrie Email  K-1118 

30-317 Epperson Naba Mail  K-1120 

30-318 Sean Nealy Mail  K-1122 

30-319 Sherman Newsom  Mail  K-1124 

30-320 Beverly Newton Mail  K-1126 

30-321 Crystal Newton Mail  K-1128 

30-322 Eva Dean Newton Mail  K-1130 

30-323 Jane Nishimoto Email  K-1132 

30-324 Philip Obaza Email  K-1134 
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30-326 Leslie O'Callaghan Mail  K-1138 

30-325 Philip Obaza Email  K-1136 

30-327 Frank J. Olivkdoti Mail  K-1142 

30-328 Jerry Oliver Mail  K-1145 

30-329 Vivian Oliver Email  K-1147 

30-330 Miriam Omiter,  Mail Westchester Playhouse, Kentwood Players K-1149 

30-331 Jackie Ortega Mail  K-1152 

30-332 Bree Oshon Mail  K-1154 

30-333 Tony Palerno Mail Westchester Playhouse, Kentwood Players K-1156 

30-334 Dave Parke Mail  K-1159 

30-335 Lashon Parker Mail  K-1162 

30-336 Maria Pavone Email  K-1164 

30-337 Shirley Payton  Mail  K-1166 

30-338 Brenda Penny Email  K-1168 

30-339 Loralyn Penzella Email  K-1170 

30-340 Joyce Perkins Email  K-1172 

30-341 Paul Perkins Email  K-1175 

30-342 Tangela Pickett Email  K-1180 

30-343 Mary C. Pierce Mail  K-1182 

30-344 Carla Pittman Email  K-1184 

30-345 Carla Player-Rowe Mail  K-1186 

30-346 Stephanie Plotin Email  K-1188 

30-347 Ms. Freddie Polian Mail  K-1190 

30-348 Mr. Warren & Saadia 
Lagarde Porche 

Email  K-1192 

30-349 F. Kaye Porter Mail Kentwood Players K-1194 

30-350 Ethelene Poston Email  K-1197 

30-351 Mary Pottala Email  K-1199 

30-352 Juanita Presley Email  K-1201 

30-353 Brittany Price Email  K-1203 

30-354 Sonia Quinones Mail Kentwood Players  K-1205 

30-355 Milton Quon Mail  K-1208 

30-356 Sharon Randall Mail  K-1210 

30-357 Oliaeya Randolph Mail  K-1212 

30-358 Scot Renfro Mail Kentwood Players K-1217 

30-359 Linda Rhea Mail  K-1220 

30-360 Felecia Richard Mail  K-1222 

30-361 Herbert Richardson Mail  K-1224 

30-362 Carl & Karen Rigoli Mail  K-1226 

30-363 Scott Robertson Email  K-1230 

30-364 Dedra Robinson Mail  K-1232 

30-365 Solomon Robinson  Email  K-1236 

30-366 Mary Rose Mail  K-1238 

30-367 Denise Ross Mail  K-1240 
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Comment # Name Source Agency/Organization Page # 

30-368 Leonard Ross Mail  K-1242 

30-369 Robyn Rothstein Mail  K-1244 

30-370 James Rowe Mail  K-1247 

30-371 Robert M. Rubio Mail  K-1249 

30-372 Dolores Russ Mail  K-1251 

30-373 Keoin L. Russell Mail  K-1253 

30-374 Gina Russell-Williams Mail  K-1255 

30-375 Joan Rustherford Email  K-1257 

30-376 Jacqueline K. Ryan Mail  K-1259 

30-377 Alanne Saunders Mail  K-1263 

30-378 Jason Saunders Email  K-1265 

30-379 Gary Schivley Email  K-1267 

30-380 Patricia Scott Email  K-1269 

30-381 Shawn Scott Mail  K-1271 

30-382 Janice Shelby Email  K-1273 

30-383 Bob Sherman  Mail Kentwood Players K-1275 

30-384 Lori Shuler Email  K-1278 

30-385 Stephen Siegel Email  K-1280 

30-386 Clint Simmons  Email  K-1282 

30-387 Suzanne Isabelle Simmons Mail  K-1285 

30-388 John Simms Mail  K-1287 

30-389 Shawn Simons Email  K-1289 

30-390 Ken Simpson Email  K-1291 

30-391 Kuldeep Singh Mail  K-1293 

30-392 Annie Smith   K-1297 

30-393 Bill and Sheila Smith Email  K-1299 

30-394 Carolwyn Smith Email  K-1301 

30-395 Cherica Smith Mail  K-1303 

30-396 Renard Smith Email  K-1305 

30-397 Tony Smith Mail  K-1307 

30-398 Neel Sodha Email  K-1310 

30-399 Cheryl Soglasan Mail  K-1312 

30-400 Terry Song Mail  K-1314 

30-401 Majorie Southern Mail  K-1316 

30-402 Jeanne Spain Mail  K-1318 

30-403 Lisa Stain Email  K-1321 

30-404 Makeba Stallings Email  K-1323 

30-405 Makeba Stallings Mail  K-1327 

30-406 Tyrone Stallings Mail  K-1331 

30-407 Sybel Stanley Mail  K-1334 

30-408 George Starks Mail  K-1336 

30-409 Bruce Starret Email  K-1338 

30-410 Bruce Starret Email  K-1340 

30-411 Alma Steele Mail  K-1342 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-xiii August 2011 

Comment # Name Source Agency/Organization Page # 

30-412 Barbara Strickland Email  K-1344 

30-413 Carol Studley Mail  K-1346 

30-414 Wisano Suthanurak Mail  K-1350 

30-415 Norb Sznajder Email  K-1354 

30-416 Michael Talley Mail  K-1356 

30-417 Donna Tate Mail  K-1358 

30-418 Donna Tate Mail  K-1361 

30-419 F.C. Taylor Mail  K-1363 

30-420 Valerie Vincent Taylor Email  K-1365 

30-421 Paul Ted Mail  K-1367 

30-422 Carelita Tell Mail  K-1371 

30-423 Dwayne Tell Mail  K-1373 

30-424 Stanley Tell Mail  K-1375 

30-425 Monica Carlos Tellalian Email  K-1377 

30-426 Irlene Terrell Mail  K-1379 

30-427 Connye Thomas Mail  K-1381 

30-428 Oramae Thomas Mail  K-1383 

30-429 Sharon thomas Mail  K-1385 

30-430 Stephen Thomas Email  K-1387 

30-431 Dale Thompson Email  K-1389 

30-432 Jon Tienel   K-1391 

30-433 Eric Tooley Email  K-1393 

30-434 Wanda tribble Mail  K-1395 

30-435 Judith D. Trimble Email  K-1397 

30-436 Alice Turner Email  K-1399 

30-437 Nicole Turner  Mail  K-1401 

30-438 Arcena Upson Mail  K-1403 

30-439 Diana Urena Email  K-1405 

30-440 Craig Veals Email  K-1407 

30-441 James Lee Walker Email  K-1409 

30-442 Justin Walker Email  K-1414 

30-443 Rosalind Walton Mail  K-1416 

30-444 Evelyn M. Warech Mail  K-1418 

30-445 Keith N. Warfield Mail  K-1421 

30-446 Saundra Warren Mail  K-1423 

30-447 Alfreda Washington Email  K-1425 

30-448 Brenna Washington Email  K-1427 

30-449 Loretta Washington Mail  K-1429 

30-450 Chorsia M. Watson Mail  K-1431 

30-451 Christopher M. Watson Email  K-1433 

30-452 Theresa Watts Mail  K-1435 

30-453 Tonya Watts Mail  K-1437 

30-454 Carole White Mail  K-1439 

30-455 Gail White Mail  K-1441 
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30-456 Louise White Mail  K-1443 

30-457 Sherry White Mail  K-1445 

30-458 Mrs. Lorenzo "Lo" Whittiker-
Silvers 

Mail  K-1447 

30-459 Linda Wiggins Mail  K-1449 

30-460 Danyell Wilborn Mail  K-1451 

30-461 Renee Tapscott Wilcots Mail  K-1453 

30-462 James and Kathy Wiles Email  K-1455 

30-463 Betty Smith Williams Email  K-1457 

30-464 Caroline Williams Mail  K-1459 

30-465 Cookie Williams Mail  K-1463 

30-466 Dwight Williams Email  K-1465 

30-467 Helen Williams Email  K-1467 

30-468 Kimberly Williams Mail  K-1469 

30-469 Leone Williams Email  K-1471 

30-470 Sherilyn Williams Mail  K-1473 

30-471 Taikeasha Williams Mail  K-1475 

30-472 Tamara Williams Mail  K-1477 

30-473 Stan Wilson Mail  K-1479 

30-474 Twain Wilson Mail  K-1481 

30-475 Fred Martin Wimberley Mail  K-1483 

30-476 Kerry Winn Email  K-1487 

30-477 Mark A. Winn Email  K-1489 

30-478 Ronald and Judy Wisansky Mail  K-1491 

30-479 Toni Wolf Mail  K-1495 

30-480 Andrea Wood Mail  K-1499 

30-481 K. Woodley Mail  K-1503 

30-482 Catherine Wright Mail  K-1505 

30-483 Charles Wright Mail  K-1507 

30-484 Edna Wright Mail  K-1509 

30-485 Sammy Wu Email  K-1511 

30-486 David Wyatt Mail  K-1513 

30-487 Vernon R. Yancy Email  K-1515 

30-488 Cynthia Young Mail  K-1517 

30-489 Charles Zacharie Mail  K-1519 

30-490 Miss Hasani Young Mail  K-1521 

30-Other-A Aaron Mail  K-1523 

30-Other-B cirlfu futpijdpxzebw Email  K-1525 

30-Other-C Crazy90 Email  K-1527 

30-Other-D GanjaBoy77 Email  K-1529 

30-Other-E Gretchen Email  K-1531 

30-Other-F Rochell Mail  K-1533 

30-Other-G hughfb3@aol.com Email  K-1535 

30-Other-H Jimmy Mail  K-1537 
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30-Other-I John28 Email  K-1539 

30-Other-J John Email  K-1541 

30-Other-K Kelvin68 Email  K-1543 

30-Other-L Laura Mail  K-1545 

30-Other-M lionel000@aol.com Email  K-1547 

30-Other-N Maxx10 Email  K-1549 

30-Other-O Maxx36 Email  K-1551 

30-Other-P Ronnie Mail  K-1553 

30-Other-Q SouthWind64 Email  K-1555 

30-Other-R Stinky36 Email  K-1557 

30-Other-S Tray Mail  K-1559 

30-Other-T Wolf88 Email  K-1561 

Oral Testimony Received During Public Hearings 

40-1. Joseph Dunn Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-2. 
Supervisor Mark Ridley-
Thomas Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-3. Alan Havens Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-4. Damien Goodmon Public Hearing Citizens' Campaign to Fix the Expo Rail Line K-1563 

40-5. Jerard Wright Public Hearing Transit Coalition K-1563 

40-6. Ben Green Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-7. Lynn Kuwahara Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-8 Dan Walker Public Hearing Friends of the Green Line K-1563 

40-9. Michelle Colbert Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-10. Dante Flores Public Hearing  K-1563 

40-11. Owen Smith Public Hearing Brookside Homeowners Association K-1563 

41-12. Damien Goodmon Public Hearing Fix Expo Campaign K-1594 

41-13. Clint Simmons Public Hearing Expo Communities United K-1594 

41-14. Judi Redman Public Hearing Bus Riders Union K-1594 

41-15. Julian Lamb Public Hearing Bus Riders Union K-1594 

41-16. Tom Burke Public Hearing  K-1594 

41-17. Vernard Johnson Public Hearing  K-1594 

41-18. Gina Fields Public Hearing McClung Drive Block K-1594 

41-19. Marcail Vassel Public Hearing  K-1594 

41-20. Dante Flores Public Hearing  K-1594 

41-21. Carol Tucker Public Hearing Baldwin Neighborhood Homeowners Association K-1594 

41-22. Kevin Fridlington Public Hearing Save Leimert Organization K-1594 

41-23. Virginia Piper Public Hearing Junior Blind of America K-1594 

41-24. Vincent Harris Public Hearing Office of Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas K-1594 

41-25. Karen Ceasar Public Hearing Save Leimert Organization K-1594 

41-26. 
Supervisor Mark Ridley-
Thomas Public Hearing  K-1594 

42-27. Joel Rane Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-28. Dante Flores Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-29. Claydine Burt Public Hearing Centinela Valley Historical Society K-1634 
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42-30. Damien Goodmon Public Hearing Fix Expo Campaign K-1634 

42-31. Alan Havens Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-32. Matthew Hetz Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-33. Cora Chong Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-34. 
Supervisor Mark Ridley-
Thomas Public Hearing  K-1634 

42-35. Hugh Brockington Public Hearing  K-1634 

43-36. 
Supervisor Mark Ridley-
Thomas Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-37. 
Councilmember Bernard 
Parks Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-38. Damien Goodmon Public Hearing Fix Expo Campaign K-1665 

43-39. Greg Freeman Public Hearing Bus Riders Union K-1665 

43-40. Barbara Lottholland Public Hearing Bus Riders Union K-1665 

43-41. Clint Simmons Public Hearing Expo Community United K-1665 

43-42. Masa Alkire Public Hearing Planning Department, City of El Segundo K-1665 

43-43. Andrea Canty Public Hearing Dorsey Alumni Association K-1665 

43-44 Alan Havens Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-45 Linda Ricks Public Hearing Park Mesa Heights Community Council K-1665 

43-46 Juliet Boyd-Benton Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-47. Catherine Walker Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-48. Addie Arbor Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-49. Jerard Wright Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-50. Gary Gless Public Hearing Citizen's Coalition for a Safe Community K-1665 

43-51. Doug Barnett Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-52. Kevin Fridlington Public Hearing 
Neighborhood Council of the Empowerment 
Congress West Area K-1665 

43-53. Steve Bagby, Sr. Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-54. Alisia Fajinimi Public Hearing  K-1665 

43-55. Charles Brister Public Hearing 1-800 UNITE US K-1665 

43-56. Tony L. Clarke, Sr. Public Hearing  K-1665 
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K.4 Master Responses 

Common themes emerged from the comments received on the DEIS/DEIR.  As such, 
Master Responses were developed for these frequently asked questions and comments to 
address broad issue areas where there was extensive public comment and to deal with the 
various comments in a comprehensive fashion.  Specifically, Master Responses are 
provided to address the following issues: 

 Master Response 1: Comments regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard 

 Master Response 2: Comments pertaining to the environmental effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Sites B or D 

 Master Response 3: A below-grade segment from 48th Street to 60th Street along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic, and 
environmental justice concerns 

 Master Response 4: Regarding a fully grade separated light rail transit line along 
Crenshaw Boulevard with a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue 
(“the People’s Choice Option”) 

 Master Response 5: Traffic Methodology 

 Master Response 6: Selection of the LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative 

 Master Response 7: Safety Treatments and approach to safety for the project 

 Master Response 8: Parking along Park Mesa  

 Master Response 9: Grade separations and Environmental Justice  

 Master Response 10: Park Mesa Heights  

 Master Response 11: Exposition underground  

 Master Response 12: Crenshaw/Vernon Station  

In responding to comments, CEQA does not require a Lead Agency such as Metro to 
conduct every test or perform all research, study, or experimentation recommended or 
requested by commenters.  Rather, a Lead Agency need only respond to significant 
environmental issues and does not need to provide all information requested by 
reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIS/EIR. Further, 
disagreement among experts regarding conclusions in the EIR is acceptable, and 
exhaustive treatment of issues is not required. 
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Master Response 1. Comments regarding a support for a below-grade alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard. 

The general comment received requests a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred 
alternative (LPA) for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The selected LPA 
includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 
39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion 
of these two underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for 
considering grade separations for light rail transit (LRT).  These criteria include 
availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such as traffic impacts, visual 
impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and Metro’s 
established Grade Crossing Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, 
where there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to 
meet the criteria of Metro’s Grade Crossing Policy, the LRT alignment is proposed to 
remain at grade.  The Metro Board also authorized continued environmental review of 
three design options including an extended below grade section between Exposition 
Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade Separation) originally Design 
Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was 
determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design 
Option 6 would be required to have a northern terminus at the Exposition Line. 

The Board directed the analysis of a below grade section between 48th and 59th Streets 
(in the Park Mesa Heights neighborhood) on Crenshaw Boulevard.  The cost of 
constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be beyond the scope of the approved Metro budget for the project and 
financially infeasible.  Because it is not required by Metro’s policies or general criteria, 
elements such as a grade separation in Park Mesa Heights, are considered betterments.  
Betterments are typically funded by other parties using funds outside of Metro’s program 
and are over and above expected contributions from the local jurisdictions.  At its May 
2011 meeting, the Metro Board considered a motion to add a below-grade grade 
separation between 48th and 59th Streets to the Project Definition.  The Board rejected 
this motion/proposal and, therefore, the project definition retains an at-grade alignment 
between 48th and 59th Streets.    

For additional information, please refer to Chapter 2.0, Alternatives Considered, and 
Chapter 4.0, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences of the Alignment 
and Stations of the FEIS/FEIR. 
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Master Response 2.  Comments pertaining to the environmental effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Sites B or D. 

The general comment received expresses concerns about the two maintenance facility 
alternatives that were evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  

Although NEPA and CEQA do not requires evaluation of alternative to particular 
components of a project, the DEIS/DEIR identified four potential maintenance facility 
sites for initial screening.  Two of these sites, Maintenance Facility Site B in the 
Westchester community and Site D in El Segundo were further analyzed as part of the 
proposed project.  Maintenance Site D was found to have the least adverse effect on the 
environment in the DEIS/DEIR.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro 
Board of Directors eliminated both Sites B and D from the proposed project and called 
for an additional evaluation of potential sites during advanced conceptual engineering to 
identify another preferred site.  The new potential maintenance sites identified 
underwent a supplemental environmental review.  All commenters who commented on 
the maintenance facility sites in the DEIS/DEIR, were notified of the additional site 
analysis and asked to resubmit comments based on the revised site analysis.  The public 
was solicited to participate in the initial identification process and a public meeting with a 
hearing was held to receive comments when the revised analysis was circulated.  Because 
both potential maintenance sites identified in the DEIS/DEIR were removed from 
consideration, no additional response specific to Sites B and D is warranted. 
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Master Response 3. Comments requesting a below-grade segment from 48th Street to 
60th Street along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic, and environmental 
justice concerns. 

The general comment received requests a below-grade alternative along Crenshaw due to 
concerns with safety, traffic at the Crenshaw/Slauson intersection, and environmental 
justice.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of the approved Metro budget for the 
project and financially infeasible.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that no adverse effects to 
traffic and safety would occur at the Crenshaw/Slauson intersection and that no adverse 
effects related to environmental justice would occur.     

Safety 
A number of comments received expressed concern about the safety of pedestrians, 
specifically school children and the elderly, with a light rail vehicle operating at-grade 
along Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 59th Streets.  This segment contains two 
high schools, Crenshaw High School which is located one block to the east, and View 
Park Preparatory Charter High School, located on the northwest corner of the Crenshaw 
Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  There are six at-grade crossings located along 
this segment, at the intersections of 48th Street, 52nd Street, 54th Street, 57th Street, 
Slauson Avenue, and 59th Street.  In addition, a station is located to the south of the 
Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  Appropriate pedestrian crossing 
control devices for at-grade crossings are critical for rail system safety.  In addition to 
standard cross-walk markings, control devices for pedestrian crossings include flashing 
light signals, signs, markings along the outside of the rail line, curbside pedestrian 
barriers, pedestrian automated gates, swing gates, bedstead barriers and crossing 
channelization.  When the light rail transit line is at-grade, it would operate in a semi-
exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb.  Pedestrians are 
permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations during protected 
pedestrian signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety 
along the proposed LRT line will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro 
standards for crossings. Each crossing will be reviewed during design based on the 
California Public Utilities Report “Pedestrian – Rail Crossings in California.”  
Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the light rail tracks will be controlled 
using normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be 
provided at the traffic signals for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. 
A pedestrian refuge area will be provided in the median at all crossings of the LRT tracks 
to provide a space for pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the tracks should they not 
be able to complete their crossing of Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  Each 
crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on site visits and engineering design.  
The evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation measures 
identified in the Safety and Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of 
safety at crossings.  The final determination of safety measures to be implemented near 
school zones is determined through consultation and approval by the California Public 
Utilities Commission.   
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Traffic 
For a description of the traffic methodology and analysis for the whole Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, please see Master Response #5.  This discussion focuses on 
traffic impacts at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection. 

There were a number of comments received which specifically identified concerns with 
the traffic impacts that would occur at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue 
intersection should the project be adopted.  The comments stated that traffic already 
backed up at this intersection and that the proposed project operating at-grade would 
cause the traffic impacts to increase at this intersection.  Table F-1 on page F-5 of 
Appendix F in the DEIS/DIER established that existing traffic volumes at the Crenshaw 
Avenue/Slauson Avenue intersection are operating beyond capacity.  This intersection 
experiences a delay of 117 seconds during the a.m. peak period and 109 seconds during 
the p.m. peak period. Table G-2 on page G-4 of Appendix G of the FEIS/FEIR shows that 
this delay is forecasted to increase to 171 seconds in the a.m. peak period and 118 
seconds during the p.m. peak period in 2030, without implementation of the proposed 
project.   This would result in an increase of 54 seconds during the a.m. peak period and 
9 seconds in the p.m. peak period for year.  With implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, Table G-3 on page G-6 in Appendix G of the FEIS/FEIR show 
that the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection would experience a delay of 
102.2 seconds during the a.m. peak period and 109.3 seconds during the p.m. peak 
period.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would reduce delay at this 
intersection by 68.8 seconds during the a.m. peak period and 8.7 seconds in the p.m. 
peak period for year 2030.   

The delay and level of service for the Project was re-analyzed during preparation of the 
FEIS/FEIR based on new information obtained from the advanced conceptual 
engineering designs and additional intersection counts.  For the differences in traffic 
methodology please refer to Master Response 5.  No significant impacts would result 
with the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Line operating at-grade through the Crenshaw 
Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.   

During the refined traffic analysis, additional modeling was completed to characterize the 
effects of the project along the at-grade segments, which included the Crenshaw 
Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  This intersection was analyzed with a range of 
signal cycle lengths ranging from 120 to 150 seconds.  The analysis assumes a combination 
of fixed and adaptive timing to facilitate the appropriate signal progression along Crenshaw 
Boulevard to accommodate both light rail operations and traffic flow.  A 150-second cycle 
length is used to represent the scenario representing maximum signal timing for 
intersection analysis.  A 120-second cycle length represents the minimum cycle length that 
can accommodate the signal phasing required for both light rail operations and traffic flow. 
The range of cycle lengths provides flexibility during subsequent phases of design for the 
project to provide a foundation to coordinate with LADOT in establishing the appropriate 
signal operations design that is ultimately applied.  The Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson 
Avenue intersection would result in decreased delay at all of the signal cycle lengths (150-, 
140-, 130-, and 120-seconds) compared to the No-Build Alternative for the year 2030. 
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Environmental Justice 
A number of comments received expressed concern over the need to maintain equal 
standards in the study area, in terms of project development and implementation, 
especially in relation to other, more affluent communities.  These concerns were 
specifically addressed to implementing a fully- grade-separated project, and being shown 
the same consideration as the Wilshire Corridor community.  Grade separation for light 
rail transit is typically driven by factors related to technical design or environmental 
criteria, and is not dependent on the type of community where it is to be located.  As 
shown in Table 4-70 on page 4-323 in Section 4.18.2.1 of the FEIS/FEIR, most of the 
grade separations that occur in the existing Metro Rail system are grade-separated in 
predominantly minority and low-income communities.  The Metro Red and Purple Lines 
have fifty-five percent of the alignment traveling through minority areas and 74 percent 
of the lines travel through low-income areas.   

The intent of Executive Order 12898 pertaining to Environmental Justice is to disclose 
any element of the planning, design, and alternative selection process and overall 
decision-making process, which indicates there has been a systematic bias toward 
disproportionate focusing adverse environmental impacts, on low-income, minority, or 
other communities and neighborhoods of concern.  The transparency in the decision-
making process lies at the heart of this consideration.  Transit planning involves both 
policy choices as well as engineering and environmental impact decisions regarding the 
modes considered, the level of transit service, frequency of service, route alignments, and 
station locations.  In many instances, minority and low-income communities are highly 
transit dependent.  The planning process is designed in large part to serve the mobility 
and access of these communities.  Serving transit-dependent communities 
disproportionately less than less transit-dependent communities would be a severe 
environmental injustice.  Nonetheless, the placement of transit infrastructure – while the 
intent is to provide a beneficial impact to communities, may have unintended adverse 
effects.  The alternatives evaluation and the environmental review process are designed to 
disclose and resolve any potential unanticipated problems that may affect adjacent 
communities. 

The FEIS/FEIR analyzed the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to determine if the 
project would cause disproportionate adverse impacts related to transit service equity, 
traffic congestion, parking, displacement, community cohesion, health issues, historical, 
archaeological, paleontological, community facilities, economic vitality and employment 
opportunities, safety and security, and construction.  The following considerations were 
utilized in the environmental justice evaluation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit 
Alternative (with the first two being required elements of Executive Order 12898): 

 Whether the proposed project would have any potential adverse effects that would be 
disproportionally borne by minority and low-income communities;  

 Whether low-income communities have had opportunities to actively participate in 
the planning of the project; and/or 

 Whether the proposed project would provide transit equity. 
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As described in the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
would operate at-grade between 48th Street and 60th Street, where it was determined that 
light rail could operate safely without the need of a grade separation.  This determination 
was based on the width of Crenshaw Boulevard at this point, traffic signal proposed 
operation modifications, and proposed street geometry changes.  No adverse effects related 
to environmental justice were identified along this segment.   

There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been 
formulated, evaluated and refined.  Through public outreach, information was provided 
during the evaluation process of the relative impacts among options (alignment routes, 
vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of Directors, in 
selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as 
public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and 
alignment decisions have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been 
identified, design options and mitigation measures have been formulated to reduce or 
eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on adjacent minority or low-
income communities.  Metro, during the public participation process, responded to 
community concerns regarding the safety of at-grade sections by including grade-
separated design options in key sections of the corridor.   
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Master Response 4. Comments regarding Support for a fully grade separated light rail 
transit line along Crenshaw Boulevard with a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue (“the 
People’s Choice Option”). 

During the public participation process of the DEIS/DEIR, support for a fully grade-
separated light rail transit line along Crenshaw Boulevard with a below-grade station at 
Vernon Avenue was voiced by several members of the community.  This variation of the 
Crenshaw Transit Project was referred to by these commenters as the “People’s Choice” 
or “People’s Option.”  During the comment period, there were many commenters who 
asked for incorporation of the People’s Choice variation.   

During the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR, six additional design options were considered 
and evaluated to assess environmental impacts and address community concerns.  Those 
design options specifically related to the “People’s Choice Option” included Design 
Options 4, 5, and 6, a below-grade segment from 60th Street along Crenshaw Boulevard 
to Victoria Avenue along the Harbor Subdivision, a below-grade station at Vernon 
Avenue, and a below-grade segment from Exposition Boulevard along Crenshaw 
Boulevard to 39th Street, respectively.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the 
Metro Board of Directors, incorporated Design Option 4 and authorized continued 
environmental review of Design Options 5 and 6 in the advanced conceptual engineering 
stage during preparation of the FEIS/FEIR.   

At its May 2011 Board meeting, the Metro Board considered whether to add the 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station to the Project Definition and to add project funding.  The 
below-grade station at Vernon was not incorporated into the final project definition but is 
still under consideration by the Metro Board as a design option.  Implementation of this 
station is dependent upon whether the cost of the station as reflected in bids of potential 
contractors can fit within designated project funding.  The Crenshaw/King station is 
located 0.4 miles from Leimert Park Village and 0.6 miles from the Optional 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station entrance and would provide service to the Baldwin Hills 
Crenshaw Plaza, as well as the Leimert Park Village Community.     

During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to 
be technically infeasible along the section between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street 
and the incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition 
Line.  The remaining at-grade segment along Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 
60th Street was determined not to be required based on the criteria that Metro uses to 
make determinations on grade separations.   

The physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts do not require 
the alignment to be placed underground.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated 
project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of 
Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.  
Although the below-grade Vernon Station is not part of the LPA, it is still an option that 
has been carried into the FEIS/FEIR.  The Metro Board of Directors can still choose to 
incorporate this design option into the LPA, should the board designate funding to pay 
for the design option.  The revised costs for the project are provided in the Chapter 8.0, 
Financial Analysis and Comparison of Alternatives of the FEIS/FEIR.  For additional 
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information, please refer to Chapter 2.0, Alternatives Considered, and Chapter 4.0, 
Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, of the Alignment of the 
FEIS/FEIR. 
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Master Response 5.Traffic Methodology and Analysis  

Initial Analysis 
A total of 46 key intersections were analyzed to characterize the existing traffic operations 
within the study area.  The study intersections are depicted in Figure 3-5, Chapter 3.0 
Transportation Impacts, on page 3-16 of the DEIS/DEIR.  The operational analysis 
methodology from the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) (Transportation Research 
Board, 2000) was used to estimate the delay and corresponding level of service (LOS) at 
each of the 46 intersections.  For comparison purposes, the vehicle/capacity (V/C) ratios 
using the Critical Movement Analysis method were also presented.  The intersection 
conditions within the study area were based on the average delay, measured in seconds, 
experienced by drivers.   The LOS is a qualitative measure used to describe the conditions 
of traffic flow ranging from LOS A (free flow) to LOS F (congested conditions), with LOS 
E representing theoretical capacity.  Weekday AM and PM peak hours were selected for 
analysis because they represent the most critical periods of traffic congestion in the study 
area.   

Methodology 
The traffic impact analysis used a Travel Demand Forecasting Model. Using data 
generated by the travel demand forecasting model, detailed travel pattern information was 
collected and summarized for future 2030 conditions.  Integrated highway and transit 
forecasts were developed by the Metro model for all project alternatives for 2030 conditions.   

Screenline Analysis.  The integrated highway and transit forecasts were post-processed to 
yield screenline-based growth factors for specific portions of the study area for each project 
alternative.  Growth factors were used to account for the increase in future base traffic 
volumes as a result of areawide or regional growth and development in the project corridor.  
Considering that topography and land use characteristics vary throughout the project 
corridor, growth factors were developed for the study corridor by four geographical subareas.  
Each subarea is bordered by selected screenlines.  Screenlines are imaginary lines drawn 
across the major roadways in the vicinity of the project corridor and are used to assess the 
traffic volumes arriving and departing the project corridor.  Each screenline is analyzed by 
direction (north, south, east or west) to ensure that the analysis of traffic volumes (which may 
be more congested in one direction than the other depending on the time of day) reflects 
appropriate peak hour conditions rather than an average condition.  The subareas and the 
screenlines bordering those subareas are listed below: 

 Subarea 1: Wilshire Boulevard, Jefferson Boulevard, La Brea Avenue, Western 
Avenue 

 Subarea 2: Jefferson Boulevard, Slauson Boulevard, La Brea Avenue, Western Avenue 

 Subarea 3: Slauson Boulevard, Florence Avenue, Aviation Boulevard, Western 
Avenue 

 Subarea 4: Manchester Avenue, El Segundo Boulevard, Aviation Boulevard, La Brea 
Avenue 
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A comparison of 2005 and forecast 2030 traffic volumes from the Metro model indicates 
that the overall traffic growth in the vicinity of the project corridor by 2030 is projected to 
be about 0.2 percent to 2 percent per year depending on the travel direction.  These 
growth factors were then applied to existing 2008 count data to yield future 2030 volumes 
for the study intersections for all future scenarios.  

Intersection Level of Service.  Intersection LOS analysis was performed using Synchro 
(version 7) software.  Synchro is a network-based interactive computer program that 
enables calculation of LOS at signalized intersections.  Synchro uses the Highway 
Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 methodology.  The HCM LOS for intersections is 
determined by measuring delay by seconds per vehicle.  The methodology is consistent 
with the methodology in HCM 2000, Chapter 16 for signalized intersections.  With this 
methodology, the average control delay per vehicle is estimated for each lane group and 
aggregated for each approach and for the intersection as a whole.  Synchro also calculates 
signal timing (green times and cycle lengths) and maximum queue lengths to assist in 
evaluating signalized intersections.  The pedestrian flashing do not walk crossing times 
at all LRT at-grade intersections were based on the actual planned roadway widths using 
4 feet/minute walking speed.  Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard at lower walking 
speeds are provided refuge areas in the median of Crenshaw to wait for the next walk 
indication.  The pedestrian walk times were set at a minimum of 7 seconds with 15 
seconds used for walk times at LRT at-grade station entrances.   

Corridor-Level Traffic Volume Forecasts.  The traffic count data collected for the 
existing conditions analysis data was used in conjunction with the most recent travel 
model forecast data to estimate 2030 traffic volumes.  As a result, the analysis uses a 
refined methodology that incorporates the most recent travel model forecast data, as well 
as the most consistent ground count data. 

For the LPA, Metro’s policy for Grade Crossing for Light Rail Transit (December, 2003) 
was used to assist in the development of 2030 traffic volumes at intersections within 200 
feet of proposed at-grade roadway crossings.  Initial screening results of LRT operations 
at the proposed at-grade crossing locations are detailed in a technical memorandum 
Implications of Metro Grade Crossing Policy in the Proposed Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project Study Area (Fehr & Peers, October 2008). 

Park-and-Ride Traffic Volume Forecasts.  Park-and-ride projections were used to 
develop trip generation and trip distribution for the LPA.  Park-and-ride data was 
obtained from the Metro model which only provides data for riders that access stations 
on fixed guideways (LRT and heavy rail transit (HRT)).  The park-and-ride trips were 
added to 2030 traffic volume forecasts to estimate the total traffic volumes. 

Significance Criteria 
The intersection LOS analysis assumes that an intersection would be adversely affected 
by traffic volume changes if the Project would cause an increase in average vehicle delay 
according to the following thresholds that were developed in consultation with local 
jurisdictions: 
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 Final LOS C – an adverse impact has occurred if the delay is increased by 5 or more 
seconds  

 Final LOS D - an adverse impact has occurred if the delay is increased by 7.5 or more 
seconds  

 Final LOS E/F - an adverse impact has occurred if the delay is increased by 10 or 
more seconds 

Refined Analysis 
The delay and level of service for the Project was re-calculated from the DEIS/DEIR based 
on new information obtained from the advanced conceptual engineering designs and 
additional intersection counts.  Refined information included: 

 With the removal of several alignment alternatives, the revised traffic analysis was 
focused on 26 of the original 46 intersections that would potentially be affected by the 
LPA.  The intersections and detailed traffic analysis can be found in Appendix G of 
the FEIS/FEIR. 

 Pedestrian flashing “do not walk” crossing times were increased at all at-grade 
intersections based on planned roadway widths using a 4 feet/second walking speed. 

 Pedestrian walk times (initial walking person symbol) were adjusted to a minimum 
of 7 seconds with 15 seconds used for walk times in at-grade station entrances. 

 The prohibition of left turn movements from Crenshaw Boulevard to 54th Street were 
included as part of the project design. 

 Due to high traffic volumes, pedestrians, and long crossing times, the use of transit 
priority is not expected to be effective along Crenshaw Boulevard.  To provide station 
to station travel for the LRT with minimum stops, progression timings were 
determined. The coordination plans provided bi-directional through bands along 
Crenshaw Boulevard for the LRT and arterial traffic.  To provide the best progression 
for the LRT, longer than typical cycle lengths were explored.  Longer cycle lengths 
provide larger progressive windows for the LRT and are required to provide protected 
left turn phasing whenever traffic turns left across the LRT tracks.  The maximum 
LADOT allowable cycle length of 150 seconds provides the best LRT flows.  A range 
of cycle lengths from 120 to 150 seconds was applied to the entire section of 
Crenshaw Boulevard, including areas without on-street running, for consistent 
progression along the arterial.   By using longer cycle lengths, levels of service for the 
on-street running portions were mostly unaffected, while operations were 
significantly improved at King Boulevard, Stocker Street, and Vernon Avenue. 

 All red time was changed at several locations to provide a consistent one second of all 
red time. 

 Lane widths were changed from 12 feet to 10 feet on Crenshaw Boulevard in at-grade 
crossing intersections to better reflect proposed lane widths. 

 Northbound and southbound left turns were removed at 54th Street/Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

 The southbound left turn at Exposition Boulevard/Crenshaw Boulevard was removed. 
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 Double left-turn lanes (150 feet) were added to Slauson Avenue/Crenshaw Boulevard 
on the east and westbound approaches. Dedicated right-turn lanes were allowed 
between 4:00 and 6:00 p.m. on the north and southbound approaches. It will remain 
a shared through right turn lane on the north and southbound approaches between 
6:30 a.m. and 4 p.m. due to school drop offs. 

 Westbound at Centinela Ave/Florence Avenue is now double right-turns and two 
through lanes. 

 Protected left turns were added at the intersections of Florence Avenue with Cedar, 
Eucalyptus, and Ivy to provide railroad clearance operations at these locations, and 
address delays caused by railroad pre-emption.   

Modeling Results 
In general, the results support the findings contained in the environmental analysis 
while providing additional information on impacts to pedestrians and LRT vehicles.  
Microsimulation was performed using VISSIM 5.10 by PTV Vision.  The simulation 
analysis calculated the delay at each intersection approach, queues, and corridor travel 
time results.  The VISSIM model was based on the new advanced conceptual designs for 
the Crenshaw LRT, the corridor intersection lane configurations, and the updated DEIR 
corridor signal timing assumptions included in the Intersection Delay & Lane 
Configuration Report in the Traffic Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR.  For a more detailed 
description of the microsimulation methodology and results, refer to the Traffic 
Microsimulation Report in the Traffic Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR.  

The evaluation of intersection impacts is discussed in two parts based on whether or not 
the LPA operates at-grade in the same right-of-way with automobile traffic.  The 
intersections where the LPA operates at-grade in the same right-of-way with automobile 
traffic are discussed separately to establish the appropriate combination of light rail 
transit and traffic signal operations and optimize the effectiveness of the local 
transportation network. 

Under the LPA, 11 of the 26 intersections would operate at acceptable levels of service.  
Twenty-three of the 26 study intersections are not in locations where the LPA operates at-
grade in the same right-of-way with automobile traffic. The remaining three of the 26 
study intersections are located along the at-grade portion of the alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard from 60th to 48th Streets:   

 Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue 

 Crenshaw Boulevard/54th Street 

 Crenshaw Boulevard/48th Street 

These three intersections are representative of the intersections along Crenshaw Boulevard 
where the LPA operates at-grade.  Additional intersection analysis was completed during 
advanced conceptual engineering to characterize the full range of effects of the project 
along these at-grade segments.  These three intersections were analyzed with a range of 
signal cycle lengths ranging from 120 to 150 seconds.  The analysis assumes a combination 
of fixed and adaptive timing to facilitate the appropriate signal progression along Crenshaw 
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Boulevard to accommodate both light rail operations and traffic flow.  The analysis also 
assumes the prohibition of left turns from Crenshaw Boulevard to 54th Street.  A 150-
second cycle length is used to represent the scenario representing maximum signal timing 
for intersection analysis.  A 120-second cycle length represents the minimum cycle length 
that can accommodate the signal phasing required for both light rail operations and traffic 
flow. The range of cycle lengths provides flexibility during subsequent phases of design for 
the project to provide a foundation to coordinate with LADOT in establishing the 
appropriate signal operations design that is ultimately applied.   

The intersection analysis for the remaining 23 intersections does not alter signal cycle 
lengths and the 2030 intersection LOS, delay, and V/C ratio calculations are provided for 
the LPA in comparison to 2030 No-Build condition. 

Intersections with Ranges of Signal Cycle Lengths for At-Grade Operation.  The LPA would 
not result in adverse traffic impacts at any of the three at-grade intersections along 
Crenshaw Boulevard based on a 150-second cycle length for the year 2030.  The LPA 
would result in adverse effects at the Crenshaw Boulevard/54th Street intersection for the 
140-, 130-, 120-second signal cycle lengths (using the LADOT criteria).  The project would 
cause the LOS to degrade from C to D with an increase in delay of over 7.5 seconds.  The 
two other study intersections (Crenshaw Boulevard/48th Street and Crenshaw 
Boulevard/Slauson Avenue) along the at-grade segment of Crenshaw Boulevard would 
not result in adverse effects at the 150-, 140-, 130-, 120-second signal cycle lengths.  The 
longer signal cycle lengths would result in Crenshaw Boulevard getting more of the 
signal phase which would cause east and west-bound traffic to wait longer and some 
queues would build up on these streets.  The LOS and delay for the range of signal cycle 
lengths compared to the No-Build Alternative are provided in Appendix G.   

There is one location (Crenshaw Boulevard and 54th Street) that is impacted at signal 
cycle lengths at or less than 140 seconds. There are no changes in street geometry that 
would reduce impacts.  Increasing the signal cycle length to 150 seconds would eliminate 
the impact. The determination of the signal cycle length, however, is an issue broader 
than the effects at a single intersection and has system implications for the grid of 
intersections north and south as well as east and west of this location. Within this system 
constraint, the intersection operations will be optimized to the extent feasible through a 
cooperative effort between Metro and LADOT as the project progresses toward 
implementation. Because there is no absolute certainty that the 150 cycle length can be 
achieved, the impacts at this intersection are considered significant and adverse. 

Parking loss for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would primarily occur on 
the inner portion of the frontage road bordering both sides of Crenshaw Boulevard 
between 48th and 60th Street. There is a total loss of 308 on-street parking spaces along 
Crenshaw Boulevard with a loss of 142 northbound and 166 southbound on-street 
parking spaces.  A parking utilization survey conducted during the Advance Conceptual 
Engineering Phase determined that the loss of on-street parking would not result in a 
parking shortage for the area.  The location and size of the park and ride facilities was 
refined during the Advance Conceptual Engineering Phase.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La Brea, West, and Exposition 
Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot will contain up to 120 spaces, the La Brea 
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Station park and ride lot will contain up to 100 spaces, and the Exposition Station park 
and ride lot will contain up to 110 spaces.  Together, these facilities would serve the 
transit corridor’s parking demands. 
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Master Response 6. Selection of the LRT Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 

An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to 
identify the transit alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the 
Alternatives Analysis is presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the 
DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not limited to regional 
connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for 
further analysis into the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail 
transit and a bus rapid transit alternative be studied for further consideration based on 
the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives identified for further study in the 
Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a Transportation Systems 
Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in the 
DEIS/DEIR.  Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro 
Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  
The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel 
time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger 
support of community goals for economic development, and a connectivity with other 
elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).  The 
BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow operation and 
the slow speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Additional traffic impacts would occur from the 
conversion of mixed flow lanes in narrow sections of Crenshaw Boulevard.   
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Master Response 7. Safety Treatments and approach to safety for the project. 

Achieving vehicular and pedestrian safety near the operation of a light rail transit line is 
the result of several conditions, including safety oriented design, light rail operator 
training, and public education.  When the light rail transit line is at-grade, it would 
operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised 
curb.    The evaluations were conducted using the Metro Grade Crossing Policy for Light 
Rail Transit.  The evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation 
measures identified in the Safety and Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the 
level of safety at crossings.  The exact safety measures to be implemented is determined 
through consultation and approval by the California Public Utilities Commission.   
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Master Response 8. Parking along Park Mesa.  

Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic 
patterns, reduce on street parking and change access to local businesses during 
construction.  Metro will work with and coordinate with local businesses to minimize 
adverse effects to the extent feasible.  During operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project, access to surrounding businesses and residences would be improved 
and vehicle trips within the Corridor would be reduced.  A parking inventory of on-street 
parking along Crenshaw Boulevard found that the existing parking was underutilized and 
the remaining parking after implementation of the project would be sufficient to 
accommodate the demand and would not be detrimental to the existing businesses along 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  With removal of the frontage road that parallels Crenshaw 
Boulevard from 48th to 60th Streets, the existing bus stops would be relocated.  
Relocating the existing bus stops results in the removal of additional on-street parking 
spaces on Crenshaw Boulevard.  Based on the advanced conceptual engineering designs 
and relocation of the existing bus stops, there is a permanent loss of 142 northbound and 
166 southbound on-street parking spaces between 48th and 60th Streets. 
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Master Response 9. Grade separations and Environmental Justice. 

When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several 
modes were considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the 
existing and planned development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates 
for ridership along the corridor, heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) 
was deemed to be not necessary and inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX 
Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect 
to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  Because Light 
Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-grade), Metro 
adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address 
the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings 
be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to 
all Metro project corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of 
adjacent neighborhoods.   

Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the 
premise that LRT is primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and 
incorporates grade separations.  This transit technology can operate in at-grade 
environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-or-way or guideway.  
Metro considers grade separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case basis 
primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and not on the socio-
economic profile of an area.  Traffic operations at intersections must be maintained at an 
acceptable level of service (LOS) in conjunction with adequate LRT train frequencies and 
overall travel times.  As described in the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA for the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project would operate at-grade between 48th Street and 60th Street, 
where it was determined that light rail could operate safely without the need of a grade 
separation.  This determination was based on the width of Crenshaw Boulevard at this 
point, traffic signal proposed operation modifications, and proposed street geometry 
changes.   
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Master Response 10. Park Mesa Heights.  

A below-grade alternative from 48th Street to 60th Street was studied during the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The study documented the characteristics of 
such a below-grade alignment.  Under the Base LRT Alternative, where the alignment is 
at-grade between 48th Street to 60th Street, no adverse impacts to traffic, safety, noise and 
vibration, aesthetic resources, environmental justice, or communities and neighborhoods 
would occur with implementation of mitigation measures.  A below grade segment from 
48thStreet to 60th Street would not eliminate any of the significant and unavoidable 
adverse impacts that were identified in the DEIS/DEIR.  Therefore, the physical 
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts would not require the 
alignment to be placed underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  In addition, 
the cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved 
Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.   
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Master Response 11. Exposition underground.  

The selected LPA included two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw 
Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria 
Avenue.  The inclusion of these two underground segments follows a consistent 
application of criteria for considering grade separations for light rail transit (LRT).  These 
criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such as traffic 
impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice 
impacts), and Metro’s established Grade Crossing Policy.  In locations where there is 
available right-of-way, where there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or 
where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s Grade Crossing Policy, the LRT 
alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The Metro Board also authorized continued 
environmental review of three design options including an extended below grade section 
between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade Separation) 
originally Design Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade 
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The 
incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to have a northern terminus at the 
Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.    
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Master Response 12. Crenshaw/Vernon Station.  

The locations of transit stations are determined on a case by case basis and are based on a 
combination of factors, which include, but are not limited to cost, potential ridership, 
displacement, engineering feasibility, and impacts on travel times.  A design option for a 
below-grade station at Vernon Avenue adjacent to Leimert Park was carried forward into 
the design process for further consideration.  The optional Vernon Station was not 
included into the project definition because of the proximity to the King Station (0.6 
miles) and cost to construct an underground station.   

The exact locations of the stations were determined during the station area planning 
workshops and final design process.  The optional Crenshaw/Vernon Station is an open 
cut trench station located in the Leimert Triangle, west of Vernon Avenue.  The 
Crenshaw/King Station would be located in the median of the Crenshaw Boulevard with 
a portal on the southwest corner of the Crenshaw/King Boulevards intersection.  An 
optional below-grade station at Vernon Avenue was carried forward through advanced 
conceptual engineering for further consideration.  As suggested by the commenter, the 
station was designed to be a trench station within the Vernon triangle, which would also 
contain construction staging areas and a TPSS for the purposes of environmental review 
and clearance.  At its May 2011 Board meeting, the Metro Board considered whether to 
add the Crenshaw/Vernon Station to the Project Definition and to add project funding.  
The below-grade station at Vernon was not incorporated into the final project definition 
but is still under consideration by the Metro Board as a design option.  Implementation 
of this station is dependent upon whether the cost of the station as reflected in bids of 
potential contractors can fit within designated project funding.  .  The Crenshaw/King 
station is located 0.4 miles from Leimert Park Village and would provide service to the 
Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza, as well as the Leimert Park Village Community.  
Depending on costs reflected in contractor bids, the tunnels may be designed to 
accommodate a station in the future should the station be supported by funding. 

The costs for construction of the at-grade station at Vernon stated in the DEIS/DEIR 
were preliminary projections which have since been refined during the final design 
process.  These revised costs are provided in the Chapter 8, Financial Analysis and 
Comparison of Alternatives of the FEIS/FEIR.  Although the below-grade Vernon Station 
is not part of the LPA, it is still an option that has been carried into the FEIS/FEIR.  The 
Metro Board of Directors can incorporate this design option into the LPA at the 
certification hearing, should the Board designate additional funding to pay for the design 
option.  For additional information, please refer to Chapter 2.0, Alternatives Considered, 
and Chapter 4.0, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, of the 
Alignment of the FEIS/FEIR. 
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K.5 Responses to Agency Comments 

COMMENT: 10-01. Congress of the US House of Representatives Diane E. Watson. 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Bell, Ken (Ken.Bell@maithouse.l)OY) 

Sent: Monday. October 26. 2009 5:15 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderic'< 

Subject: Crenshaw Transit corfiaor Project Stau~ment October 26, 2009 

Attachments:: aenShaw coaidor 2009.jpg.zip 

ROderiek, 

Please can me rt you have any questions. 

'/(fn. <JJe{{ 

Cfiiej !J)eputy 
Office of Co11gresswoma11 (i)iane <£. 1'1/atson. 
4322 •1,jlifsftire(Bfva., Sm:te 302 
£os f'/.119efes, CJ! 90010 
(323)965-1422 
(323) 965-1113 fiu:. 

I 11512009 
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Roderick D ia1. 

O[MCC?11.nc &NtOR '/IHIJ' 

Lh\lH, \,;~ Jl(Jl'C:O:,l>l'oll Er,l(.flil!t\tr.C.-'!I 
!'ld~llltt. C¥JtU Proj,t'l(1 Manager. Sood• U"Y ,\,-ea ·1._\'Uu. 

Los Angdcs C<mnly iVfolropolil<m Transpl,rli1tion Authoriiy 

Re: Crenshaw Ttm\slt Corrid(>r Proj Gct 

I l.'1vi11~ .td\'OC<1le<l sl•~nuou~ly fur a ligh t ra il --~pur li1>e'' to <iltry ""'-.~ ogeis frl)Jll die Wil~hirc <;on·idor 
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I a,u committed co promote four oh,iccth·e..,;, a.~ part of this proc.css: 

Pim ., i?lat ,he Crcniihaw Transit \,<1n idor Projoct utili7..:: !l.nd operate ns U_ght Rail Transit (LRT); 
1><<Widi,1g thf-1>.!s.l d~sit,11ed. b<lill Md run U~l'ISJ)Ottn!Jon modnlity feasible in fi1ll aocQrd.incc with 
1he n.:ed:.. \'Ulu~.s mid inpul of LI~ Cocridor':; cot11mm1i(ies am.I U\e p11ssefl!{C1~ whc;i ti'tlvcr,;e it., 
a..~uri11.g e-qu:1;1bfo ri:.ga.rd ror lhe i:oncems. safely aml St:Nicc (If afignmt111 cc,011,iunicics. 
maxim izing aesthciit". sound, v i,bration, cn\'ironmctitai & privacy mitigations, 
prescl'vin&fimproving quality-of-life for neighborhoods, schoo!s & businesses, and assuring w sl• 
idft(·li,:e, eHl,i:U11nu:11t.tlly frit 11dly, and di-.·tf:i~ dt:..signicc,n-s:11'11~ i()1t,,'<:c1v icc.:hiring with joll 
priorily for J1.X.'al ~ :;idcuts anti l.:>u.sin~e.$. 
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V.eri~(>!t .tud Slauson Avefnt~. 
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lhe nor lh and center of Le>& /\.llgeles 10 lh~ region•s major airport and to the South Bay. and vke 
,•ersa, 

1:ourt.h. I st~out,u">ly jd\·ol':ate for futu~ pk11'l tliug_-:md ln11>lemeot:llir111 (Irr .RT heading north th.1m 
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inrer~ <;liOtl bl.lilt so as to ma~imizl~ commodious passenger lnmsl'er from one to the oth<:r. 

Please contact me or my u anspormtion deputy . .K::-n Bell, for ,my follow-up. 

Sin~ I)', 

l)i.m,e f,, \VatS(ln 
~•ltmbe.r of Congress 

... ,..,1 .. ... ,.,.., .... ,,,-,:-.,, ~-•· 
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Response to comment 10-01-A. 

Comment Noted.  Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a valuable part of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative was selected as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors for many of the reasons that the commenter has cited. 

Response to comment 10-01-B. 

Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park 
Mesa Heights.  Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment 
from 39th Street to Exposition Boulevard.  

Response to comment 10-01-C. 

Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX LRT line includes stations along Crenshaw Boulevard at King 
Slauson, and Exposition.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 

Response to comment 10-01-D. 

Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors acknowledges the necessity for ensuring a seamless 
airport connection for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and included Design Option 1, an 
aerial station at Century as part of the locally preferred alternative to facilitate this connection.  In 
addition, the Crenshaw/LAX LRT Line will connect to the Metro Green Line spur at Imperial 
Highway and terminate at the Redondo Beach Station where passengers would be able to transfer to 
the Green Line and continue traveling south to the South Bay.  Passengers would also be able to 
transfer to the Metro Green Line at the Century Station, where they would be able to travel west 
along the Metro Green Line. 

Response to comment 10-01-E. 

Comment noted.  Please see Response to comment 10-01-D. 

Response to comment 10-01-F. 

The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors on December 10, 2009 has 
a northern terminus at Exposition Boulevard.  A future expansion of the line to the north is not part 
of the proposed project but is included in the unfunded element of Metro’s adopted Long Range 
Transportation Plan.  As shown in the FEIS/FEIR, the Advanced Conceptual Engineering indicates a 
design for this terminus that does not preclude future expansion to the north.  Also, the 
incorporation of Design Option 6 into the Project will facilitate any potential future expansion.  
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COMMENT: 10-02. United States Environmental Protection Agency. 
 

 

--------------~ Metro 

OCT·26· 2009 l10K 03: 12 Pn U. S. E. P. P. FIil( NO. 4159478026 P. 02107 

UNITED STATES ENV1RON'4ENTAI. PROTECTION AGENCY 
A£.Qk>N IX 10·2 

Mr. Ray Tellis 
Federal Traosil Administralion 
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office 
888 S. Figuera• Street, Suite ISSO 
Los Angeles, Colifomia 90017 

7S t-fawthOMt Str .. t 
Sin Francisco, CA 9◄JOS-3901 

October 26, 2009 

Subject; Draft Eovil'onmental Jmpac.l State:i:nent for 1he Crcnsha:w Tans.it Corridor Projoct, 
Loi Angeles, Cohfomia (CBQ #20090315) 

Dear Mr. Tellis: 

The Environmental Protection A,ccncy (EPA) has rtviewt.d the above-referenced 
document pursuant to the National 6nvironment3l Policy Act (NEPA), Council on 
Environmental Qualily (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts I S00-1 S08), and Section 309 of the 
CJe~o Air Acl. Our detailed co1nme1\ts ace enclosed. 

We commend the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the tos Angeles Cou.nty 
Metropolitan Transporution Au1hority (LACMTA) fot sceklnc to improve public transponation 
service. especially in an area of hi~ transit dopondencc, high traffic oongeslion. and impacted 
air quality. 

We also apprceio.te th.n.t the Draft Environmental Jmpacl Statement (DB(S) uses plain 
language and illustrative graphics to 1nake the technical infonnation more easily undenlood by 
the public. In partieulac, lhe discussion of previous and ongoing altem~tives analysis and 
screening provides the public and decisionrnakC1'$ wi1h ~ good summaty of-the benefits aod 
imp nets of the various altc:ma1ives. ln the ongoing alternatives analysis p(Occss. EPA cncourases 
Ff A a11d LAC MT A to con.sider the long~1erm nec:d,s of, and polcntial benefits to. the commun.it_y 
ill detennin.in.& the loc.ally preferred allcntntive for !he: project. 

EPA has some concerns about lbe :iir <[uality analysis for 1he projeGt and has idditional 
suggestions for water quality impact 111alysis and mitiga1ion. ·Jnerefore, we have ratod Ous 
document EC2. Env,ronmemaJConc,irns. /111ufficient JnformaJion, Please see the art.ached 
R.altng Fcctor, for a description of our rating system. 
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© Metro. ______________ _ 

OCT-26-2009 l10N 03 : 12 Pn U.S. E. P. A. FAX HO. 4159478026 P. 03/0? 

We appreciate the opportunity to l'.'e'View this D81S. When the. FinaJ EIS is released for 
public review, pleiise send two copies to O,~ address above (mail c.ode: CED8 2). {f you have any 
questions. please contact Carolyn MulvihilJ. the lead reviewer for this projecl, at 415 .. 947~3SS4 
or mulvihilLcatolyn@-epa.gov. 

Enclosures: 
Summary oCEPA Ra.tine Definitions 
EPA's Decailed Comments 

Sincerely, 

Kalhle•n M. Goforth, Mana r 
Envirorunaical Review Offi«: (CED-2) 

oc: Roderick Diaz, L<>s Angeles County Metropolitan Tra11sportalion Authority 
Ray Sulcys. Federal Transit Administration 
Steve Smith, South Coast Air Q,1ality Management District 
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--------------~ Metro 

OCT-26-2009 i,:)I 03: 12 Ptt U.S. E. P. A. FAX NO. 4159478026 

EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ONTI<.6DlW'T ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STAT6MllNT FOR 
THE CR.BNSl!A W l"R.ANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT, OCTOBER 26, 2009 

Air Quality 

A1'r Quahty Morutormg D"'" and Hot Spot Analysis 

The Draft Bnvironmcnt•l lmp•ct Statement (DEIS) includes air quality 
monitoring data for the years 2005 to 2007. Data for 2006 to 2008 is now avai!Jlblc and 
2007 co 2009 may be available io fone for publication of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statcmetit (FEIS), This updated data will impact the determination of background 
concentrations of ~on monoxjde (CO) and s:ub.s«}uent hot spot analysis, More 
information is available al http~/www,cpa,gov/ajrtzt:ndsfvalues.html. 

fn addition, while Table 4-26 indicates that the No Build, TranSpOrtation Systems 
Management (TSM). and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives would result in the same 
CO hot spot co~entrarlon<, the table doesn't appear to include data for the Llghl Rail 
Transit {LRT) alternative. Please verify in tbc FEIS what tbe 2030 CO concentralioo, 
would be for the LRT alternative. 

Recom1n1.ndatl1>ns: 

• Include op-loMdate mon.irorins data in the FEIS. Update cakulations of 
baclcgrou.nd CO concentrations and potential CO bot Spots aod include this 
d:ita. and any rneasmes to mitigate potential impacts, i.n the FEJS. 

• Include CO bot spot concentrations resulting from tbe LR.T aJtematlve in the 
FBIS. 

The DEJS does not include a p&.rticulate matter (PM) hot spot analysis and states 
W t FHWA guidance soys that <,la project may be screened Out of the project♦level 
>nalysis if tho 'build' vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is less dun or equal to tbe ' no build' 
VMT." Th.is statement refers 10 a method that l$ no longer cwrent practice. A qualitative 
.PM hot spot analysis must be performed if a project is detennined to be n ''project of nir 
quality concern. 1' See 40 CFR 93. 123 for more infon:n1ttion. 

• If the project has bee.a detenni.ned (o be a "'project of air quality concern" then 
include in the FElS a PM hot spot analysjs and mitigation mea-sures proposed 
for any adverse impacts.. 

Air Quality Conformity 

The DEIS contains both general conformity and transportation wafonnity 
a11a1)'ies. However, because the proJect ls proposed to be fitnded in part by Fed.era) 
Transil Administration (FTA) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funds, EPA 
bt:lieves that transportation conformity requirements apply to the project, rather than 
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gcner.al confonnity, We note that both the lhresbolds listed in Table 4-24 and the 
determination ofan adverse impact from LRT altem.ati11e NOx emissions. refer to a 
general confonnity analysis. The OBIS does not clearly identify what actions associatod 
with th.e proposed project would require a ecncral conformity discussiQn and analysis, so 
it appears that the information regarding regional operating cmJSsions is provided for 
purposes or disclosure. While EPA appreciates the additional 1.ttfOflllatioo provided for 
disclosure, we note that it is not a necessary component of the confonnity process for this 
project. However, if additional fllllding, approval. or actions by another federal agency 
(besides FT A or FHW A) are anticipated, the general conformity analysis should be 
iueluded. 

ff FT A detemiines that a general confonnity analysis is in fact requi.red, then the 
general coofonnity analysis on pages 4-152 and 4 .. 1 S3 shoh ld be clarified to discu&.s the 
s.ource of the increased NOx emissions &om the proposed light rail transit (LRT) line. 
FT A should also provide potential mitjgation measures for these impacls. 

Recom,n~ndaJions: 

• lffcdcral funding ouetion from• feder.al agency other than FTA and FHWA 
is .imticipated, provide th.at information in the FEJS and include a general 
conformity analysis. Clarify the source of incteased NO.x omissions front LRT 
and identify measUteS to red\1ce l.hMe impacts, 

• If FT A and FHWA are the only federal agencies providing funding, approval 
or associated actions for this project, a general conformity 8.ruUysis is not 
necessary for the projecl 

GreenhoMSe Goses and Climate Change 

The section 04 global clirn.31e change should be updated to roOect rec.cot actions 
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). EPArecommeads that~ FEIS i,,,Iude 
the mosc current inform.at.ion at the time of release of the .PEIS. Sec 
hUp://www,epa.ggvkJimatcchaoge/jnitiatives/indcx,html for current infonnation. ln 
particular, the following io.formatioo. should be included: 

• On June 30, 2009, BPA granted a waiver of Clean Ajr Act preemption to 
California for the state's greenhouse gas (OHO) emission stand>rds for motor 
vehicles begi1uling with the 2009 model year. 

• In response to the FY 2008 C,nsolidated Appropriations Act (H.R. 2764; 
Public Law 110-161). 6P A has issued the final Mandatory Reporting of 
Greenhouse Gases Rule. Signed by the EPA Administrator on Septcmb<x 22, 
2009, lhe rule requir~ that suppUers of fossil fuels and industrial G.HGs, 
manufacturers of vehicles and engines outside of thc-)ight duty sector. and 
facilities that emit 25.000 metric tons or more of GHGs per year submit 
innual reports to EPA. The rule is intended to collect accurate and 1imely 
emissions data lO guide futute policy decisions on climate change. 

• On September 15, 2009, EPA and the O.partment of Transportation's 
National llighway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) proposed a new 
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nal.ionat program that would reduce OHG emissions and improve fue1 
economy for all new cm and trucks sold in the United States. f.f>A proposed 
the firSt nation,J GHG cmjS$ions sta.ndards under the CJenn Air Act, and 
NHTSA proposed Corporate A vcr•t• Fu<l Economy (CAFE) st.mdards Under 
the Energy Policy and ConS<){Vation Acl This proposed national pro~am 
would allow automobile manufacturers to build a single lighl~dury national 
(leet 1h31 S3.tisfics all requirements uudcr both Feder&l programs and 1he 
standards of California and other states, 

• On April 17, 2009, Ule EPA Ad1ninistriJ.orproposed two related Findings 
under the Clean A~ Act: an Endangerment Finding that six key OH Gs 
constitute a threat 10 human health and welfare. and a Cause and Contnbnte 
Flnding that fow of these GHGs are emitted from motor vehicles and 
contribute to atmospheric concentrations. Tue comnlCL\t period fot this 
proposal closed on June 23, 2009. 

Reco,-,,,emlatio": 

• Include an updated discussion of the regulatory environment for GHGs and 
cliJJ)A(C-chMge in the FEIS to reflec1 recent actions by EPA, 

The DEIS also stii.tcs that the LRT alternative would ,esnlt m M increase in GHG 
cmiS$ions comp:i..rcd to the No Build altemative. A phooe conversation with the Los 
Angeles Co,utty Metropoh<all Transportation Aulhority {LACMTA) clarified that this 
increase would result fr:oi:n increased service from "feeder buses" sctving the LRT line. 
This cxplan3tion should be included in the F:EJS along with supporting data and analyses. 
EPA also understands ~,at LACMT A has discussed !he GHG modeling results with the 
Soulh Coasl Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and Iha! !he modeling resul!S 
may be updated for the FEIS. Please include any updated modeling rcsul!s in the FBIS. 

The discussion also states that new LRT stations would potentially lead to trans.it 
oriented development (TOD) along llte alignment. em;ouraging increased use of the light 
rail system. The FEIS should dlseuss !he implications tbal TOD and incuased lransil 
ridetship could have: on VMT and GHGs, 

• lnclude ioformation about sources ofGHG, associated with the LRT 
alternative, any updated modeling results. and implic;tious of TOD on CHG 
emissions in the FEIS. 

Mobile Source Air Toxics 

While the project may decteMe concentrations of tnobile soutce air toxics 
(MS A Ts) in the area as a result of increased transit ridership and lower au1omobilc U$C, 

localiz.cd MSAT impacts may result from inCJ'eased col\sestio.n at intersections whose 
level of service would dc.cHnc as a result of the project. BPA encourages fTA a.nd 
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LACMTA 10 considu wlwtbor sensitive rcccpton such u schools, bospiuls, ot 
,esidealial facilities for Ille eldorly, are lacw:d near lbo,e inte,seclions, iU1d if so. 
implement mltig>1i011 measur .. to prot,ct th• impKtod populatioos. 

• Oct.ermine whether increa.ccd con,tcadon a-t identified intersections would 
rdult in MSAT impacts on any sensitive recq>lors in the vicinjty of those 
intetSec-tions:. 

• If adverse lmpacrs would occur, propose mitigalion for those impacts and 
include this information and mitigation measures in lhc FEJ,S. 

Wat~r Q oalUy 

The DEIS sales that theSllldyareadrains !ndiRdlyto Bauon,Cn:cl< and 
Domi.....,. Creek. It al,o swes that Bal1011a Creek isl Cluo Water Act (CW A) 303(d) 
listed lmplired *&IOr body, but the DEIS <enlains ao incompldc list of pollulMIII, 
Ballo .. Creek ii currently CWA 30J(d) lbtcd at an im~ircd -c:rl>cdy for co~forrn 
bacteria, diaaolved copper, cyanide, lead, .. ienlum, toxicity,-'>, viroses (cntcric), and 
zinc. Ballon.i Creek i, uo lou,ger impaired by c:t.dmium. Dominguu Cteek (linod portiOf'I 
above Vc:nnout Avenue) is CWA 30J(d) listed for 1nunonia, copper, diazinon, indica1or 
bacteria. lead, toxicily, &Sid zinc. This updated info1mat'lon should be incl\1ded in the 
FEIS. 

Con.sidcring the existing imµainncnt or thote local water bodies, 8P A encourages 
aggressive c.fI'orta to tnaruige storm water runoff ta minimize ~tional i.nttod:uction of 
poUuunts. EPA •llo encoungcs impltrnClllO!ion of"&,- infra"10Cture'· in onsitc 
storrnwm, man&gCl110II. "Green~-• mim,cs oamnl S)'Slcms by lll»orl>ing 
slorm""'"' into lhe £t0Und (infiltration), using lrces Md otba ,mum vcgeutio<t 10 
convert it r.o water vapor (c:vaponnspir"'1ion), and usi.ng rain ban:els or cisterns ro ~,e. 
and reuse 1t0rmwatcr. These natural p.roces.ses nanage stormwatcr ruoo!fin 4 way that 
m.ainlll.in.s or rt,Store4 the site's no.tul'al hydrolo&Y, Feauuu such as biorecc11lio11 lll'US, 
vtgc13.ted swal.es, porous p:ivement.. and filter suipt c:i.n serve as both stormwater 
ttc,umcnt QJ'ld visual enhancements in station wea.s. More detailed information on these 
fomu oC"grecn inftast.ruc.ture'' tan be found at 
ht1p:l/cfpub,epa,g9v/nnde:itbomc-cfin?proswn i¢"228· 

• Include C"11'0lll CWA 303(d) impainncnl infocmatlon in the FEIS, 
• hnp~""" ~~ stonnWatu managc:mem. includmJ; green infrostnicttN 

wl*c pou.ible aod ideoti!y com.mlrmaus co specific ctottnwafcr management 
t<CMiqucs in the FEIS. 
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Response to comment 10-02-A. 

Comment noted.  FTA and Metro appreciate the input provided.  Two copies of the FEIS/FEIR were 
mailed to the address provided. 

Response to comment 10-02-B. 

Air Quality Monitoring Data and Hot Spot Analysis 
 
The three recommendations in the comment are addressed below. 

1. Include up-to-date monitoring data in the FEIS. Update the calculations of background CO 
concentrations and potential CO hot spots and include this data, and any measures to 
mitigate potential impacts, in the FEIS – The air quality analysis has been updated to include 
the most recent monitoring data.  As Table 4-21 of the DEIS/DEIR indicates, the eight-hour 
federal standard for O3 was exceeded between zero and four days annually at the Los Angeles-
North Main Street monitoring station during the 2006 through 2008 period.  During that 
same period, the eight-hour federal standard for O3 was not exceeded at the LAX-Hastings 
monitoring station.  Additionally, the 24-hour federal standard for PM10 was exceeded on two 
days in 2007 at the LAX-Hastings monitoring station.  The annual federal standard for PM2.5 
was exceeded each year from 2006 through 2008.  The federal standards for CO, NO2, and 
SO2 were not exceeded at either monitoring station from 2006 to 2008. 

Table 4-21.  2006 to 2008 Air Quality Summary for Study Area Monitoring Stations 

Air Pollutant  Federal Standard Exceedance  

Los Angeles-North Main 
Street  LAX-Hastings  

2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008 

Carbon 
Monoxide 
(CO) 

Maximum 1-hr concentration (ppm) 
Days > 35 ppm (1-hr standard) 
Days > 9 ppm (8-hr standard) 

3
0
0

3
0
0

3
0
0

3 
0 
0 

3
0
0

4
0
0

Ozone (O3) Maximum 8-hr Concentration (ppm) 
Days > 0.075 ppm (8-hr standard) 

0.079
0

0.102
4

0.090
3

0.066 
0 

0.074
0

0.075
0

Nitrogen 
Dioxide (NO2) 

Annual Arithmetic Mean (ppm) 
Exceed Standard (0.053 ppm  Annual 
Arithmetic Mean) 

0.029
No

0.030
No

0.028
No

0.016 
No 

0.014
No

0.014
No

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 

Maximum 24-hr Concentration (ppm) 
Days > 0.14 ppm (24-hr standard) 

0.03
0

0.00
0

0.00
0

0.01 
0 

0.01
0

0.01
0

Suspended 
Particulate 
(PM10) 

Maximum 24-hr concentration (g/m3) 
Days > 150 g/m3  (24-hr standard)  

59
0

78
0

66
0

45 
0 

96
2

50
0

Suspended 
Particulate 
(PM2.5) 

Annual Arithmetic Mean 
Exceed Standard (15 g/m3  Annual 
Arithmetic Mean) 

15.6
Yes

16.8
Yes

15.7
Yes

N/A 
N/A 

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A = Not Available; ppm = parts per million 
Source: SCAQMD, http://www.aqmd.gov/smog/historicaldata.htm, 2010. 
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SCAQMD defines the background level as the highest reading over the past three years.  A 
review of data from the Los Angeles-North Main Street monitoring station for the 2006 to 
2008 period indicates that the one- and eight-hour background concentrations are 
approximately 3 and 3.1 parts per million (ppm), respectively.  Data from the LAX-Hastings 
monitoring station for the 2006 to 2008 period indicates that the one- and eight-hour 
background concentrations are approximately 4 and 2.5 ppm, respectively.  Accordingly, the 
existing one- and eight-hour background concentrations at both stations do not exceed the 
federal CO standard of 35 ppm and 9 ppm, respectively. 

The CO hot spot analysis in the Draft EIR was based on 2006 to 2008 data. Background 
concentrations were correctly assumed to be 4 and 3.1 ppm, respectively, for one- and eight-
hour conditions.  No updates are necessary.   

2. Include CO hot spot concentrations resulting from the LRT Alternative in the FEIS - The 
comment correctly noted that the localized CO concentrations for the LRT Alternative were 
omitted from Table 4-26 of the DEIS/DEIR.  Revised Table 4-26 is shown below.  Localized 
CO concentrations associated with the LRT Alternative would not exceed the federal 
standards. 

Table 4-26.  2030 Carbon Monoxide Concentrations/a/ 

Alternative and Intersection 

1-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

8-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project 
Year (2030) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project Year 
(2030) 

No Build Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Rd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

TSM Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Avenue - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker Street - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Rd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 
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Alternative and Intersection 

1-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

8-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project 
Year (2030) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project Year 
(2030) 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 
BRT Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Road - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

LRT Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Road - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

/a/ Existing concentrations include year 2008 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 4 and 3.1 ppm, respectively.  
Future concentrations include year 2030 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 1and 1.1 ppm, respectively. 

Source:  TAHA, 2008. 

3. If the project has been determined to be a “project of air quality concern” then include in the 
FEIS a PM hot spot analysis and mitigation measures proposed for any adverse impacts – 
The EPA specified in 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1) that projects of air quality concern are certain 
highway and transit projects that involve significant levels of diesel vehicle traffic, or any 
other project that is identified in the PM2.5 or PM10 State Implementation Plan (SIP) as a 
localized air quality concern.  The LRT Alternative would be powered by electricity and, 
therefore, would not involve significance levels of diesel traffic.  In addition, the Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor Project is not identified in the SIP as a localized air quality concern.  The 
LRT Alternative is not a project of air quality concern, and a PM hot spot analysis is not 
necessary. 
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Air Quality Conformity  
 

The two recommendations in the comment are addressed below. 
 

1. If federal funding or action from a federal agency other than FTA and FHWA is anticipated, 
provide that information in the FEIS and include a general conformity analysis.  Clarify the 
source of increased NOX emissions from the LRT Alternative and identify measures to reduce 
those impacts –Under EPA Guidance, the General Conformity Rule applies to all federal 
actions that are taken in designated nonattainment or maintenance areas. However, there are 
three exceptions, one of which is actions covered by the transportation conformity rule.  
Since the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project falls under the transportation conformity rule and a 
transportation conformity analysis was completed, a general conformity analysis is not 
necessary.  For informational purposes, 71 ppd of NOx would be generated from the 
electricity required to operate a light rail system.   NOx emissions from automobiles would be 
reduced by four ppd and NOx emissions from buses would be less than one ppd under the 
Base LRT Alternative.   
 

2. If FTA and FHWA are the only federal agencies providing funding, approval or associated 
actions for this project, a general conformity analysis is not necessary for this project – See 
above response.   
 

Response to comment 10-02-C. 

Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change 
 
The two recommendations in the comment are addressed below. 
 

1. Include an updated discussion of the regulatory environment for GHGs and climate change 
in the FEIS to reflect recent actions by EPA – The FEIS/FEIR has been updated to reflect the 
most recent greenhouse gas (GHG) and climate change actions taken by the USEPA.  
Updated regulatory information includes discussion of: 
 The USEPA Clean Air Act waiver that allows California to apply GHG standards to 

vehicles beginning with the 2009 model year; 
 The USEPA Final Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gases Rule; 
 The Department of Transportation’s National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration’s program to reduce GHG emissions and improve fuel economy for 
new cars and trucks sold in the United States; and 

 The USEPA finding that the current and projected concentrations of the six key well-
mixed GHGs--carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), 
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)--
in the atmosphere threaten the public health and welfare of current and future 
generations. 

 
2. Include information about sources of GHGs associated with the LRT Alternative, any 

updated modeling results, and implications of TOD on GHG emissions in the FEIS –  
 
The largest source of greenhouse gas emissions are from automobiles.  Public transportation 
projects generally reduce the amount of cars driving on the road, by providing the public with 
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alternative means of transportation.  Less cars on the road leads to less sources of pollution.  
Because of the higher capacity of LRT, rail vehicles are able to transport higher quantities of 
people while producing fewer emissions than the cars they are replacing.  This results in a 
reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.  As shown in Table 4-17 of the Air Quality section of 
the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA would decrease automobile VMT and associated GHG emissions 
compared to baseline conditions by 19,741 metric tons per year.  The LPA would result in 
less GHG emissions than baseline conditions, and would cause a beneficial global warming 
impact.    

Table 4-17.  Estimated GHG Emissions 

Source  
Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (Metric Tons per Year) 

/a/ 

Operations  (21,045) 

Construction /a/ 1,304 

Total (19,741) 
/a/ Based on SCAQMD guidance, construction emissions are amortized over a 30-year period to represent annual 

emissions 
Source:  TAHA, 2011. 

The LPA would reduce regional emissions and, as such, would be consistent with regional 
greenhouse reduction plans (e.g., SB 375).  As discussed in Section 4.1, Land Use and 
Development, new stations would potentially lead to transit oriented development along the 
alignment.  Transit oriented development would encourage the use of the light rail system.   
 

Mobile Air Toxics 
 
The two recommendations in the comment are addressed below. 

 
1. Determine whether increased congestion at identified intersections would result in MSAT 

impacts on any sensitive receptors in the vicinity of those intersections – The comment states 
that the environmental analysis should assess localized MSAT impacts that may result from 
increased congestion at intersections.  The FHWA has published detailed guidance for 
analyzing MSAT impacts.  The guidance was recently updated on September 30, 2009 and 
this update contains the latest methodology recommended by the FHWA.  The guidance 
assesses MSATs on a regional level and does not contain any reference or guidance for 
assessing MSAT exposure from congested intersections.  In addition, as discussed on Page 4-
156 of the DEIS/DEIR, neither the BRT nor LRT Alternatives would introduce new 
substantial sources of diesel particulate emissions and sensitive receptor exposure to MSATs 
is anticipated to be low.    
 

2. If adverse MSAT impacts would occur, propose mitigation for those impacts and include this 
information and mitigation measures in the FEIS – The proposed project would not result in 
MSAT impacts, and no mitigation measures are necessary. 
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Response to comment 10-02-D. 

Water Quality 

The two recommendations in the comment are addressed below. 
 

1. Include current CWA 303(d) impairment information in the FEIS. – Section 4.8 of the 
FEIS/FEIR has been updated to include the most recent CWA 303(d) impairment 
information for Ballona Creek and Dominguez Creek    
 

2. Implement aggressive stormwater management, including green infrastructure where 
possible and identify commitments to specific stormwater management techniques in the 
FEIS – Section 4.8 of the FEIS/FEIR has been updated to include mitigation which would 
implement green infrastructure strategies for on-site stormwater management.   
 

The FEIS includes a completed list for Ballona Creek and Dominguez Creek as listed in Clear Water 
Act 303 (d). The list will be included in the Preliminary Hydrology Study for this phase of the project. 
Proposed water runoff practices will include implementation of "green infrastructure" (to be done by 
others) that will minimize additional introduction of pollutants. This will be addressed upon the 
preparation of the Final Hydrology Report and Civil Design for the station areas in the Design Phase. 
See Hydrology/Hydraulics and Drainage Report 

WQ5 During construction of the Project on-site integrated management strategies that employ 
green infrastructure strategies to capture runoff and remove pollutants to the extent feasible 
and cost effective.  Green infrastructure strategies combine a variety of physical, chemical, and 
biological processes that focus on conveying runoff to bioretention areas, swales, or vegetated 
open spaces.   

These green infrastructure strategies incorporate Low Impact Development stormwater design (LID) 
aimed at maintaining or restoring the natural hydrologic functions of a site to achieve natural 
resource protection objectives and fulfill environmental regulatory requirements.  LID employs a 
variety of natural and built features to reduce the rate of surface water runoff, filter pollutants out of 
runoff, and facilitate infiltration of water into the ground.  LID strives to prevent the generation of 
runoff by reducing the impervious foot print of a site, thereby reducing the amount of water that 
needs treatment.  The end hydrological results are a reduction in runoff volume, an increased time of 
concentration, reduced peak flow and duration, and improved water quality. 
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COMMENT: 10-03. FEMA United States Department of Homeland Security. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

November 24. 2009 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Pl"7A MS 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, California 90012-2952 

D<>arMr.Diaz; 

1 0-3 

tJ,S. ()ef)61 rtll'l$11f offfolltC.la llll Sffu.rily 
FE.\.tA Rcgiun IX 
111 1 &ro&dw~. Suitt.1200 
Cbtllm, Cl,, ?-4607-'0$1 

. FEMA 

This is in response to your request for comments on the 2 part of the Release of tbc Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor Dmfl Enviromncnla) Impact Statement/Draft Envirownemal Impact Report 
(DEIS/DEIR) proje«. 

Please revie\V the cwrent effective COU(Jtywide Flood Insurance Ralo Maps (FIRMs) for the 
County of Los Angeles (Community Nwuber 065043), Cities of Los Angeles(Community 
Number 060137), ln&lewood (Commw,.ity Number 065036), Hawthorne (Community Nwnber 
060123), and El Segundo (Community Number 0601 18), Maps revised September 26, 2008. 
Please note that the Cities Los A.ageles, Inglewood, Ha,.1home, El Segundo, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California are participants in the National Flood ln<urnncc Progrom (NFIP). 
The minimum. basic NFIP 0ooclpJWn management building requirements are described in Vol. 
44 Code of Federal Regulations (44 CFR), Sections 59 through 6$. 

A summary of these NFCP floodplain mana,sernent building requirements w-e as follows: 

• All buildiilgs c.onstruc[cd within a riverine noodplain. (i.e., Flood Zones A. AO, AH, A£. 
aod Al through A30 as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated so that the lowe<t 
floor is at or above the Base Flood Ete.vation feve.J i.n acco{dance with the effective Flood 
Iosurancc Rate Map. 

• If the area of construction is loca[ed within a Regulatory Floodwn)' a$ ddineatcd on the. 
FIRM, any ditl•tdupmenl must not increase base flood elevation levels. The term 
dei,•tlopmenf meant any man·•mlldc t hange to jmproved or u:oimproved real estate, 
iocluding but not limited fo buildings, otber structutts:, mining, dredgin~ fi lling, 
g·ra.ding, paving, ei cav1dio.o or drilliog ope.rations, aod storage of equipment or 
m.aterials. A hydrologk: and hydraulic analysis must be perfonned pri6r LO lhe. ::;tart of 
development, and must demonstrate Iha( the devclopm-ent would not cause any rise in 
base flood levels. No rise is pennitted within regulatory floodways. 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Page2 
November 24, 2009 

• All buildings constructed within a coastal high hazard area, (any of !he "V" Flood Zones 
as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated on piling~ atid colwnns, so that the lov.,-est 
horizontal structural member, (excluding the pilings and columns), is elevated to or above 
the base flood el.evation level. In addition, the pOsts and pilings foundation and the 
structure auached thereto, is anchored to resist flotation. c:ollap.qe and lateral movement 
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously on all building 
components, 

• Upon completion of any development that changes existing. Specjal Flood Hazard Areas, 
the NFIP directs all participating communities to submi1 the appropriate hydrologic and 
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revisioJL In accordance with 44 Cl'R, Section 65.3, 
as soon as prac-tieable. but not later than six months after such data becomes available. a 
community shall notify FllMA of !he changes by submitting technical data for a flood 
map revision. To obtain copies of FEMA ►s Flood Map Revision Application Packages, 
please refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.g9y(b4,£jQ$}Sslnfiplforrns.sh0n. 

Please Nott : 

Many NFIP participating communities have adopted floodplain management building 
requirements which are more restrictive than the minimum federal standards described in 44 
CFl:l. Plea.,e contact the local community's floodplain manager for more information on local 
floodplain management building rcquiremeois. The City of Los Angeles floo<lplain manager can 
be reached by calling Susan S. Shu, Senior Civil Engineer, at (213) 485-4493. The Los Angeles 
Counly floodplain manager can be roached by calling C;eorge De La 0 , Senior Civi.l Engineer, at 
(626) 458-7155. The City oflnglcwood floodplain manager can be reached by calling William J. 
Mahar, Director, Engineering Department, at (310) 412-5333. •nie Ci!)' of Hawthorne floodplain 
manager can be reached by calling Elioth B. Obando, Senior engineer, at (3 JO) 349-2980. The 
Ci!)' of El Segundo floodplain manager can be reached by calling Greg Carpenter, Director, 
Planning and Building Safety Department, at (310) 524-2345. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate 10 call Cynthia McKenzie of the 
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-71 90. 

Since.rely, 

Gregor Blackbum, CFM, Branch hief 
Floodplain Management and losurancc Branch 

C 

D 
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Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Poge3 
November 24, 2009 

cc: 
Sman S. Shu, Senior Civil Engineer, Cily of Los Angeles 
George De La 0, Senior Civil Engineer, County of Los Angeles 
William J. Mahar, Engineering Director, City of Inglewood 
Elioth B. Obando, Senior Engineer, City of Hawthorne 
Oreg Carpenter, Director, Planning and Building Safecy Department, City of El Segundo 
Garret Tam Sing/Salomon Miranda, State of Califontia, Department of Water Resources, 

Soutl1ern District 
Cynthla McKenzie, Senior Floodplanner, CFM, DHS/FEMA Region IX 
Alessandro Amaglio, Environmental Officer, OHS/FEM,\ Region IX 
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o.s. 0tp1111snu.1 of Ro-mcbiid Steutity 
Region IX 
IJ 11 8rond',l,•Jy,S1,1iie: J'lOO 
Oakhlod, CA 94607~itt2 

FEMA 

Roderick Djaz, Project Manager 
Los Angele-,:; County Metropolitan Transportalion 
Authoriay 
One Gateway Plaza MS-99-22-3 
Los Angeles, California 90012-2952 

90012$2952 COOi 

1 1/27/2009 
031A 0003230072 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-22 August 2011 

Response to comment 10-03-A. 

The current effective countywide Flood Insurance Maps (FIRM) were reviewed for the County of Los 
Angeles, Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and El Segundo.  Under the LPA for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project, no construction would occur within a riverine floodplain (Zone A, 
AO, AH, AE, and A1- A30).   

Response to comment 10-03-B. 

The current effective countywide Flood Insurance Maps (FIRM) were reviewed for the County of Los 
Angeles, Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and El Segundo.  Under the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project, no construction would occur within a Regulatory Floodway as delineated on the 
FIRMs. 

Response to comment 10-03-C. 

The current effective countywide Flood Insurance Maps (FIRM) were reviewed for the County of Los 
Angeles, Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and El Segundo.  Under the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project, no construction would occur within a coastal high hazard area (Zone V as delineated 
on the FIRMs). 

Response to comment 10-03-D. 

The current effective countywide Flood Insurance Maps (FIRM) were reviewed for the County of Los 
Angeles, Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and El Segundo.  Under the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project, no construction would change existing Special Flood Hazard Areas. 

Response to comment 10-03-E. 

Under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project, no construction would occur within Flood Hazard Areas.  
Therefore, construction of the Project would not be subject to floodplain management building 
requirements. 
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COMMENT: 10-04. United States Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration. 
 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

U.S Department 
of Transportation 

F~dor.iil Aviatjon 
Administration 

October 26, 2009 

Mr. Roderi ck Diaz 
P~oject lo!a.nager 
M$tro 
one Gateway Plill'-.l., 99 · ll - 3t 
Los Angel es. CA 90012 
diatrodericltSmetro .net 

Crcna.haw Traneit Corr idor Project 

10-4 

Draft EnviroDr.JCntal Tmpact Stat~lll/e'ot/Draft Environr:teutal Impact Report 

Dear Mr. Dia~: 

r am in receipt. of yo..ir crcns;h.-w ·r r:tn:;it, Corrid,or Projeet. Draft 
Bnvironmcnt.-l im~ct; $t0itcaie.nt/Draft Environmet11:.at I1u..pact Repot't 
ior t.he propo!;ed tnan.:,it improvements a.l ong the nort:h-aouth orient-ed 
transit: eorddor, All of the altern;:it h•et: Appe&r co b~ in t.tte vicinity 
of Los Angeles Internation~~ Airport, 

t t i~ neccn~ary under Part 77 o! the Federal Aviation Regulation& to 
not.Hy the P'eder;,,l Av i.a.ti.on ~1n1.~tration (FAA) ot any proposal which 
would exceed certain elevacions with respect to th~ gxoun4 o.nd 
neighboring airports . 

CPR Titl~ 1'4 P.1.rt 71, L3 ~tate!I that arty person/organization vho intends 
to sponsor .any of t.h(' fo1.lowi.ng con~i::ructiol~ Or' iilterations a:.u.st tlOtity 
the Adffi!nietrator of tte FAA: 

any construction or al.te.T.a.tion exceeding 200 f t abOve ground 
level 

~ny con~t~uctlon or alteration: 

wi thin 20, QOO ft o! ~ public une or udlitary a irport wnich 
excee.ds a 100:l s:urf~ce fr-om .:ioy p<>int on the runway of each 
airport with at lea&t one runw~y 4\0re th~n 3,200 ft 

~! thin 10,000 ft of a public use or milita1:y ~irport which 
exceed$ a 50:l surface trom any point on the runway of ~ach 
~irport with it~ longest ru."way no more than 3, 200 ft 

"''.ithin $, 000 ft or a public uee heliport which exceeds a 25:l 
surface 

any highway, ra .i, 1.road or other traveree way whose prescribed 
adjusted height would exceed t~t above noted ~tanda.rd~ 
when requested by the FAA 

A 

.I 
B 
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--------------~ Metro 

any construction or illter~t i or. l oc~tc:d on • p\1bl.i<; u:;c: «ir-port OT 

heliport regardless of height or location. 

·ro fulf i ll th-Ls requi reaent , lt t a neceesary to cOfflplete and return a 
copy of rho Form 7460• 1 , Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration, 
Thio form is found on the 'We.bat: ht tp://torma . t aa.gov/torms/faa7'460-
l .pdf . Once compl eted pl ~asc forward the ?460• 1, and any rsl~ted plans 
for Ob?:1truct.io1) evalu~t:i on t o: 

Federal Aviation AdMlinistr ation 
Southwt:::lt Reg)onal Office 

Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASN-520 
2601 Mea¢:ha~ Bl vd. 

Fort worth, TX 76137-4298 

Or coordi nate w1th FAA' e western-Pacific Region system Obstruction 
Specialist Karen McDonald to address any potential a i r spaco 
ob=:;,ruction i seuee . Ms . McDonald may be contacted at: 310-725 4 6557 or 
~-..'!1£~ond<Df.a2. 9.2.'!, 

Additionally, it "-PP<?i'rG thtit tl-.e LR'l' <1lignment i dent i fied for 
a l ternatives 1, 2, ands woul d descend to bel ow 4 grade primarily within 
Meti-o owned r i ght-of-'lo',eay, ,eand would cot1tinue f;¢uth beyond the t..'\Y. flout:h 
~unways . You are correct in i dentifying that these proposed segments 
of below gode dignment would be eubject to a deterilli t".ation of 
necessity by the PM. We appreciate your continued coordination with 
the PAA, 

If yo1.1. h\!.ve .&ny qv.e:;ti oni;. regardi .r.g thie matter, ple$se. feel ! ree t◊ 
a call at (310l 725-3637 . 

Victor Globa 
R:wirorunental Procecci on Specialist 

Cc: J erry Simmer, AJV• W34, Le\!.d Planner, Arizona~ Southern 
California; NAS Planning• I ntegration 

B 

C 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-25 August 2011 

 
 

© MetrOL_ ________ _ 

LOS ANGELES AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE 
LAX-600 
PO. BOX 92007 
LOS ANGELES, CA90009 

--- ------

------- --- -
lf,1,,11.,,/.1 ,.,.,,fl.,1,l .. 1,ll,1.,,1,J,,,t,J)l,,.,,.IIJ,J.,I 

------
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Response to comment 10-04-A. 

Comment noted.  According to the criteria listed by the FAA, the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project qualifies as a project that must notify the administrator of the FAA. 

Response to comment 10-04-B. 

Comment noted.  Form 7460-1, Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration, will be completed 
and submitted for evaluation in the summer of 2011 to the address provided. 

Response to comment 10-04-C. 

Comment noted. Metro has continued to coordinate with FAA and has discussed two different 
configurations in this area – a fully-covered trench (included as part of the LPA) and the Partially-
Covered LAX Trench Option.  The LPA is located near the eastern limit of LAX Runways 7L/25R and 
7R/25L.  The LPA alignment is not located on airport-owned property.  The alignment is located in 
an area currently used as a freight transportation corridor by the Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
(BNSF) railroad, as well as general traffic of all vehicle types, buses, rental car shuttles, and freight-
forwarding trucks and trailers using Aviation Boulevard.  These current operations are at-grade 
adjacent to the airport runways.  While the LPA alignment is within Metro-owned right-of-way 
located to the west of Aviation Boulevard, it is within the designated RPZ zone of LAX.  Location 
within this zone requires coordination between Metro, LAWA and the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA).  Based on this coordination, the Advanced Conceptual Engineering design 
that requires maximum investment for the LPA in this area entails that the light rail alignment is 
depressed in a fully covered trench.  This configuration is designed to address FAA and LAWA 
concerns regarding both the potential for interference with airport navigational equipment, as well as 
the for those conditions when planes using these runways would take off or land in an west to east 
direction (which typically occurs during the late night time hours or during adverse weather 
conditions) and could potentially overshoot the runway.  

Consistent with previous FAA approvals, the Office of Airports requires the Crenshaw/LAX light rail 
transit line be below grade and covered with a concrete cap through the Runway 25L and Runway 
25R RPZs.  However, to meet near-term budgetary constraints of Metro, the Office of Airports has 
agreed to a permanent reduction in the length of the concrete cover over the below grade track from 
2,200 feet to 1,600 feet. To achieve this reduced length, the FAA has agreed to allow a 300-foot 
reduction in the cover on both the north and south ends of the below grade track as it extends 
through the RPZs. The FAA now requires that Metro coordinate with LAWA to eventually cover a 
contiguous 1,600-foot portion of the rail line that extends through the central portion of the Runway 
25L and Runway 25R RPZs.  To further meet initial budget constraints of Metro, the FAA concurs  
with the Metro plan to temporarily cover with a concrete cap only 1,000 feet of the below grade track 
via a design concept called the “Hybrid Option” and discussed under the heading Partially-Covered 
LAX Trench Option in this environmental document. Theis Hybrid oOption includes two 500-foot 
long covers over the below grade track centered on the extended centerline of Runway 25L and 
Runway 25R. The initial construction will include a stressed cable grid over an uncovered 300-foot 
portion of the below grade track located between the 500-foot covered sections. 

The following conditions preserve FAA approval of the design changes mentioned above: 

 Approval of the Hybrid Option as presented to the FAA on June 16, 2011 through the local 
Fire/Life Safety Committee (FLSC). Any significant deviations from this plan (e.g, shortening of 

©Metrd 
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the covered trench) will require coordination with the FAA before construction. Metro will 
include in the initial construction any and all provisions necessary to allow for the permanent 
covering of the 1,600 feet of the track with a concrete lid that extends through the central portion 
of the Runway 25L and Runway 25R RPZ. This mostly focuses on allowing for the addition of 
mechanical ventilation in the future when the full 1,600 feet of track is covered with a concrete 
cap. Metro will provide to the FAA the results of a Computational Fluid Dynamic Simulation 
(CFD) analysis that demonstrates the design provisions for future mechanical ventilation 
included in the initial construction will meet local FLSC requirements when constructed.  

 Metro will continue to plan and budget through its local capital improvement plan to 
permanently cover with a concrete cap the 1,600 feet of the track that extends through the central 
portion of the Runway 25L and Runway 25R approach RPZs.   

Construction of the trench (both the fully-covered LPA condition and the Partially-Covered LAX 
Trench Design Option) adjacent to the LAX South Runway Complex involves coordination of 
construction schedules and construction methods with airport operations and airfield safety.    
There is a dual notice of construction requirement with LAWA and FAA during a project level 
notice of construction for establishing specific construction activity involving cranes and heavy 
equipment.  Metro has been engaged in extensive coordination with the FAA and LAWA for the 
construction of this project and this coordination would continue through the procurement of 
permit approvals using the Form 7460-1 and through the completion of the project.1 

 

 

 

                                                 
 

1A “Conduct of Construction Plan or CCP” will be developed as part of the coordination effort to detail the specific 
construction sequence, means, methods, and daily and seasonal time windows that each party would follow to complete 
the project.  The goal of this CCP would be to ensure that this construction has the minimum impact possible upon airport 
operations, airfield safety, airfield lighting, approach lighting and navigational aids. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 10-05. Jerry Simmer, NAS Planning and Integration. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

10-5 

MrOlaz: 

We've had onty a short-time to review the-draft environmental impact stat..-ment/report fol suqeci proposed transit plan. 
It was not sent to us and no1ice of tte ~vai!abi!ity o f the document WM olhert,ise delayed. But our initial review 

fndicate-s a number of pocootial adverse impacts to au traffic operations into and cut of Los Angeles fnternational Auport 
(KlAX.} and it$ im~dislte ~inlty. M sudl we ,equifo addiUona1 OOOf'dinauon or tM pl'opooaJs ~nd, onoo a coo~ of 
action Is determined the filng of:). n ab'spa<:e case via 1he OEAM syMe-m (np;p· 1/ceaaa faa goyl Potential Impact$ 
requiring changes to (he pan and/or adjitional mitigation include: 

a. Impact to approach ligh1 systems to airpon and FAA infrastru«ure during construction and o,:erations 
thereafte<. 

b. Frequency iltsrferenc.e and/orco~estb n from temote monitoring and control systems employed by a light rai 
system. 

c. Visual disorientation and interferenc;:a; to visual acquisition of aircraft and/or the runway -environment for pilots 
and air controllers during night and twilight conditions d.Je to operations of light rail systems in dose 
proximity to tl.e airport and approacn conidors. 

d. lns-trument piocec!u1es reviS.ons CWa lo added obstocla dearonoe requiremenl'S ($/l essence. more restricttV8 
flight minima for in.s1rument approaches to the a.irport}. 

/l$ a rnsult Of thGoo ract◊rs, we cannot at this tl«le cot1cu, witl'I your plan and wwld like to estabttsh a dialog with yoo 
aod/or you agency to address the issues ra.ised above &epaiat""ly. 

NAS PJanmng and lntegiaUon. V.'estern Service Center (ATO-FAAj 
1601 Und Avenue SW 
Remon WA 98057 

Please include us in any future meeting notices and plan revisions. 

A written notice is belll.g sent to you via USPS. 

Thank you: 

Jer<y Simmer~ Lead Pl3nner • Arllona & So California 
NAS Planning & Integration So Team, P & R Group (VI/SC) 
PH. 1.425.203.4641 
CeU- 1.509 994.5870 

I 1/SnOO? 

A 
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1 0-5 

MrOiaz: 

We'Ve n:ad only a short time 10 re,,M!N the <1ra~ environmental impact statemenvrepoo for sub}ect proposed transa pla.n, 
It was not sent to us and notice of the availabilitY of the document wa.$ otherwise delayed, 8ut ovr initial review 
tldlCates a number o f poten tial adverse impacts to air traffic operations in to and out of Los Angeles lntecnational Airport 
(KLAX} Md its, ,mmodate v1cu,1ty, As suoh we roqulrc addiUonal ooord!natlon of the proposalS and. one.a a oool°S8 ot 
action Is dete<mlnOO tile t1•ng or an airopaoo oasovla tM OEMA systom (tl.tlR:/~.a;H\ Cl@.~). Potential impacts 
requiring changes to the plar'I andfor ao::l1tlon.a1 mitigation lnclud~. 

a Impact to approach light systems to airport and FAA infra.strucrure during construction and o~rations 
thoreaftl}f. 

b. Frequ&ncy inlerfE:ll't1nce and/or congesllon from l'emote monitoring and conlfol system$ employed b'( a light f21il 
system, 

c Visual dis.orrentat1on and nterference to vl$ua1 acquisition of aircraft and/or me runv;ay eowo.oment for pl}ots 
and air controllers during n ight and twilight conditions due to operations of hght rail systems in close 
proximity to the airport and awroad'I corridors. 

d Instrument procedu-res revisions due {O added obstacle clearance requirements (in e$$ence, more restrictive 
flight minima for instrument approaches to the ai1port). 

As a result of these factors, we cannot at this time concur with your plan and would like to establish a dialog w ith you 
anmor you ag¢ncy to adelr~ss th♦ 1S&1es ralsOd alX>V$ $paratcly. 

I can be reached by telephone at 425-203-4641. My mail addle$$ is: 

NAS Planning Md lnt8!,18ti0f\, Westem S8NIC:8 ~nter (A TO-FAA) 
1601 Lind Avenue SW 

Renton WA 98057 

Please include us in any future meeting notices and plan revisions. 

A written notice is being ~nt to you via USPS. 

J8'rySimmer. l$ad PUlnne, -Arizona &So. Calilomra 
NAS Planning & lntegrati:o-n so Team, Pa R Group (INSC) 
PH: 1.425.03 4$41 
Cell; 1,509,994 5870 

I 11512009 

A 
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Response to comment 10-05. 

Comment noted.  A filing of an airspace case via the OEAA system for construction evaluation will 
be completed in the summer of 2011 as instructed by the commenter.  Metro has coordinated with 
the FAA and NAS Planning and Integration department over the issues that were raised by the 
commenter.  This coordination has included the completion of tests related to EMI and RFI. This 
extensive coordination would continue through the filing of Form 740-I, for various project 
components and through the completion of the project.   
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COMMENT: 10-06. Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. 
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STATE 01' CALIPORNIA 

GoVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RE.SEARCH 
SfATECUWUNGHOUSEAND Pl.o\NNINO UNIT 

Ocsobcr ?7, 2009 

Roderick Diaz 
1m Angeles Coonty Mclropohtan Tr,1;m1>0t1ation Autbori(y 
One Gireway Plat.a 
MS99-22-3 
Los Aogde.s., CA 90012-2952 

S\1Qjec1: Cren.ihsw Traru.it Corridor Projcc1 
SCH#: 2007091148 

Dear Roderick Dia.2: 

l'tle Staie Cleariogbc>U$C $U.")mitted lba above. Datned OrilO F.JR to #lttttd state a3eneies fot review. The 
review pCiiod closed on October 26, 2009, and oo state agencies submitted comraeuts by lbal date, This 
fetter ada1owJed~ 1b t )'OU b;ivc ¢C>mphed wilb th¢ $111te Cle3.rioghouse 1evi.ew te,qulre1rte1;1~ for dr.lft 
env_!roruneotal docurmnJs, por$031'lt lo tbe California Enviroruneutal Quality Act. 

Please caU tbe State Oearlngbcx1$e at (916) 445-0613 if you bnve toy q11t$t\,ons regardiog 1be 
et1virom1J.t:Otal review [)t()CCSS. If you have a question about tbeabovc-nsmcd project, please ref« to the 
tco-digit State Clearinghouse number wfleo contacting lW$ oflioc. 

~J:✓.L---
71'1 • Scott Morgan 

• Aeling Oirettor, Sta.te Cle;;rWgh<>usc. 

14110 IOlhSlleel P.O. Box l04I Swamenlo, C1!i!ornia 95811,)0!4 
(916) ill--OoIJ FAX(916}l2l-l018 ,m,.opr.c,.gov 
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SCHI 2007091148 

Oocumont Details Report 
Stato Clnrtnghouse Data Base 

Pro~ct TIU• Cranshaw Transit COnfdor P~ 
L.Hd A.~ncy Metropolitan Transportation Authorl'Y 

Type EIR Draft EIR 

Dote.rip don The Crenshaw Transit Cortfdo1 lt1 a l'IN\lll'y tt'Qvolo<I north-south oriented urban C0t1ido, In LO& Angelot 
County, CA. The itudy a,ea ii north-lOuth onMU!d and elClends .. 10 miles In lenglh, The study' l)roo 
ttiudes .. 33 square mlla, and P(H11W of 6 Juriadlotlorl$; thO Cltie$ of Los Angeles, lnglowood. 
Howtnorne, and El Segundo, 111 wo11 a1 ponlon1 Of uninoorporated Los AngEMS County The •tudy 
area ii generally dlsfined •• lM ••• ~ndlng north to Wilshire BM!. W the Park Mlle ar.1 ol Loi 
Aog61es; el:ISI to Artlng1CflQ Ave: toud'I 10 El Segundo Blvd. and norrhttrn Hiwthome: and wnt to 
Seou"""3 8Nd-, La T"jet'9 81,d., Ind LI 8,.. Ave. 1lno maj0< inlAntale lree-1rl-tho 8'udy 
_.,"""""'9the•10Fwy,lho1-<0SFwy,analhe•1osFwy.--.,..,.._ 
------""'•(TSM)-,9"S-T,....(8Rl')ondU;II 
RailT,_(lRT)_.;lro--~ 

lead Agency Contad 
N,trte Rode.ndt Om 

A.....,, LMMG.,_.Cocmly~T-"""'°rily 
Phone (213)922-3018 Fax 
om•il 

Add19~$ One G.stewsy Pfaza 
MS99-22.S 

City Lo,Ang .... S tate CA Zip 90012~2952 

Project Location 
County Los Angele& 

City l.0$ Angeles, City of, lllglawood, tl.AWtttorne. El S9f1Undo .... 
Region 

l.,t / Lottg 
Cron She& North to Wilshire 8tYd and tho Pa,k Mlle area,MS.t to Al1ington A<rie 

~tulHo. 
ToWtt.SttJp 

Proximity to: - ... 
- LAX Ra/lways BHSF. UPRR.~Se:t:t Woe: 

w,eww•ys 
S~hool:$ Numerous 

Land Use VarkluS 

-· 
Pro/Kl luUO$ AesthetlcN'"isual; N Ouolfty; AICMIOloglc-HM10rlc: 810logicOI ReSOtl"Cff; Nol&&; Olhor ls.-uo1; 

Popt.Ca1ion/Housing Balanco: Ttal'tlc/Cl,ou!alion; ~ 

F?.vfewlng Resour<:e$ AOeney: Cafifoffla Cooi.1111 C0111iml1ston: Oapartment oi F1$h and Game, ReglOtl 6: Offlc:o of 
Ago11cicis Hi$toric Pte~!lllbn: Daparimont or Pllk• and Recreation; Oapartmet\t of W&ter l~e.sourc-,: 

(;alifoml3 Highway PalrOf; Cattrant , Ol&trlct 7: AJr Reaourcu Board. Tr;.'!ns.portatlon Projacll: Fteglonal 
Water Quality Control Board. Region 4; Cillfans, Oivlaion of T ranspOr\atbn Planning-: Natfvo Am•rl~n 
Heritage COtnmi$$1Qn; Public UUHU.. Conimlsslon: Santa Monica Mountain$ Con$ervancy 

--.. --..... ---..-by--. 
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Response to comment 10-06. 

Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that it has complied with the State Clearinghouse review 
requirements. 
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COMMENT: 10-06.1. United States Department of Interior. 
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A 
V 

United StateS Deparcmem of the Interior 
-- -I 

I , -

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Wlihington, DC 20240 

ER 09/961 

Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, California 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

FEB 18 20!0 

' i-( 
TAK&PIIIDC'" 

9043.1 •NAMERICA 

PEPINRM 

The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) for Improvements to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 
In Los Angeles County, California. We appreciate your consideration of our late 
comments. 

Section 400 Comments 

General Comments 

The Department defers to the State Historic Preservation Officer for historic properties 
listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Pf aces. Therefore, our 
Section 4(1) comments concern recreational resources only. No wildlife or wildfowl 
refuges have been identified within the project area. 

Although the DEIS Section 4(1) analysis seemed to begin well by identifying and 
describing parks and their attributes, the analysis unfortunately did not progress into a 
thorough discussion regarding Impacts to parks. 

We regret that there are no pictures of the parks discussed in Section 4.12 of the DEIS, 
This section also does not contain any visual simulations showing the parks after project 
construction. If other parts of the DEIS contain such pictures or visual simulations, these 
should be cited In Section 4.12. Without pictures or visual simulations, it is very difficult 
to visualize impacts, If any, to parks. Moreover, as discussed below, visual impacts do 
not appear to have been considered at all. 

Under Section 4.12.3.1 Methodology on page 4-356, direct impacts are narrowly 
defined as •physical acquisilion, displacement or relocation of parkland.,. ; and "indirect 
impacts" are similarty defined as those "involveCTng] changes to pedestrian or vehicular 
access." Visual impacts should be added to the list under both definitions, because such 
impacts can be significant. 

Bus Rapid Transit Alternative and Leimert Park, Edward Vincent Jr. Park, and 
Grevillea Park 

A 
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The Bus Rapid Transtt (BRT) exclusive buswaywoold be located on the southern edge 
or Edward Vincent Jr. Park. The DEIS states that acquisition of a strip of parkland 
adjacent to the exlsUng railroad would be required and result in the removal of lwo rows 
or palm ttees. However, the DEIS does not state the actual acreage needed for 
acquisition, which would have been helpful in quantifying the pen:entage of land needed 
compared with the overel park size. 

The DEIS also slates, 'The area within the park 10 be acquired c:onslslS of a heavily 
landsaiped edge that Is not suitable for recreational uses." This appears to be a 
c:oncfusory statement that is not supported by further disrussion of the slgnif1C&nce and 
purpose of the park, and how the landscaping may or may not contribvte to a vislto(s 
recreational experience. Although there may have been additional discussion between 
the project proponent and park owner/manager, which is not Indicated in the DEIS, 
more thoughtful analysis is needed in the DEIS 80 that the public can weigh In on the 
potential impacts, Characterizing the trees as ·not suitable for recreational uses· 
disregards potenllal visual impacts to the park. In addition to visual impacts, the 
proposed action should be analyzed in terms o/ the potential Impacts to public 
reaealional use beyond the footprint of the acreage to be acquired. 

Edward Vincent Jr, Park has received Federal funding assistance from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) Program and therefore may not be converted to any 
use other than public outdoor recreation without approval of the Department of the 
Interior and the Slate Department of Parks and Recreation. Conversion requirements 
for LWCF-asslsted parks are found in 36 C.F,R. Section 59 and in the LWCF State 
Assistance Program Manual. These requirements include the replacement of parkland 
that is or at least equal fair market value and that is of reasonably equivalent usefulness 
and location. As mentioned above. the analysts of park impacts is inadequate to 
detennlne the aoceplabillty of the conversion and the total conversion acrea!J8. 
Although this EIS p/Ocess should provide the NEPA-compliant basis for a Federal 
decision on a conversion proposal. no discussion of this requirement has been provided 
in the DEIS. 

On page 4-358, the DEIS states, "The Vernon Station would be located In close 
proximity to Lelmert Park, which could potentially provide a benerrt by increasing the 
park's acoassiblllty." First, It would be helpful If the DEIS stated the specific distances of 
the stations to all of the parks within the 0.25-mlle analysis corridor. Based on Figure 4-
45, Vemon Station appears to be extremely close to Leimart Park. Second, tho quoted 
language represents another conclusory statement that is not supported by specific 
evidence. Without more information, one could Just as easUy conclude that the park wit 
be inundated with riders in a concentrated area. impacting the recreational experience 
or the typical park Visitor tt no further ~annlng and mitigation occurs. We encourage the 
project proponent to take into acc:ount the number of additional people boarding at or 
exiting Vemon Slation and the impacts this may have on Leimert Park, especially 
because it appears to be a predominantly natural park, with picnic lables, benches, and 
a decorative fountain, and is only 1.9 acres in size. 

We have similar concerns for Grevillea Park, which appears to be very close to La Brea 
Station; Edward Vincent Jr. Park, which ls close to West Station; and Rogers Park 
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Recreation/Community Center, which appears to be approximately the same distance 
from La Brea Station as Grevillea Park, based on Figure 4-45. Notably, Rogers Park 
Recreation/Community Center is not identified along with Grevillea Park as having 
potential Impacts from La Brea Station. See Page 4-358, .fourth full paragraph. Grevillea 
Park is a smaller 1.5-acre park, and appears to be a predominantly natural par!<; 
therefore, close proximity to La Brea Station could have potentially negative effects. 

Finally, there is very little discussion of Harold A. Henry Par!<, Washington Irving Pocket 
Park, and Rogers Park Recreatk>n/Community Center. They are indirectly mentioned In 
the statement: "The remaining four parl<s within 0.25-mile of the BRT alignment would 
not be adversely affected." See page 4-358. Washington Irving Pocket Park, a 0.1-acre 
natural park, is located approximately 400 feet from the BRT alignment. Similarty, 
Harold A. Henry Park. a 3-acre park with children's play area and picnic tables is 
located approximately 1,000 feet from the BRT alignment. 

Potential impacts could result, depending on a variety of factors. Including the distance 
of the station from the par!<. additional stops near the park that are along the alignment , 
the size of the park, and the parl<'s recreational attributes. These impacts should be 
covered in the DEIS. 

In short, the DEIS does not provide enough clear information to verify potential impacts. 
As noted above, without any pictures, more detailed maps. visual simulations of the 
park, and additional discussion. it is difficult to fully understand the potential impacts. 

Base LRT Altematlve and Edward Vincent Jr. Park and Grevillea Park 

For this alternative, we have concerns similar to those• stated above for the BRT 
Alternative. For example. the DEIS states that the proximity of West Station to Edward 
Vincent Jr. Park will "potentially increas[e] the park's accessibility." However, the DEIS 
does not further expound on this. The DEIS makes a similar statement about La Brea 
Statk>n with regard to Grevillea Park. 

Design Options 

For the LRT Alternative Design Option 3, the DEIS states that existing palm trees that 
might be removed are located in a "heavily landscaped edge that is not suitable for 
recreational usest Page 4-360. As we indicate above for the BRT Alternative, this 
statement does not reflect any consideration of potential visual Impacts. 

Mitigation Measur81' 

The DEIS concludes that there are no adverse Impacts; "therefore, no mitigation 
measures are required." In our opinion, the Section 4(f) analysis is inadequate and lacks 
enough information and thoughtful analysis. We are unable to agree that no mitigation 
measures are required. We are also unable to agree to the application of de minimis 
wtthout demonstrating any consideration of mitigation measures to minimize impacts 
(e.g., suggesting removal of the palm trees within Edward Vincent Jr. Par!< without at 
least replanting or revegetating the area). Proposing no mitigation measures at all 
seems to miss the point of using de minimis appropriately to bypass the need for a full 
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Section 4(f) alternatives analysis, while responsibly and adequately addressing impacts 
to parks. 

Section 6(1) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCF) 

As noted above, Edward Vincent Jr. Park has received LWCF funding assistance. 
Therefore, no conversion of property to a non-re<:reatlonal use may occur without the 
approval of the Department and the California Department of Parks and Recreation. 
Also, replacement property of at least equal fair market value and reasonably equivalent 
usefulness and location is required. To resolve this issue, please contact the Calffornia 
Department of Parks and Recreation, Office of Grants and Local Services, PO Box 
942896, Sacramento, CA 94296-0001; phone (916) 653-7423. You may also contact 
Mr. David Siegenthaler, National Park Service, Pacific West Regional Office, 1111 
Jackson Street, Suite 700, Oakland, CA 94607; phone: (510) 817-1324. Fax: (510) 817-
1505; email: David SiegenthaJer@nps.gov. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. For questions concerning 
these comments, please contact Ms. Kelly Powell, National Park Service, Pacific West 
Regional Office-Seattle, 168 S. Jackson St., 2°• Floor, Seattle, WA 98104-2853: phone 
(206) 220-4106, fax: (206) 447-4246; email: Kell P II 

cc: 
Mr. Ray Tellis 
Federal Transit Administration, Region IX 
Los Angeles Metropolitan Office 
888 S. Figueroa St., Suite 1850 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Mr. John Kirk Mukrj 
General Manager 
City of Los Angeles Department of 

Recreation and Parks 
221 N. Figueroa St., Sutte 700 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Mr. Kavin L. Hawkins, Director 
City of Inglewood 
Department of Parks, Re<:reation and 

Community Services 
One Manchester Blvd. 
Inglewood, CA 90301. 
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Response to comment 10-06.1-A. 

Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges the Department of Interior’s jurisdiction over recreational 
resources. 

Response to comment 10-06.1-B. 

Comment noted.  A separate 4(f) Evaluation was added to Chapter 8 of the FEIS/FEIR. This 
evaluation has a more detailed discussion of potential impacts to parks and historic places.   

Response to comment 10-06.1-C. 

Comment noted.  The Section 4(f) Evaluation contains pictures of the parklands and a map showing 
their relationship to the project alignment.  A reference to the Visual Resources was added to the 
discussion of parklands.  Visual impacts have been added to both definitions as requested.  

Response to comment 10-06.1-D. 

During the advanced conceptual engineering, the acquisition of parkland required for the alignment 
was eliminated.  Any property acquisition would occur to the south of the Harbor Subdivision, 
outside the boundaries of Edward Vincent Jr. Park.  During this design refinement, the majority of 
palm trees lining the right-of-way (over 90 percent), were also able to be preserved.  The discussion 
has been updated, accordingly. 

Response to comment 10-06.1-E. 

Comment noted.  See response to comment 10-06D.  No acquisition of parkland from Edward 
Vincent Jr. Park would be required for the project. 

Response to comment 10-06.1-F. 

Comment noted.  The Section 4(f) Evaluation located in Chapter 8.0 of the FEIS/FEIR shows the 
location of the alignment and optional station in relation to Leimert Plaza Park.  This park is one of 
the most heavily used parks in Los Angeles and is a center of political and cultural activity in the local 
surrounding community, holding events such as the 4th of July Jazz Festival, Kwanzaa Parade, 
Martin Luther King Jr. Parade and Festival, and Christmas Toy Giveaway.  Given the urban nature of 
the park as a cultural center, it would not be considered a serene environment that would be 
disrupted by an increase in transit ridership. Rogers and Edward Vincent Jr. Parks are also analyzed 
in the Section 4(f) Evaluation.  Grevillea Park is located approximately 2,000 feet (0.4 miles) from the 
site of the relocated La Brea station.  Because of the distance, this park would not likely experience a 
significant increase in patrons from transit ridership at the La Brea Station.   

Response to comment 10-06.1-G. 

Comment noted.  The BRT Alternative is not discussed in the FEIS/FEIR.  Washington Irving Park 
and Harold Henry Park are both located more than ¼-mile from the LPA and would not be 
significantly affected by the operation of the project  

Response to comment 10-06.1-H. 

Comment noted.  The Section 4(f) Evaluation located in Chapter 8.0 of the FEIS/FEIR takes into 
account that the commenter identifies, including, but not limited to proximity to the alignment, size 
of the park, nearest station location and park features.    
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Response to comment 10-06.1-I. 

The accessibility of parks was expounded on in the Parklands Section of the FEIS/FEIR.  Given the 
size of Edward Vincent Jr. Park (55 acres) and a recreational standard of 2.0 acres/1,000 people, the 
park can serve over 27,000 people.  The West Station is located approximately ½-mile from the park 
and has a daily ridership of 717 persons.  Only a portion of the riders would use the park.  The 
increased accessibility to the park would not create an overuse of the facility. Similarly, the daily 
ridership for the optional Vernon Station was projected to be 841 persons.  Given the size of Leimert 
Plaza Park (1.9 acres) and a recreational standard of 2.0 acres/1,000 people, the park can serve 
approximately 950 people.  Only a portion of the riders would use the park.  The increased 
accessibility to the park would not create an overuse of the facility.  Grevillea and Rogers Park are 
both located more than 2,000 feet (0.4 miles) from the site of the relocated La Brea station.  Because 
of the distance, these parks would not likely experience a significant increase in patrons from transit 
ridership at the La Brea Station.   

Response to comment 10-06.1-J. 

Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 10-06D.  No acquisition of Edward Vincent Jr 
Parkland would be required for the project.  Any palm trees that would be acquired to construct the 
project would be located to the south of the Harbor Subdivision outside of the park boundary.  The 
visual impacts of the removal of trees is referenced and discussed in Section 4.4 Visual Resources. 

Response to comment 10-06.1-K. 

Comment noted.  A separate 4(f) Evaluation was added to Chapter 8 of the FEIS/FEIR. This 
evaluation has a more detailed discussion of potential impacts to parks and historic places.  Because 
no acquisition of Edward Vincent Jr. parkland was required, the application of de minimis impact 
was withdrawn.  Mitigation measures are provided in Section 4.4, Visual Resources, for the 
replacement of trees that are displaced because of the project.   

Response to comment 10-06.1-L. 

Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 10-06D.  No acquisition of Edward Vincent Jr 
Parkland would be required for the project.   
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COMMENT: 10-07. Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources. 
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A2NOtD.SCWWAtltM';9QBt, GOYB!:NOR 

DEPAR TMEN T O F C O N S ER V ATI O N 
DIVISION OF Oil, GAS AND GEO1HfRMAl RESOURCES 

5816 Como,oi• ,_vt:'ffl.le • Su'!ie 200 • CYl'U:JS. C/.JJfOJM,._ ?!¼».-i13\ 

,1t0HI 11Htlo~1 • u.x n ~ 111I ,..es:) . wnsm Q('.ll'IIO"Yotlon.coQO¥ 

October 30, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Los Angeles County Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza. MS 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Subject Draft Environmental Impact Report fot the Crenshaw Transit Corridor 
Project. SCH# 2007091148 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

The Department of Conservation's Division of Ofl, Gas. a.nd Geothermal Resouroes 
(Division) has reviewed the above referenced Draft Environmental Impact Report for the 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project. We offer the following comments for your 
consideration. 

The Olviaion is mandated by Section 3106 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) 10 
supervioe the drilling. operation, maintenance. and plugging and abandonment of wells 
for the purpose of preventing: (1) damage to life. heaHh, p,operty, and natural 
resources: (2) damage to underground and surface waters suitable for irrigation or 
domestic use; (3) loss of oil, gas, or reservoir energy; and (4) damage to oil and gas 

A 

depos~s by infiltrating water and other causes. Furthermore. the PRC vests In the State 
0 11 and Gas Supervisor (Supervisor) the authority to regulate the manner of drilling, 
operation. maintenance, and abandonment of oll and gas wells so as to conserve, 
protect, and prevent waste of these resources. while al the same time encouraging 
operators to apply viable methods for the purpose of Increasing the ultimate recovery of 
oil and gas. 

The scope and content of Information that is germane to the Division's responslbllity are 
contained in Section 3000 et seq, of the Public Resources Code (PRC), and 
adminlstrative regulations under Tttle 14. Division 2, Chapter 4, of the CalWornla Code of 
Regulations. 

The proposed project is localed within the administrative boundaries of the El Segundo, 
Potrero. Inglewood. and La Cienegas oO fields. There are numerous acllve. idle. plugged and 

B 
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abandoned wells within or in proximity to the project boundaries. The wells are identified on 0 
Division maps and in Division recoros. The Division recommends that aff wels within ot in 
dose proximity to project boundaries be accurately plotted on future project maps. 

Tht DepMlmtml fJ/C()¥T$tr1•atto11's m;s.tion Lt to bul,11tCe toda)•'s met.ls .. ,i/}1 llmf(Jl•row ·, cMll,mga iJrtd/<AAUtr ln1t /Jig<1111, sll.'JIQ.inable, 
and ,jftcltr,r ktit o/CoJifornlo's cn&g)'. Jami, '1nd mf,.t r<J rQourca 
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Mr. Roderick Diaz, Los Angeles CountyTransportation Authority 
October 30, 2009 
Page 2 

Building over or in the proximity of idle or plugged and abandoned wells should be avoided Kat 
all possible. If this is not possible, It may be necessary to plug or re-plug wells to currant 
Division specifications. Also, the State Oil and Gas Supervisor is authorized to order the 
reabandonment of previously plugged and abandoned wells when construction over or In the 
proximity of wells could result in a hazard (Section 3208.1 of the Public Resources Code), If 
abandonment or reabandonment Is neoes$8J'(, the cost of operations is the responslbil~y ol 
the owner al the property upon which the structure will be located. Rnally, if construction over 
an abandoned weft is unavoidable an adequate gas venting system should be placed over the 
well. 

Furthenmore, if any plugged and abandoned or unreco<ded wells are damaged or uneo11ered 
during excavation or grading, remedial plugging operations may be required. II sueh damage 
or discovery occurs, the Division's district office must be contacted to obtain information on the 
requirements for and approval to perform remedial operations. 

To ensure proper review olbuilding projects, the Dilllsion has published an informational 
packet entitled, "Construction Project Site Review and Well Abandonment Procedure" that 
outlines the information a project developer must submit to the Division for review. Developera 
should contact the Division Cypress district office for a copy of the site-review packet The 
local planning department should verify that final building plans have undergone Division 
review prior to the start of construction. 

T'hank you for the opportunity 10 comment on the Draft Environmental Report. If you have 
questions on our oommen1s, or require technical assistance or Information, please call me at 
the Cypress district office: 5816 Corporate Avenue, Suite 200, Cypress, CA 90630-4731 ; 
phone (714) 816-6847. 

Paul Frost 
Associate Oil & Gas Engineer 
Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources 
District 1 - Cypress 

cc: Slate Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento. California 95812-3044 

Adele Lagomarsino - Dlvlsion Headquarters 
Saciamento 
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Response to comment 10-07-A. 

Comment noted.  As required by the Public Resource Code, any drilling, operation, maintenance, 
and plugging and abandonment of wells during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project 
will be supervised under the direction of the Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources. 

Response to comment 10-07-B. 

Comment noted. Metro acknowledges that the Supervisor of the Division of Oil, Gas and 
Geothermal Resources has the authority to regulate the manner of drilling, operation, maintenance, 
and plugging and abandonment of wells. 

Response to comment 10-07-C. 

Comment noted.   

Response to comment 10-07-D. 

Comment noted.  All wells identified on Division maps that are within 500 feet of the Project 
alignment were identified and plotted on all Project maps. There are a total of four wells that have 
been identified to be within 500 feet of the Project alignment: 1) approximately 250 feet east of the 
Project alignment, adjacent to Leimert Boulevard, approximately 200 feet south of the intersection of 
Leimert Boulevard and Vernon Avenue; 2) approximately 150 feet north of the Project alignment, 
adjacent to South Victoria Avenue; 3) approximately 200 feet north of the Project alignment, between 
Florence Avenue and East 68th Street; and 4) approximately 500 feet south of the Project alignment, 
adjacent to Prairie Avenue, south of the Florence/Prairie intersection. Construction on or in close 
proximity to an idle, plugged, or abandoned well shall be avoided to the greatest extent feasible.  
Should construction occur on or in the proximity of a plugged or abandoned well be required, 
coordination with the Division Supervisor shall occur and an adequate gas venting system will be 
installed. 

Response to comment 10-07-E. 

Comment noted.  The Division district office shall be contracted for approval and satisfaction of 
requirements to perform remedial operations to plug a well, should it become necessary upon any 
damage to an existing plugged, abandoned, or unrecorded well that could potentially occur during 
excavation or grading. 

Response to comment 10-07-F. 

Comment noted.  To ensure proper review of the Project, the Division Cypress district office will be 
contacted to receive a site-review packet prior to the construction.  Final building plans will also be 
submitted to the Division for review prior to the start of construction. 
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COMMENT: 10-08. Assemblyman Ted Lieu. 
 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subj ect: 

Valenzuela. Helen 

Monday, October 26, 2009 3:48 PM 

Diaz, ROdefiCk 

FW· Lette-r from Assemblymernber lieu for Crenshaw T,a.nsit Corridor 

Attachments: AsrnTOOWLieuCtenshaw.pdl 

As per our conversation 

Ht:lt:11 Virle,1zud11 
Metn."> • Gr,venlml~t\ t Rel:ltions 

"'213.922..7175 
fox 213.m.2236 

11/512009 
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47An CAPU'Ol. 
P.O. Del)( M:.t•o 

!ll\O~O. a. '14H?•Cll' l3 
OHil :U9•;1l).) 

i-.x 1'): S) ll!I-.HS1 

October 26. 2009 

Mr. Ar~lur l.<>hy. CEO 

J\s:semhll! 
©nlifnrnia tfiegisl11htre 

T ED W . LIEU 
ASSl!MBLYH£KBER, flITY 'nl!RO OiS'l'lllC'! 

L()s Aogetes MeLropol i1M Tn11lsporuuion Auihori1y 
O,ie Gai.eway Plaza 
u,; Angelo,., CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Leahy: 

10-8 

I am writing to express my strong support for the Light Rail Transi1 (LRT) build 
alternative currentJy under consideration in the Alternatives Analysis for the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmemal Impact Report for the Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor Project. 

As you are mosL l ikely aware. I have steadfusdy advoc.ated for an extension of the Metro 
Green Line LO LAX. Tile LRT alternative would help accomplish this goal by providing a 
connecIio1l ~o the Airpot1 People Mover. With inode.rni:-.atioo underway at LAX. a Jin!-: 10 
1hc regional mil $yStem is of utm0SL impor1ancc. now mon.: 1han evc-r. 

I rc.spectfuJly request di;:u the Board take my views into considcra1ion during 1hc selection 
of the Locally Prcforrcd Altcrnalivc. Should you have any <1ucstions regarding this letter. 
please contact me at (310) 615-35 15. 

Sincere.ly, 

TEDW.LIEU 
Assemblymember1 53''1 District 

A 
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Response to comment 10-08-A. 

Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the 
greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger 
support of community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of 
Metro regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   

Response to comment 10-08-B. 

Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX line does include provisions for a connection to the Airport 
People Mover at the Aviation/Century Station.  
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COMMENT: 10-09.State of California Public Utilities Commission. 
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10- 9 

STATE Of CALIFORNIA. 

PUBllC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
;110\1.1:St Httl>flll:11 t,$.J1J!:!I'» 

l.0$.Yfvl:~11:1, CA lr,OU 

(11:J,l'lffl.;'ffl,I 

~ 
~ 

October 28. 2009 

Roderick Dfa.1 .. Pro}:ct Manager 
l..os Angeles County rv1e1ropoliuin 
' l'mnsportation Authority 
One Gateway Pla1.t1 20 I 
Los: Angtk-s, C>\ 90012 

Re: Ornft Environmental lm1X1cl R.cpon for Crenshaw Transit CotTidor Projcic1 

l)e!ar Mr. l)iaz.: 

Tiltmk you for providjng us with a C()py or your Draft E1wlrt,n111e,ual lmp{1ct S1a1emcnt/Rep0r1 (DEIS/R) for 
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project Although the O tlifonlja Public utilities C-Ommissio1l (CPUC or 
Commission) has been inter~ting with the Los Angeles Coumy Metropotit3n Transpor1:ition Authocity 
(l.ACMTA) regarding 1hc projcc1, t.hc CPU<.: has not specifically p,:ovidcd wri11c-n commcm.s QI) thi.s pcojc-:1 
prior I() this date :ind we appreciate lhc opportunity t () provide the fo llowing commt'nl$: 

The proj«.t is subject lo a number of rules and regulations involvinr; the CPUC. Th~sc may indudc: 
Sectioni 1201 et al. and 99152 ofS..ue ofCalifomia Public U1ilitiesCode, which ret)Uires Commission 
autJ\Ori1y 10 eonstruc1 raj I lines over existing strcels. n,e dtsig.o cri1eria of1he propostd p,ojec1 must comply 
with CPUC General Orders{GOs}, such as.. GO 72-ll rotes gove-ming the cons1ruc1ion 3nd maimcnan(::( of 
cro$Sings at grad<; of railroads with public sm~et.s. roads and highways~ GO 75-D rcgul:11ions govt:ming 
standards for warning devices tbr at-grade highway-rail cm..,,;sings; GO 143-8 Safety Rules and Rcgult1tions 
gnvcming Lisht-l{ail Tran.,.it.: and GO 164-0 regululions sovcming State Safety Oversight ofR.uil r:ixed 
Guideway Systems. 

As patt of its missiol\ to reduce bawds a.ssoci3ted with ai .. grade crossings-. the Commission ·s 1>0Hcy 
is to reduce lhc number or new at-grade crossings on rail corridors, \VJ,ilc we undcrsrnnd the cost of 
grade scparallng an al-grade cr(l:;:sing m~ki.'S for 3 perceived detriment lQ your proje<.: t, the cruc 
nommlly does not take cost into its consideration ()f 1hc prac1icability o f grnde s.:p.urating a crossing. 
\Ve cnc:ourdgc LACM1'A lo evaluate gra<k separation of any proposed at-g.rade crossinw,. 

In ac<1uiring Comrnissioo apPfO\'<\I for oonstruction of at-grade rail crossings. LJ\CMT,\ has ewe> 
0J)tie>ns: ( I) fi.li1lg a Rail Crossing liaz.itds Analysis Repo11 (RCHAR). or (2} Filing fo1•mal 
:1.pplica1ions in accordance wi1b 1.bc Cott1mission·s Rules of Prac1icc and .Procedure. These options 
are cont:iincd in greater dct.:i il in Commission GO 164-0. 

The Li}#lt kail Transit (LRT) Alternative d<.-scribi:d in your DEIR paSSc:s through his)t density 
conunertial. rts-idential and i11dustrial regions of the greater LoS Angeles Me1rop01itan An-a. lJigher 
dtnsity 21.,oes llear I.he rail tracks lead to an ir)creased amoum of pedestrian activity a1'0wld the tracks. 
Consl1'Ucting m:cks at the cxisiill& Right-or-Way cleva,lioos is likely 10 r-esull in 1rcs1>assing issues and 
p<.-dcstri:m co.nilicts similar 10 !hose curren1ty experienced nlong 01her Metro R3il C-On'idors in Los 
Angdes. Elevating or umncling the uacks wQuld mitigstc this concern. Additionally, tCncing any 
remaining nt-grndc portions of the rail alignment selected should be a requirement of'thc pn,jccL 

A 
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Commission .staff has tevi-.!wed the• D~e LRT Altemalivc which includes segnt.m1s along, lhe existiog 
H:iti>or Subdivision Rig.ht of Way, as wc;II as segments :it-grade, below grade 3J.ld above grade. S1.at:f 
has also rt,viewed tho si,'\ additional LRT altei·tt:itive cle'sign-0pti<ms being <:onsid.:Nd 3S v;ufaiious of 
the Base LRT Ahcrn.Jtivc, 

Some ,n-gradc M.--gmen1s arc _propose.(! 10< strect-mnoing e-0nfiguJ":llions. Slrc-eHlltUtiog or ccn1ci• 
mcdfa.o .:oniigur:uion,5 pre!!ent luore J)roblcn\3tjc in1crac1jo.o between vehicle$ and Light Rail Tt<Jins. 
u~ually resu1ling in vehicle-train cnlli$ions, i.uch :is have been cxpe1irnced nJons Ute I .ACMTA Blue 
Unc'!s Wasltio_gton.Bouli.,"\'ttrd s-egmcn1 and the street-running $CfJ.ncn1 jn downro,1.:n Loug Beach, 

Below we provide specific project conoc:ms for the 8 ase LRT Allemative and six additional J.fff 
:iltcma1jve design o_p1io.1Js: 

R:i-.c J .RT Altemn1ive 
Crenshaw Rlvd Alisnment: From lixpo LRT Line to H:irbor Subdi\ision 

1. Your DEIR de.-st1ibcs 1he ali.g:nmtnl as located ,Hong 1h..: c..mh:r of ~nshaw Olvd beginning 
al a ,connccLion with lhc £xpo LRT al .Exposition Blvd and heading south. \Ve believe th..:11 
LAC11TA should oonsid..:r nOL connecLing to th~ Expo LRT as indi,:.a1ed in your eonceptu.11 
<ksig,11! due 10 1he oomi>lexity of the J)l'OJ)<>Sed Jtl•gi·:ide crossing of 1wo 1-oadw:iy11 (Rodeo Rd 
and Ex1msition Blvd). 

TIUs J)(O(>O.S."11 would cre.:lle- two a1~gr:ide <:,,rossings in cl* ptoxinriry with 1racks :it rughly 
sk..:wed :ini;;.lts w the Lravelk:d roadwayi. Such <:onfigm·.1tions pr~lSenl safety ooncems 001 
only 10 vehicles, bu, 10 nan-ow-wheeled vehicles like-molOL'C)'clts :ind bicycle11. In addiiiou:, 
bolh crossings would rei:1uirc IJ·affie .sign.diwlion and coordination \\lilh !rain, Opera Ling Un 
bolh the Expo LRT aitd Crensli.'l \V LRT !tacks. Statfbelievt:$ lhal with 1he plann~d five- and 
1cn ruinu1c- bc;,dw.iys of e.ac-b lioe. ,he tr:ii.n 1i~(j\1¢1lCY may no, provide ;,dcq~tte vehicle tlow 
and u1.1y resul1 in excensive ll'affic c-0n,getlion. Commission Staff canno-1 5Ul)J)Orl stich a 
propo11:il. &a.tr~onuncnds LAC~HA implemecu i1s Design Oplj9n§whicbc.1lls fot3 
below grade 3ligruncttl between 3'.P St and EXJ)osjlion Blvd wilh 3 b<::Jow gi11dc $talion. 
Qtherwi,Sc, LAQ)..ff A C:t:ll $imply terol.ini,te it-. proposed s1reet-mnning aligm1_1ent at Rodeo 
Rd. 

2. Add.itionally, lhi!I segmenl is propo!led for strecl•running configuration and the pn>po!led a1-
gr.1de crossi.ng1; will present 1)roblcmatic inlcf:lction between vehicles and Llglu Rail Trttins. 
J:i.,-..:1leri;ence has shown thal !his c-0nfigurntiQn leads lo driver c.onfll'>ion and ,•chiclc-trnin 
collisions, especially from vehicles making JeO turns across LRT lracks al madw;1y 
i.nlcl'$CCl.ion~. 

3. One pro-pos..:<l strttt-nmning, segmtnl lits bchwen Exposition Blvd. and 39Lh St 
ern:om1,u.-.sing. up lo four roadway int<:l'li-Cetions (f.xpo$ition Alvd, Rodeo Rd, Rodeo Pl and 
Coliseum St) Lhal are proposed ,11-grade crossinw,. I.AC:MTA should evaluale the reduc1jon 
of vehicular left !um mnvemenis ticros-. Llt't· tracks at lhc~e intcr!lecrioM. 

4. An additional prop~d s1J-ce1•running: segment lies behw..:n 48th SI and S9lh St l11js 
s.c:gm-c:nl encompas..,ics up lo seven roadway inh:--rseclions (48th, 50th, 52nd, S4th,_ 57Lh.. 
Slaus<>n A,-e and 59th SI) lhat are J>rOposed al•g:rade cn:,ssings. LACMTA should also 

D 

E 

F 

G 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-50 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

RQd..-:dck Oi:i7, 

Project ?-.-taooser 
Page.;or4 
Oc-ta..'lber 28, 2009 

ev;l.)uare che 1-educ.1ion of vehicular ){;fl CU1'11 movemen1s actoss LRT I.rack$ at dt¢~e
inrcrsoclions. 

ln adcli1ion, Staffis conccmed wi1b the J)(C$CI\OC· of 1bc View Pa,:k Prcpa:r:i.1(1()' Ctt.1J1cr Hig,h 
School and the Vtcw Park ~•liddlc School located along the we$11ide ofCrenslmv Blvd 
be1wecn 571h Si and Sfaoson Ave. Due 10 1bc large numbct' of studc111 pedestrian activity 
around schools. pa11jcularly with both 1',1,ddlc and High Schools adj.1een1 ro tbc prol)O$Cd 
J .!{Tat th.is loc.ntiOI\ we recommend L.At ... vrr A gradc-$epn.ratc the intcrsccliQn.5 of .Si" St :ind 
Slauson A vc. Titls may be accompli,~nc-d by extending 1be elevated LRT structuce cum."111~,, 
pl:u.rncdjugt south Qf 59111 St a.nd connecting to the H.:ut>or Subdh,isi<m RighH>f-W:iy. 

1-1.urbor Subdivision Alis,nmc nt: From Crenshaw Ulvd to r>,,tctro Green L.ine at 1-105 Fwy 

I. You.r DEii~ dc:scribes lhe ali_gnment as. located within the Harbor Subdivision l(ight-of-Way 
(ROW) and conlinuing south to a leiminus u mnection wiLh the }i.,fe1ro Greem Line. l t Lo; our 
understandins, 1hat the ROW ·would be sh..u~d with ONSF Railway freight 1rain oix:ra1iom 
and will require shifting or relocaling existing freight track to accommodate LJtf track. 
Sharing thi ROW ·Nilh freight optrnlions nwy rt:c1uire 1ha1 LAC!\1T A comply with <:~rtain 
F¢deral Railroad Adminijlr:ttion (FR.'\.) mies and regula1ion~. 

2. Slaff 1x:commend~ LAO•ITA <:v;1luate closure of the exi::;1i~ S. Victoiia Ave crossing and 
the Brynhurst Ave crossing. 1301h ro.,dways are adjac1..-nl 10 each othei-, are small 2-lanc ro.ids 
in industrial areas, and al1ema.1e ,1cces.s 10 businessei e:-:isLs 10 67dl S1 on the north and to 11• 
S1 oo 1he sou1b. Thef'ol. are some cesidences in this ate.a bu1 tbey are gene~Uy l~a1ed CIO$t"I' 

10 6~ and 71" Sll'ccts, funhcc away from the rr;teks, Closing either of 11tcsc ctOS$ings would 
eliminate .-iny 1>01enti,d for veh.iele..crain eoUisions, 

3, You've it\dicat.cd lbal the City ofltlglc,,vood i, pJ:tJming_ou ccalignio_g Redondo Blvd to 
coincide wid1 your projec1, 10 ◊L\l:311.l a il a1-grade et'Ossi.tlg witlt a 90 deg.i'¢e eta-ck to t03dway 
configura1ion. S1aJl' will need 10 cvallL1tc-any such reconfiguration of lhe roadw,~• and a1\V 
proposed at-grade c-rossjng :it Ibis lc,carion. 

4. Sis ff ii concemcd with the prcsellCe of the St. Jobn Cluysostom Church and School located 
on che south side of Florence Ave jusl south of the existing crossi~. ·me F.dward Vinc-etll Jr. 
Public Pall: is stso localed on the uo1.1hcss1 comer of the Florcnoe AvclCcnliJ)eta Ave 
intersection and existing crosli.ing. l'he St. Mary'~ Academy is also located one block south 
of 1bc eros!ing Qu!S't $Oudt of SL John Chrysostom School). Due 10 the 1:irge nun\be:r of 
sludent pedc-$trian activiry :m:mnd schools, panicularly having lwo schools a.rid :i public-p.,rk 
adjacent to the proposed LRT at th.is location, we recommend L.4.CMTA implcmenl iis 
Desian Oplion 3 and grad~stparale (he Ccntinela Ave <:ro.ssing. 

S. Slaff is also ooncernc:d wilh che presence of the heavy industrial activily norlh oflhc Cedar 
Avei C·l'OOSing. II a-ppean.: 1h.11 .-i forge cemenl and i ravel busine$S u~ lht orossing 10 
transport its producls. Our concern is with tJ1e conlinue d use of the crossing by large 
lranspOrt Lrucks with din hauling lraikrs. While lhc Hal'bor Subdivision is not t urrendy 
being lLiod frcquenlly by flNSJ' lbilw:iy Company, the frequency of trnins wi11 dramatically 
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inet'C-aS'-1 \\iLh LAC~ITA 's Cttt1$l-,w LRT pl'Ojcct. LACMTA should evah~tte ihi.s .;;rossi1-.g 
for g.i.-:idc scp.,ra1ion <>r possible. closure if ahcroate access can be provided. 

6. The )..fanellcstcr Ave CJ.'OSfiit'lg is aoochcr-0f Staff's concern, A review of your tvlilcstone 2 
AA.,tyses inclic:ite$ tha t based on 5 and 10 m.inutc hc:3dways. Ill.is cros1-ing and adj!'lcc-ot 
intcr.sootions wiU expc1iet\CC signilk:u\11ratlie inl(Xl~S 1-c-sulHng from 1hc t>fO,)oscd LRT 
operations. Staff r«onwJcnds thal LAC1',1TA implement it~ Desi en Ontion 2 and g.r.-ide 
$cparnte this crossing. 

We undc,rs-uind that th.is is a highly compJc;,; and challenging projc~I with ful)ding, design !llld c11vixomne.ntal 
aJlpmv.it fbr the greater Los Angeks area. It is imperative tl1.1t the Cl'UC be involved wilh the details of thi.s 
projec~ from its inccplion in order to be infonni;:d and 10 ht-of greater assistance in the fu1ure. 

Tiie CPUC will need to provide <1 pplic.abk regulatory ov~:rliight for ;di phases of tl1e .proje-.:.1. This will require 
c,·uty cousulfation wjtll not only LAC.\t'f A per!onntl, but also wi1h contracted consuJlanli in Order to 
pro\.·ide e.;irly consultation on all proposed design and engineering oft.he J>fOJ:)OSed J)f'Ojecl improvcmc:.nts on 
the co1ridor. 

Th~ wiJJ :L1si$l wl1h !he review of the eJwi.roo.01ent:tl documcrus :md fin,sl CE.QA :t()1>roval oftlle projocl 
by the CPUC, sinoe ,ve are M r~SpOnsible f1gency under CEQA se-clion I 538 I with regard to lhis projool 
imd in complying with .1uy "nd aJJ Gener.ii Order rcquircmcms ss 1bcy apply 10 the Crensh.1w Transit 
Corridor project. 

Tbank you wry mucJ) for 1tte. oppot1unity 10 review Md conm1cn1 on your OEJR. Commission stair is 
nvailable 10 meet with you aod disc~s our co1)certis. 

We look forward ro workwg with the LACM'f A 01.l th.is 1Jrojcc1. ShouJ(l you bsve any questions, plc3l!e· 

contoc.t me al (2 13) 576 - 7083 or emailat jfp@cnyc.c:i.si:<1v. 

Sincerel)'. 

/ S I 

Jose Pereyra 
U1il.itiei Engineer 
Rail Cn~sing., Engintt1i ng, SecLio-n 
Ra.ii Transit Md Cr<i!ls.irtg,$ Branch 
Consomcr Pro1ec1ion art<! S3fccy Division 
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Response to comment 10-09-A. 

Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges and has complied with the rules and regulations involving the 
CPUC.  Metro has coordinated with the CPUC throughout the planning process.  

Response to comment 10-09-B. 

Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the 
issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and 
engineering assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in a 
sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors 
regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.   

In acquiring Commission approval for the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project, Metro will file both a Rail Crossing Hazards Analysis Report and a formal application in 
accordance with the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.) These will be filed in the 
summer of 2011 after the FEIR has been certified.  

Response to comment 10-09-C. 

The locally preferred alternative, as selected by the Metro Board of Directors, is grade-separated in 
the highest density area of the alignment, near the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza between 39th 
Street and 48th Street.   

Response to comment 10-09-D. 

Significant improvements to safety design and operation for light rail transit within Los Angeles have 
occurred since the inception of the Metro Blue Line.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that a less-than-
significant impact to safety would occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please 
Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 

Response to comment 10-09-E. 

Comment noted.  The rail to rail connection to the Metro Exposition Line was removed from 
consideration during the final design process, for many of the reasons cited by the commenter.  
Design Option 6, a below-grade segment from 39th Street to Exposition Boulevard was carried 
forward for further evaluation and consideration during the final design phase of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project.   

Preliminary cost estimates for the Project with Design Option 6 are within 95 percent of the allocated 
project budget.  The inclusion of Design Option 6 may not be consistent with the financial plan for 
the project.  Although costs are being refined into the Preliminary Engineering Phase, consideration 
of shorter routes, i.e. either a northern terminus of the Crenshaw/LAX line at the King Station 
(MOS-1) or a southern terminus at the Century Station (MOS-2) were examined should the cost of 
the project with Design Option 6 not be within the financial plan for the project.    

Response to comment 10-09-F. 

Specific design features have been implemented in order to reduce vehicular confusion, especially 
left turns, resulting from operation of the street running LRT system.  The CPUC has requested that 
the crossing at Brynhurst Ave be considered for closure, resulting in a remaining three access points 
to and from the area.  These being 71st Street at Crenshaw Boulevard, Victoria Avenue at Florence 
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Avenue and Brynhurst Avenue at Florence Avenue.  Other measures involve the closing of three 
intersections at 59th Place, Coliseum Place and Rodeo Place, and restrictions of left turns at 54th 
Street/Crenshaw Boulevard intersection to provide an LOS of D or better when the project is 
constructed.  Design features to reduce potential left turn conflicts with the LRT include the 
placement of a raised median island directly in front of the vehicles making the turn, and the 
placement of a low-level signal with active signage directly in front of the vehicles making the turn in 
order to provide clear indication of allowed movements. 

Response to comment 10-09-G. 

Comment noted.  School pedestrian counts were conducted during the safety analysis of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Left turn access onto Crenshaw Boulevard will be restricted 
in two locations between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street, where the Rodeo Place/Crenshaw 
Boulevard and Coliseum Place/Crenshaw Boulevard intersections are planned for closure.  

Response to comment 10-09-H. 

Comment noted.  The restriction of left turn movements when the light rail alignment is at grade 
from 60th to 48th Streets was revisited at the request of the CPUC and LADOT during the Advanced 
Conceptual Engineering. LADOT asked that turn movements be reduced to the greatest extent 
possible to maintain access to the surrounding community.  The CPUC requested that left turn 
prohibitions be considered along the street-running portion of the alignment to reduce the accident 
potential between automobiles and light rail vehicles.  Additional traffic analysis and pedestrian 
counts were conducted along this segment in the vicinity of Slauson Avenue near View Park Prep 
and Crenshaw High School and are included in the Traffic Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR.  Additional 
traffic and pedestrian counts were conducted for the following four signalized intersections along 
Crenshaw Boulevard: 

 Crenshaw Boulevard & 50th Street (Crenshaw High School) 
 Crenshaw Boulevard & 52nd Street (Crenshaw High School) 
 Crenshaw Boulevard & 57th Street (View Park Preparatory/Middle Schools) 
 Crenshaw Boulevard & Slauson Avenue (View Park Preparatory/Middle Schools) 

New traffic and pedestrian counts were collected on Crenshaw Boulevard at 50th Street, 52nd Street, 
and 57th Street from 7:00 to 9:00 a.m. and 2:00 to 6:00 p.m. on a normal school day. The pedestrian 
and LRT effects on Crenshaw Boulevard and Slauson Avenue were analyzed in the DEIS/DEIR for 
the AM and PM peak hours; therefore, only new midday traffic and pedestrian count data was 
collected from 2:00 to 4:00 p.m. to capture school dismissal activity at this location.  

The LPA has an at-grade street-running train in the center median on Crenshaw Boulevard between 
48th and 60th Streets.  The analysis assumed no exclusive light rail transit phase along this segment.  
The analyzed intersections would operate at an optimal cycle length between 90 and 150 seconds.  
The light rail vehicles (LRVs) would operate without preferential treatment or a dedicated train phase 
at the intersections.  The LRVs would move concurrently with parallel through traffic and would be 
sufficiently accommodated within the allocated green time.  Because the LRVs would operate in the 
median without a dedicated phase; provision of protected left turn phasing would be required to 
eliminate the potential conflict between the train operations and the traffic exiting Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Crenshaw Boulevard at 48th Street 
In the DEIS/DEIR, the average vehicle delay may increase slightly at the Crenshaw Boulevard/48th 
Street intersection, however, it would not result in a significant traffic impact. 

Crenshaw Boulevard at 50th Street and 52nd Street 
Both intersections near Crenshaw High School currently operate at acceptable LOS C or better 
during the AM, midday and PM peak hours.  In the morning peak hour, approximately 75 
pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard (north leg) and approximately 10 to 15 pedestrians crossed 
50th Street (east leg). In the early afternoon, approximately 65 pedestrians crossed Crenshaw 
Boulevard, and 25 students crossed 50th Street.  After 4:00 p.m., the pedestrian activity decreased to 
less than 40 persons crossing the streets.  At the Crenshaw Boulevard/52nd Street intersection, 
approximately 80 pedestrians used the crosswalks in the AM peak hour, and only one quarter of 
them crossed Crenshaw Boulevard.  In the early afternoon peak hour, approximately 50 pedestrians 
crossed the intersection, and half of them crossed Crenshaw Boulevard.  After 4:00 p.m., the 
pedestrian volumes decreased to less than 35 persons, and about one-third to half of them crossed 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  Under 2030 conditions, the projected corridor traffic increase would result in 
poor LOS E at both intersections in at least one of the analyzed peak periods.  Under 2030 with LRT 
conditions, signal operations were assumed to change from a 90-second cycle to a 150-second cycle to 
accommodate proposed LRT train operations (average one train in either direction every five minutes 
or every two and a half minutes during the weekday peak hour) and an exclusive left-turn phase for 
the southbound left-turn movement from Crenshaw Boulevard to 50th Street.  This could result in 
more delay to the side street and to the traffic exiting Crenshaw Boulevard.  However, the 
north/south through movement would gain additional green time because it would run parallel to 
the LRT movements.  Traffic may also decrease at both locations slightly due to the LRT transit mode 
share, but a minor increase in pedestrian activity walking to the Slauson Station may be expected.  
The LOS analysis, based on the Highway Capacity Manual analysis, indicated that both locations 
would operate at LOS D or better during all three analyzed peak periods under the 2030 with LRT 
scenario.  No new significant impact was found at these two locations. 

Crenshaw Boulevard at 54th Street 
The Crenshaw Boulevard/ 54th Street intersection was identified as potentially impacted by LRT 
operations due to high left-turn volumes exiting and entering Crenshaw Boulevard.  To mitigate the 
project-related traffic impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/54th Street intersection, the DEIS/DEIR 
proposed prohibition of northbound and southbound left turns from Crenshaw Boulevard to 54th 
Street. 

Crenshaw Boulevard at 57th Street 
The Crenshaw Boulevard/57th Street intersection currently operates at acceptable LOS C during the 
AM, midday and PM peak hours.  Being adjacent to the View Park School, approximately 20 to 25 
pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard (north and south legs), while nearly 95 pedestrians crossed 
57th Street (east and west legs) in the AM peak hour.  In the early afternoon, approximately 30 to 35 
pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard, and almost 90 students crossed 57th Street.  After 4:00 
p.m., the pedestrian flow crossing Crenshaw was still about 30 to 35 per hour, while the pedestrian 
volumes crossing 57th Street were reduced by one-third (about 65 total).  Under 2030 conditions, the 
projected corridor traffic increase would result in a LOS change from C to D in the AM and PM peak 
hours.  Under 2030 with LRT conditions, signal operations were assumed to change from a 90-
second cycle to a 150-second cycle (to accommodate proposed LRT train operations) and an exclusive 
left-turn phase for the left-turn traffic exiting Crenshaw Boulevard.  The LOS analysis based on the 
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HCM analysis indicated that both locations would continue to operate at LOS D or better during all 
three analyzed peak periods.  No new significant impact was found at this location. 

Crenshaw Boulevard at Slauson Avenue 
The pedestrian and LRT effects on the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection during the 
AM and PM peak hours were analyzed in the DEIS/DEIR; therefore, this analysis focused on the 
midday peak hour.  The Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection currently operates at 
congested conditions at LOS F in the AM and PM peak hours and LOS E in the midday peak hour.  
Being adjacent to the View Park School, this intersection has high pedestrian activity in the midday 
peak hour.  Approximately 350 pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard and 220 pedestrians crossed 
Slauson Avenue between 2:00 and 4:00 p.m.  Under 2030 conditions, the projected corridor traffic 
increase would result in oversaturated conditions of LOS F in all three analyzed peak periods.  Under 
2030 with LRT conditions, the analysis assumed that the existing northbound and southbound left-
turn storage and protected left-turn phases would be preserved for the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson 
Avenue intersection.  The LOS analysis based on the HCM analysis indicated that although this 
location would continue to operate at oversaturated conditions of LOS F, the overall delay would be 
less than 2030 baseline conditions.  No new significant impact was found at this location for the 
midday peak hour.  Again, traffic is likely to slightly decrease at this location due to the LRT transit 
mode share.  The estimated overall delay reduction is primarily because the north/south through 
movement may gain additional green time due to movement parallel to LRVs. 

Consistent with the DEIS analysis, the proposed street-running LRV operations on Crenshaw 
Boulevard could affect the traffic conditions at the six signalized intersections between 48th Street 
and Slauson Avenue and may result in a significant traffic impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/54th 
Street intersection.  This impact could be mitigated with implementation of turn prohibition of 
northbound and southbound left turns from Crenshaw Boulevard to 54th Street, which may improve 
the intersection operating conditions to LOS C in both AM and PM peak hours.  The adjacent 
intersections of Crenshaw Boulevard at 50th Street, 52nd Street and 57th Street are expected to 
operate at LOS D or better in all analyzed periods.  The analysis has accounted for a moderate 
increase in pedestrian activity over the existing conditions generated by future LRT stations in the 
corridor.  The Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection operates at LOS E or F during the 
peak periods under existing conditions, and may continue operating at congested conditions under 
future 2030 conditions without and with the LRT.  The crosswalks of this intersection were heavily 
utilized by the surrounding schools and commercial uses, with 350 pedestrians crossing Crenshaw 
Boulevard and 220 pedestrians crossing Slauson Avenue in the morning peak hour.  Based on the 
HCM LOS analysis, additional pedestrian flow to and from the future Slauson Station would not 
significantly degrade the traffic conditions because the estimated future pedestrian volumes could be 
accommodated by the allocated green time in a 150-second cycle. 

Response to comment 10-09-I. 

Metro acknowledges that sharing the Harbor Subdivsion railroad right-of-way with freight operations 
would require compliance with the Federal Railway Rules and Regulations.  Metro has incorporated 
these rules and regulations into the design and operational plan for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project. 
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Response to comment 10-09-J. 

The CPUC has requested that the crossings at Brynhurst and Victoria Avenues be considered for 
closure. These crossings were further evaluated during Advanced Conceptual Engineering, where it 
was determined that Victoria Avenue would be closed because it is the portal entrance for the LRT as 
it transitions to a tunnel under Crenshaw Boulevard from the BNSF railroad Harbor Subdivision 
tracks, which are at-grade.  If the Brynhurst Avenue crossing is closed, there will only be three 
possible points of access to and from the area: 71st Street at Crenshaw Boulevard, Victoria Avenue at 
Florence Avenue, and Brynhurst Avenue at Florence Avenue.  Each of these intersections is currently 
side street stop controlled; and due to heavy volumes on Crenshaw Boulevard and Florence Avenue, 
left turn access into and from the area is difficult.  These three intersections were considered for 
potential signalization as a means to provide the access needed to serve this area.  Currently, 730 
vehicles per day cross the tracks on Brynhurst Avenue and 900 at Victoria Avenue.  Queue length 
was determined using both Synchro 7 and SIM Traffic models.  The results for the queue lengths are 
contained in the Traffic Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR.  Brynhurst is shown as remaining open in the 
Final Advanced Conceptual Engineering Drawings and is subject to the approval of the CPUC. 

Response to comment 10-09-K. 

Redondo Boulevard is being realigned at the intersection of Florence Avenue under a separate City of 
Inglewood project.  The timing and funding availability of this project has yet to be determined.  As 
stated in the DEIS/DEIR, the Redondo Avenue crossing will be closed because of poor sight distance 
from the angled crossing.  Implementation of this separate project would result in a configuration of 
the LRT alignment with a perpendicular crossing across Redondo Avenue, which was determined to 
operate safely at grade.   

Response to comment 10-09-L. 

Design Option 3, a cut and cover crossing at Centinela Avenue was carried forward for further 
evaluation and consideration during the final design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
It was determined that the lack of significant traffic impacts did not require the crossing to be grade 
separated. 

Response to comment 10-09-M. 

There are two cement and gravel businesses that use the Cedar Avenue crossing for access.  An 
alternate access point was evaluated for the two businesses during the design phase.  However, 
access would require that one of the sites provide an easement for access to the other.  Therefore, this 
option was removed from consideration.  Metro would maintain access to these sites during 
construction.  The grade crossing analysis of this crossing found that the traffic flow of trucks 
accessing the site would not be adversely affected by the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project. Investigation of the rate of truck crossings across Cedar Avenue reveal that trucks 
rarely approach this crossing at a rate where queues would develop. Standard design treatments 
would enable safe operation of this crossing.  

Response to comment 10-09-N. 

Comment noted.  Design Option 2, an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue was incorporated into 
the locally preferred alternative by the Metro Board of Directors.   
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Response to comment 10-09-O. 

Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that CPUC is a responsible agency for the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project and has initiated early consultation and coordination which has continued 
throughout all phases of the project.   
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COMMENT: 10-10. California Transportation Commission. 
 

 

--------------~ Metro 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

October 7, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Mon.ger 

1120N STREET,MS.&2 
P.0.80XiM287~ 

SA.al/.MENTO, MZ1UOOI 
FAXj91&)6G3,21~ 
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Los Angeles County MelropoliUU\ Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report- Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 

The Caljfomia Transportation Commission, a.\ a Responsible Agency, received the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project. 

The Commission has: no comments regarding the envirotunebloJ issues or project alternatives to 
be addressed in the OElR. Hov.-evet, the Commission recommends that the funding necessary 
for this project be identified and secured. 

If you have any question~ please oontact Susan Bransen, Associate Deputy Director, at 
(916) 653-2082. 

A;Jb d-'1ufaJ H~ G. RHJNEHART 
Execuli,·e Direc.tor 

c: Jay NorvcU. Chief. Caltrans Environmental Allalysis Branch 
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Response to comment 10-10. 

Comment noted.  Funding provided in the DEIS/DEIR is for information only. However, this 
funding comment is acknowledged and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for their 
consideration.  Metro will develop a comprehensive funding plan for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project. Metro will also coordinate with the California Transportation Commission (CTC) 
during this process. 
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COMMENT: 10-11. Office of the City Manager, City of El Segundo. 
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ce~ of <Et !/Jegando 
Office of the City M unager 

October 22, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Managct 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Tom.spor1a1ion Authority 
One Gntcway Pla,:o, MS 99-22·'.l 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-29S2 

Re: Comments Reprding the Crcmb.tw Transit Corridor Project Draft 
1:n,wnmental Impact Slllternc,11/DraR Environmcnlal lmpllCI Report 

The City of lll Segundo has n:viewed the Oral\ Environmental imp>ct 
Swemc,,t/Daft l!nviroruncntal lmpoc:t Repcm (DetSIDBIR) and has ocriout 
concerns about the adoquacy of lhc environrnental rcvJew for I.he proposed Site 
"0" mainrea,ahcc ond opcotioos (M and 0) (acility. The n:vicw of this lilcility 
contained in the DEIS/DEIR is incomplete, intcrnatly inconils,.001, and in certain 
instanoes docs not correctly analyze infonnation. 

Tu analysis of the Mand O faality is not amino, and insignificant component or 
the projco1. The M and O facility include, a substantial portion or land and 
involves the construction of numerous buildings within the City of £I Segundo. 
The budg<t for this proj«t compoo<nt is DIOt'O than SS million dollarw (Table 2-8} 
and could comprise 5% 10 7%of the overall capital cOS'l of theCrenshaw Corridor 
projocL Tbc 55 million dollar Ggure does not include site ocquisiriOCI, rail Uno 
~location and ske .-cdiatiou costs, which au should be identified to disclose the 
total coS< of placing the mainlfnance facility at the Sile "D" loc•tion. 

The Ol!ISIOEIR docs mt ooolllin an adequau, level of Qlvironmcmal ~ · for 
the PfOPOl"d M And O ioeility. The Sile "D" M and O l\cility needs a full 
analysis 10 ensure compliance with the National Environmencat Policy Act 
{NEPA) and California E,,vironmeolal Quality Act (CEQA). All impacu ooed 10 
bo analyzed and fully disclosed prior to certification of the DEIS/DEIR 3nd 
decision-making on the project. 

nc Main Str..c, El Segundo, Cs/ffomla 91/243813 
PhoM (310) 524-2301 FAX (>10) 322-1131 
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I.. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A) Where is Site "D"? 

The Executive Summary (ES-26) states that the ultimate facility s iu, will be 
determined once the project O!)C(llling plan is finalized. CEQA does not permit 
deferral of defining the scope of a project. An ElR muSl have an accurate and 
complete projecL des<:ription. The DEIS/DEIR contains numerous different. 
incomplete and conflicting descriptions of Site "D." The presentation of 
conflicl.ing information on the boundaries and scope of 1hc Sile ''D'' maintenance 
facility results in questionable environ.mental <..-onclusions. El Segundo City Staff 
identified at least five variations of Site ''D'' boundaries in the document. None of 
the descriptions are con.11istent with each other and in some c.ases there are 
significant discrepancies in size and configuration. The identified variations of 
~e Site ''D'' project area areas follows; 

1) An aerial phoco diagram that outlines Site "D" is in.eluded on pages ES-
16, ES-21 and 2-17. This diagram identifies S ite "D" as• landlocked 
rectangular pOrtioo of land 14.8 acl'es in size, bounded by vacant l:llld on 
two side.'i and by existing rail conidots on two other sjdes. 

2) Two conceptual diagrams included in Volume II for the Site ''D" Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT) Mand O facility (C-148) nnd lho Site "D'' Light Rail 
Transit (LRT) M and O facility (C-436) define the project area much 
differently than the aerial photo. Both con.ceptual engineering drawings 
appear l() be much larger areas of land thal include portions of parcels that 
are 10Ca1ed as far cast as Doug.las Street aod could potcntiaUy involve 
parcels with occupied buildings. 

3) There is a list of Site "D" affected parcels (Table 4-12). There are 13 
parcels on this list. City calculations identify that the 13 parcels have a 
total area of 29.88 acres. When these parcels are highlighted on a map, it 
appears the area affected does not match either the conceptual drawings or 
the aerial photo. Also this list of pa.roe.ls does noL include either the Union 
Pacific (UPRR) or the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) railway 
right-of-way which would make usiug this grouping of parcels impossible 
to use as the site would be bisected by both existing rail lines. Therefore it 
is clear that the Hst in Tahle4-12 does not even include all the parcels that 
are affected. 

4) There is a verbal description of the project area on page 2-16 of the 
document that describes Site"])" as bounded by the Harbor Subdivision, a 
Union Pacific Branch Linc and Rosecrans Avenue. This description does 
not correspond with either of the conceptual drawings for the facility, the 
aer1a.1 diagram nor the list of affected parcels. 
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5) In the analysis of impacts on property revenues Site '1D" is identifie,cJ as 
being 29.3 acres in size and cornp,ist<l of 12 parcels (page 4-401). This 
identifies an area tllore than Len acres larger than the si1.,e rel'crenccd in the 
Executive Summary and the rest of the document. The DEIS does not 
contain any clear definition of the 29.3 acres that are included in t.he 
eoonomic i,np&ct ~ection. 

An accurate analysis of the environmental impacts of this ponion of the project is 
impossible without consistency in the maitu.enancc facility desc,ription. Questions 
regarding veh.icJc access. facilities buffering, visual quality, biological rcsource.i, 
hazardous materials, archeolog_icaJ resources, cultural resoutces, economic 
impacts, impacts to existing rail lines and impacts to adjacem landowners cannot 
be adequately addressed withouL a consistent and more precise des<..Tiption of the 
land area involved. 

Certain environmental det.erm.inations within the DEIS/DEIR are incorrect if Site 
··O" consists or the ru:ca identified in the BRT and LRT M and O facil ity 
conceptual drawings. These include the following: 

• Page 4-76 states "Sile D docs not include aoy buildings. Therefore, relocation 
assistance would not be rcquircd/t This statement is not correct if the LRT 
maintenance fac,iliL)' is btiill in the configuratior1 ~bown on drawing C-436. 
Under this circumsu111ce al least one existing commercial building, if not 
more. would be affected by the project and relocation As.sistance would be 
required. 

• Page 4 .. 318 state.t; "Site Dis located on vacant industrial land located between 
and surrounded by nvo existing freight railroad lines." lf the boundaries of 
Site '"D" are accurately reOccted in the conceptual drawings or comprised of 
the list of affee1ed parcels (page 4-75) this statement is inaccurate, Based 
upon the scenarios identified in the conceptual drawings, the site• area is much 
larger than lhe area defi.oed on Page 4v318 and the site area would incorporate 
the existing rail lines as well as additional parcels located beyond the rrul 
lines. 11te parcels in"·olved would include parcels I.hat arc not vacant. 
Occupied buildings would be included in the project area. Industrial uses and 
a recreational vehicle storage use \,..-ouJd be included in the project area. 

Under those scenarios the site area is ruud1 Jarg.er thao defined in this statement 
rutd would incorporate the existing rail-line.t; a~ well ns parcels beyond the rail 
Ji.nes. and incorporate parcels and builctings that are not vacant. that are currently 
used foi: induslrial and recreational vehicle storage uses. 

B) IV/iat J)q,s the Mand O Facility Conrist of? 

The document states in section 2.1 .3 Maintenance and Operations Facilities 
Screening "The size, location, construction and operations of the required light 
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rail vehicle (LRV) mainLenancc and operations faciJiLies must be considered as 
part of the BRT and LRT Alternative evaluation." However the size and scope of 
the Site "O" .M and O facility is incoosistent in Lhe document, whicb raises 
questions about the adequacy of the environment·al evaluation. 

Page 2-32 of the document describes the BR1' M and O facil ily as having an. 
initial capacity of 24 buS-C$ with a capacity of 100 buses at maximum buiJdout. 
The facility would have a 40.000 square-foot adminislrutive building, 30,000 
square foot mainteoance building, a pain, and body shop, and padcing for 150 
employees and visitor vehicles. This is inconsistenl with conceptual drawhlg C-
148, which shows a much larger BRT M and O facility with a 300 bus capacity, 
50,000 square-foot administrative building_, 40,000 maintenance facility, 27.000 
square--foot heavy repairs racility, and parking for 300 employee and visitor 
vehicles. 

Page 2-46 of the documen1 describes the LRT M and O facil ily as having a 
capacity of 60 ligh.t roil vehicles with a 50,000 square foot administrative 
building, and otJ1er associaled facilities and parking for 200 em.ployc:c and visitor 
vehicles. T11is is not consistent. with conceptual drawing C-436 which show.s a 
facili1y wilh a capacily of 102 light rail vehicles, a 55,000 square-foot 
administrative building, other associated facilities and parking for well over 230 
employee and visiLOr vehicles. 

11,e Mand O facili1y conceptual drawings for the BRT site (C·148) and I:RT site 
(C-436) identify poteot.ial building locations for the structures associated with the 
facility. These building footprints appear to be very small compared to the size of 
structures t.ha\ they represent For example the 55,000 square fooL ad.ministr3tion 
building identified on the LRT site plan appears to have a building footprint of 
less than 6,000 square foct. Is this building intended LO be 9 or 10 stories in 
height? h is imporumt that this information be clear io the project description so 
that the project can bo adcquaicly analyzed for visual impacts, zoning and buffers. 

Additional City comments on the size1 constructioo and operations of the M and 
O Fnc.ility include: 

• The document contains no di11cus.sion of environmcntaJ impacts 011 the 
properties surrounding Sile ,;IY'. This topic sho,~d be analyzed in !he 
DEIS/DEIR. The maintenance facility is not compatible with the adjaoen, 
retail and dining commercial uses. 

• The description of Site .. D" as vacant land is inaccurate. '111ere are existing 
uses on the site. There is a former brass foundry foundation at the site. The-re 
is an cx..isting recreational vehicJe storage business at the site. Also th.ere is 
the potential that the project site jncludcs parcels with occupied buildings. 
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C) Are Rail lines in /he Project Area? 

It is unclear from the differing project descriptions whether lbe lwo existing rail 
lines arc affected by the projecL There is a general statement on Page 4-318 that 
the project includes the relocation as ·,iecessary of the existing UPRR and BNSF 
rail•lines. The document oontains no analysis on how this will occur and lbc 
impacts of this relocation. Some questions that need to be answered regarding 
this statement include: \ViJJ the relocation affect where the trains- cross Doug.las 
Street? Will the rail relocation affect the \'iability of commercial dc:.vetopmcnt on 
adjacem parcels? WilJ the rail relocation increase the physical land area affected 
by thiS project? Arc the associated relocation costs included in the cost cstima1e, 
aod if not, what arc they projected to be? 

The Chevron Corporation is the primary user of the rail network in the project 
area. How will the project affecc this company's railway access? \ViU the current 
amount of storage and stacking space for freight cars be maintained? Is 
consolidation of the two existing t.tadcs planned? 

D) I/ow Does AcceJs to Site "D" Occur? 

The eovironmental documeiu contains no discussion of bow empJoyees, visiLOrs 
and emergency service vehicle.s access Site "D." The engineering drawirtgs in 
Volume U Appendix A for Site D are vndear as to how access is provided as 
nothing is labeled on the drawings. Jt appears that the intenl may be to include a 
proposed access point at Douglas Street. The location depicted is curremly a 
gated entry restricted for use by City of El Segundo emergency service vehicles 
only. Will access be taken from Douglas Street as it appears to be depicted on the 
BRt conceptual plan (C- 148) or will nccess occur from some other location? 
Some of the questions that are not answered by the environmental document 
include: Is an intersection required on Douglas Street? Are mitigation mea!.ures 
to maintain adequate traffic circulation on Douglas Street necessary as a resull of 
this project? Would ac.cess to lhe site be located within close proxi1uity of olher 
intersections on Douglas Street an<! pose a public safety hazard? How would 
Doug.las Street acce.i,s to the sj1e inltrfacc with the two existing rail lines that 
cross Douglas Street'! 

A complete discussion of the access proposed for both 01e LRT and BRT 
maintenance facility altemaliv~ must be included in the DEIS/DE.IR. This 
discussion sl\Ol!,ld include: general plan and zoning compliance, street width 
requirements, oocessa.ry street frontage, street capadt)•, adequacy of access and 
safety. 

U. SUM.MARY TABLES 

There are two rabies addressing the M and O facility impa<:tS. In reviewing these two 
tables the City of El Segundo believes the staternents made in thes,: tables regarding Site 

5 

H 

I 

J 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-66 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

"D" cannot be substantiated becansc of Jack of adequate re,•iew and analysis in the 
DEIS/DEIR. 

The first table, the screening summary, is identified as Table ES-2 in the Executive 
Summary and Table 2-3 in <he DEIS/DEIR. The statements in this table are hi.ghly 
subjective and are not supported by <h.c analysis in the DEIS/DEIR. The City disagrees 
wltl1 the following statem.ents in 1his 1able regarding Site "-0,.: 

Criteria DEIS/DEIR Statement City of El Segundo Respans• regarding 
fot Site "D" Site ''D'' 

Size and 14.8 Acres; not directly Because of numerous oonflicts and 
Proximity . adjacent to alignment i.oadequatc infonnation in the documenL, the 

size of the oroicct cannot be detenni.ned. 
I.and Use and Vacant; zoned Statemeot that the land is vacant is incorrect. 
Zoning COJIUD('rcial and Thete are pa('CeJs that appear within the 

industrial project area to have-uses, as well as existing 
occunied structures. 

Buffers Buffers uru,ecessnry Strongly disagree with this StaLemcnt as this 
site could directly abut a majoi: existing 
commercial area and the future expansion of 
that commercial area and planned 
development project~. Placement of this 
facility could impact the adjaceoL existing 
and new commercial areas. 

Potential Grc~test potential Not possible without significant dismption of 
Expansion existi.og freight rail lines serving the Chevron 

Refinery and obstructing the ability 10 

consttuct the planned Park Place Roadway 
extension. 

Community Low Location of facility would confli<,'t with the 
Disruption stated General Plan Circulation Element goal 

of an additional east west roadway 
connection in the City for the future 
extension of Park Place (a portion of thi< 
roadway is already constructed). Completion 
of this .roadway is also a mitigation measure 
for the Plaza El Scgt1Ddo commercial 
development in the FEIR for the project. 
Pre-empting lhis link could affect future area 
1raffic and severely restrict furore expansion 
of Plaza El Segundo, which could have 
substantial environmental and economic 
oonscquences. 

Pre-Emption Best This conclusion is not sup_poned a.ci the 
of Most DEIS/DEIR contains no discussion of 
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Vnlunble/13c.,t e~i.stlng environmentaJ documents und 
Use cntillemenss for lbc area in question. The 

land tL<e could pre-empt lhe development or 
the ain as a regional shoppu,g and 
employment centtt lhrougb dircci 
displlOCIDent or by being • OQnfhctlng 
ldiacc:111 land use. 

The second cable is the "Summary of tm1>1101s of the Majnten3Jlce nnd Opcmtfons 
Facilities" idcn1mcd as Table 5.3 within ~•• DEIS/DEIR, and is ,eproduccd In on 
abridged form as Table ES-5 in lbe Exocu1ivc Summary. TI1e City a;.,ens llm 1hc 
following environmental impact conclusions rcg:u'<ling the Site "D" M and O F"ocility nrc 
erroneous: 

Project OF.IS/DEIR City of El S, gundo R'"poout ttj\llrdlng 
GoaVCrit•ri• statement Site "0" 

regarding Sitt uo~ 
Mand O Facllllr 

Local Ullld U10 ond ConsiSlCnl Conflicu v.11b local z.oning. Genaal Pl1n 
Ocvclnnment and exlstinsz. enlillcmcnts. 
Trans-portotion No Adverse Effec1 Noc enough information to make 1his 

detcnnination. need a lnlffiC stutly, need 
more detail on access arid railroud ln,oact.4i 

Division of an No Adverse Effect Adve,~e Effect, based on imp•cts 10 locally 
fatablished •dop,ed plans and cnti1lcments 
Communltv 
Cicy or El Segundo • Consistem Ptojcct will directly confli<I wilh Ctty's 
General Plan Omc:n!Plan. 
fl',placemco•• 10 partial pa=b Cannot be determined bas«! on lhe 

3 [ullparcds 00fllllcting information p-.d in lhe 
documen~ 

VistLal Qu•lity No Adverse Effect lnadcqua1e analysis, mitigalloos may be 
nccc,sary to buffer facility from confllctlng 
commercial Jand uses 

Air Quality Adverse, no son\e mi1igations should be included to 
mitiv:atioo fea.,ible lessen the adverse impacts of tbe racilitv 

Noiic u11.d Vibration No Adverse Effect Opcr•iJonnl noise impacis should bo 
onalyu,d and mitiped given tills facility 
wUJ be locacoo next to a a:lllilldlnwi 
coaumn:iaJ facilil}'. Al.so DOl!e 1mp11C1S or 
cuming moYCmallS of LRT facility <hould 
be llftllv,_,,I and milfaatcd. 

i:<:os)'Slffll and No Adverse Effect lnll®<Jllllt• doalmentation of why oo 
Biological Re10urces with mitigati()'il. impact oonclu.<ion was reached. No 

Native t.toes and WorOU1tion abc)u1 a formal study 
vee.etatio.n remo,·cd conducted bv oualificll oxm:rt. 
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Geotecb.nicaV No Ad verso effect lnccmplete and deferred analysis, ccmplctc 
Hazards with mitiiration review i:eouircd to ad....,uatelv mitiaate. 
Water No Adverse Effects Operations of facility cculd impact water 

m>alitv, sh.ould be analvzcd and miti~ated. 
Historic, No Adverse Effelts Ground disturbance will occur. Basic 
Archaeological, mitigations should be in place LO protect 
Paleontolo~ical anv disturbed resources. 
Economic No Adverse lnc-omplete and flawed analysis. Docs not 

Effect.s, $72,100 take into account full economic impact on 
nro"ertv tax loss the Citv of El Se<»>ndo. 

Safety and Security No Adver..e EffectS No analysis of safety issues related to the 
facilitv. Should be studied af)d miti">tcd. 

Envirooment.al No Adverse Effects The facility adds to ovcrconcentration of 
Justice lru:ge regionally-serving industrial facilities 

in and immediately adjacent to the City of 
El Segundo that create significaot air 
quality, noise, safety and hazardous 
matcria)s ;-... acts. 

A more de1.ailed di.S~JSSion of each of the above issues is inducted in the next section of 
this leuer. 

UL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

The City of El SegUrtd0 has the- follo,ving comments aod C01)oems regarding the 
environment~! analysis: 

A) 3.0 Transportation Impacts_ 

Page 3~ l of che do<:ument states that .. regardJe.~s of level of significance, all 
pocentially adverse environmental impacts ha,•e been analyied and mitigations 
proposed whece feasible to reduce identified adverse impactS.'' The City disagrees 
that all p0tenliaJ adverse environmental impact" regarding transportation have 
been analy,.ed and appropriate mitigations been ide.ntified for Site "D". '!'here is 
insufficient information in .the DEIS/DEIR to conclude that there is no adverse 
effect that would occur with the construction of a. maintenance facility at Site "D". 
A traffic study must be prepared that analyzes Site "D". 

The analysis of the traffic impacts of the Site ''D .. maintenance facility consists of 
the following statement (Page 3-51): "Tho addition of traffic to tlie street system 
as a result of staffing at tbe.~e facilities is not projected lo cause any inctcasc in 
intersection delay. Thi.." oooclusion was reached because principal arrival and 
departure times for employees are outside of typical weekday peak travel periods. 
1"he impact analysis considers peak period for adverse impacts; therefore, no 
further analysis is required ... The City considers this an inadequate analysis of the 
facility's traffic i.tnpacis. There is no discussion of how the maintenance facility 
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operates. lO substantiate the statement lb.at it will not generate any trips during 
peak periods. The document contains no information about bow many individuals 
work at che facility and what lhe regular shifts an: for the employees. The 
conceptual drawings (C-436 and C-148) show an administrative facility of up to 
55,000 square feet wilh employee packing for clo.,e to three hundred vehicles. Do 
administrative perso.n.nel at the site also work irregular hours aod not generate 
peak period trips'? At a minimum the document shouJd conc.ain a mitigation 
measure to ensure that no new peak period trips are generated by the- project. 

There is no analysis of the vehicle access to the Site "D" facility, therefore it is. 
impossible to conclude whether the facility's interface with the Jocal roadway 
network is adequate, feasibJe oi: has traffic impacts. The BRT maintenance 
facility conceptual drawing (C-148) appears to have vehicle ac.cess fror:n Douglas 
Street. All other version.,\ of lbe site contained in the DEIS/DEIR do not show or 
mention how e1nployees will access lhe site. Providing basic access info1:mntion 
is neccssa,y to allow for analysis of bow public safety (polioe and fire) personnel, 
faci lity maintenance per.sonneJ, and visitors aooess the site, wbe1her the project 
could poteatially affect existing rail alignments that cross Douglas Strecl and 
whether site access \\•ill conflict with existing intersections that exist on Douglas 
Street. 

The proposed 8RT altcmat.ive would end at the Aviation Suuion. This is 
approximately I½ miles away from Site "'D." There is oo discussion of the 
effeclS of moving "out of service" buses co and from the mai.tlcenance faciJity 
therefore the CiLy is unable to assess the impacts of bus transfer operations on 
local Street$. 

Why weren't site alternatives closer to Aviation Statioo coosidered for the BRT 
M aod O faci lity? For example there are areas located under the 105 Freeway on 
Imperial BouJevru:d east of Aviation BouJevard that are very close to the Aviation 
Station that ntay be suitable for this facility. Also there is l11e possibility of 
incorporating lbe facility into the Aviation Station site it~elf. 

Other traffic and transportation oomments tl1e City has are: 

• The plans and project description do 001 discuss the impacts on freight rail 
service to Chevron. The Chevron El Segundo refinery processes 
approxitruitely 5.2 million gallons of gasoline, 3.9 million gallons of jet fuel, 
and 170,000 gallons of LPG daily. Unintenupied a<>cess to the refinery by rail 
is imperative aud needs to be more completely add,e.ssed in the DEIR. The 
City is (.'Uaeutly unable to asse.\s if lhere are traffic, circulation or other 
impacts on the facility. 

• The location of the Site D M and O Facility andfor its possible expansion will 
potentially eliminate the ability to construct U,c. planned Park Plaoe roadway 
extension identified in the City's Gene,aJ Plan and the Plaza El Segundo EIR. 
Not building this roadway could create a future impoct to the operation and 
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level of service tll the intersection of Ro..4iecrans Avenue and Sepulveda 
Boulevard. 

• How Wm the LRT facility con,iect to the Green Linc? A review of lhc 
environmental implications of connecting to 1he elevated track is necessary. 

• The existing Aviation Station provides a park and ride facility. City Swfhas 
observed that this parlcing facility is well used and at capacity. With the 
addition of the Crenshaw Corridor Transit Line, additional parking should be 
provided at the Aviation Station to service the increased patkil.'lg demand. The 
discussion in the DEIS/DEIR on Page 3-61 does not identify additional park 
and ride facilities at A via ti on Station. 

B) 4.1 Land Use and Developmenl 

The document has inadequate analysis of the City of El Segundo's local land use 
plan policies and regulations. 

First, the Site ''D" M and O facility is inconsistent with local zoning and the 
General Plan Land Use classification. Port.ions of the proposed site are Joc&lcd in 
the City's Commercial Center (C-4) Zone and Commercial Center Land Use 
classification. Tit-e purpose of this land use classification and zoning <tistrict is to 
provide for developini;: regjonal commercial establishments servi1lg the City and 
sw·rounding area. A heavy industrial use such as this maintenance facility is not a 
permitted use in the Commercial Center (C-4) Zone. The DEIS/DEIR contains 
some analysis of Crenshaw Conidor project and City of Los Angeles zoning 
(Pages 4•6, 4~ 7), however there is no analysis of the project in relation to City of 
El Segundo z.oning. ThCJ:t: is 3 statement on Page 4-447 tl1at construction of the 
maimenance and operations facility would not aJter zoning and land use 
compatibility. The City strongly dis.agrees with this statemeru as con.sttuction of 
this facility would conflict with the intent of the Commercial C..enter {C·4) Zone 
and would potentially create an incompatible land use in this commercial zone. 

Second, it is stated io nwncrous locations the DEIS/DEIR that the Site ''D" 
mahlteoance facility is consistent with die E.l Segundo Genera] Plan. This 
St.ateme.nt is inaccurate as the project directly conflict.~ with the following adopted 
General Plan goals, objectives and policies: 

• The Circulation Element (adopted June 2004) of 1/ie General Plan anticipai,s 
1/ie ex"'1sion of Park Place so that traffic oould travel from Nash Street to 
Sep,ilvcda Boulevard. Attached is the City of El Segundo adopted Master 
Plan of Streets which identifies this extension llS a four lane divided collector 
road. It appears that constructing the facility at the Site-"D11 location wooJd 
directly interfere with completing tl1is General Plan identified roadway 
project. This could severely hamper improving future circulation within the 
southeast portion of the City sio<:e lb.ere are no cast•west orie,ued through 
streets between El Segundo Boulevard and Rosecrans A venue. Ob$1:ructing 
the Park Place roadway exteosion project would result in the conlliets with the 
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following Circulation Element Policies: Conflict with the policy to upgrade 
all master plan t'Oadwar-, (Policy Cl-1.2); Conflict with providing adequate 
roadway capacity on all Master Plan roadwa}> (Policy Cl-J.3); Conflict with 
constructing missing roadway links to complete the roadway system 
desigJ1>ted in the Circulation Element (CJ-1.4) and Policy CJ -1.15, conflict 
with the pursuit and protection of adequate rig.ht-of-way to acconunodate 
future-circulation system improvements. 

• Any property talting to accumulate land for a Site "D" facil ity (pru:ticularly 
WesL of parcels 413&-012-004 and 4138-012-005) will significantly reduce the 
financing options for the street's construction. This conflicts with Circulation 
Element Goal CJ of providing a safe, con,•cnicnt and cost effective circulation 
sys.tern. 

• Circulation Element Policy Cl- l. 14 requires the City to fully evaluate 
potential craffic impacts associated with proposed new devel0pmcnts prior to 
project approval and require the iinptemcntation of appropriate mitigation 
measures. The hick of Site "D" u-affic impact infonnation in this DEIS 
confliccs with the City's ability to acl:ucve this policy. 

• The DEIS h,i no1 addressed Cir<.,alation Element Policy C2-3.J0 which 
encourages Metro to provide bicycle sroragc facilities at its stations. 

• The Site "D" facility appears to cooflicL with a significant port.ion of the Phase 
II of the Plaza El Segundo lifestyle/commercial center. Plaza El Segundo is 
the primary retail commercial ce.Jlter and Jargest retaiJ sales tax generator in 
lhc city. As the City of El Segundo is essentially built out, with the exception 
of the proposed s ite and Campus £ 1 Segundo (a mixed-use development 
immediately south of LAX). the talcing of these properties could resttlt in th.e 
significa.\lt Joss of futui:e sales taxes due LO the disruption or cancellation of the 
Phase II development. This would oonOict with Land Use Element. Goal LU4, 
the provision of a stable tax base for El Segundo through commercial uses and 
Economic fllemenL Policy ED 1•2.1, seek lo expand El Segundo's retail and 
oommercial base; and Policy ED 1-2.2 maintain and promote Jand uses that 
improve the City's ta.x base. 

• Land Use Element Policy LU 4-J .1 requires permaneuL maintained 
landscaping on all new c.."Ommercial devel<,pments. Placement of this faciJily 
in a commercial zone with no buffering will conflict with the General Piao 
policy. 

• The facility conlli~ wilh Land Use Element Goal LU5 which is to retain and 
attract clean and environmental safe industrial uses that provjde a stable tu. 
base and minimize any negative impact on the City. 11le maintenance facility 
usc will negatively impact the City's 1ax base by pre-empting commercial 
development and subsequent sales tax and eliminate property tax from the 
site. 

C) 4.2 Displacement and Relocalion of Existing Uses 

This sectioo of lhe DEIS stateS "the preliminary physical locations of each 
affected parcel [M an O facility) can be found in Ibo conceptual engineering 

11 

u 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-72 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

drawings in Append.ix A." 11:te section then goes on to state that Site .. D .. docs 
not include any buildings thc(Cfore relocation :}ssisrance would not be required. 
Thi~ statement appears 10 be incorrect as when. the conceptuaJ engineering 
dtawings are superimposed on aerial photos of the location. it fa apparent that 
existing uses and building;, could be physically impacted by the project. 

D) 4.3 Community and Neighborhood Impacts 

Impacts on the sensitive land uses of the Bright Horizons Day Care (2270 El 
Segundo Blvd), Oceanside Christian Fellowship (343 Coral Circle) and tho Vista 
Mar School (131 Hawaii St) have not been evaluated. These facmties arc withln 
close proximity 10 1he maintenance facility and could bolh be subject to direct and 
indfrcot itnpncts. 

E) 4.4 Visual Quality 

The analysis of visual quality consis,s of this statement (Page 4-128): 
Development of a maintenance and operations facility at this location wouJd not 
have a negative effect on the visual environment as it would fit within the comext 
of the existing uses and would not obstruct views or vistas. The City disagrees 
with this statement as tl1e industrial use docs not fit within the context of existing 
and proposed retail, office and restaurant uS<:s. The DEIS/DEIR should include 
buffering· mitigations to screen the use from the existing commerciaJ areas. as 
well as screening for areas slated for future commercial development 

'fhe proposal also includes Traction Power Substation (TPSS) units in public view 
along rigbts .. Of.way. No screening of these llnils is proposed, which does not 
conform t'o zoning requirements c.o screen e<1uipment from _public view (El 
Segundo Municipal Code§ 15-2-R). 

1"') 4.6 Noise and VibruJfon 

The operation.al impact$ of noise on adjaccm office, retaiJ and other commc£Cia1 
we.~ should be included arid studied in the noise analysis. Noise impsc,..1s on 
neal'by research aod development facilities and manufacturing facil ities, such as 
R1lytheon Company, should also be studied. The Raytheon facility contains 
national securily defense system projects that are sensitive to noise and vibration. 
Noise producing activities such as LRV turning movement should be analyz.ed. 
The noise and vibration analysis should discuss compliaucc with all relevant 
seotions ofESMC Chapter 7-2 for both construction and operational conditions. 

G) 4.7 Ecosystenu/Biolagicul Re.wurus 

It is not clear from the documettt if a qualified professional conducted the May 
14, 2008 visual survey of Sile "D" for biological resources. There is no 
information about the scope and methodology of the review. A one day visual 
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analysis is n.01 sufficient LO determine the existence, location and cxtem of any 
wildlife babitaL Suggested Mitigation Measure EB! defers the analysis of the 
biological resources. This analysis should be included in lhe OBIS/DEIR, not 
deferred to a later date. Prior studies in the area have identified potentially 
significant biological resources such a~ the burrowing owl, olher native birds and 
raptors, and the pacific pockel mouse and the.refore biologjcal sur"eys should be 
c.onducted and evaJuated co detennine if a.ny of lhese species arc present on the 
site. 

H) 4.8 Geotechnical/Subsurface/Seismic/Ba,,ardou., Materials 

The DEIS/DEIR discloses !hat the Pbase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) 
conducted for the project did not include the maintenatlce facil ity sices (Page 4~ 
220). The City strongly believes that die DEIS/DEIR need., 10 include a proper 
evaJuation of the potential for hazardous materials at. Site "0." Portions of the 
site were previously used by heavy industry a.id are kJl.OWrt to be conta;minatcd as 
documented in the Plaz3 El Segundo EIR and in various Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (LARWQCll) documents and orders. A basic level of disclosure needs to 
occur in this DEIS/DEIR and cannot be defened LO a l ater date .. Given the 
potenlial for a high level of contamination ro.r materials such as arsenic. a Phase lJ 
should aJso be iJ\duded iJ\ the DElS/DElR and JJOt deferred IO a Jatcr date as is 
proposed in mHigalion measure GE02~ 

Some key environmental hazards that lhe DEIS/DEIR should identify, study and 
aoaJyze are: an investigation of the former Kramer brass foundry site. disclosure 
of abaJldoned oil wells 011 and in close pro;(.i,mity LO We site as there is the 
potential of up 10 four wells being located OJI !),e Sile (see auacbroent). full 
disclosure of tl1e chemicals tl\at will be used aL the maintenance facility, and a 
discussion of the safety procedure., ai1d mitigations related 10 the p0tential storage 
of large quantities of CNG fuel al t1le site, and identification of the locatfon of 
uoderground utilities and pipelines that may Lransect the site. As an example, the 
.DEIS/DEIR should discuss in detail tliat one of the parcels included in the list of 
affecled propenies, includes (he fom1er Kramer brass foondry site which was 
subject 10 ao order issued in 1988 by the EPA. The EPA supervised surface 
cleaimp or the site. The EPA also directed a subsurface invCstigation which 
determined tl1a1 the uppeninos1 aquifer had been impacted by arsenic from this 
parcel. SubsequenUy, lhe LARWQCB became the lead agency for site 
investigation and mitigation actjvitics. Clean up and abatement orders were 
issued by the LARWQCB relating to groundwater and soil contamination for the 
arsenic. Lead and volatile organic compounds (VOC's) were also constituents of 
concern by the LARWQCB. The silo has been capped and is subject 10 
restrictions regarding future excavation activities on the cap. Since die site has 
restrictions regarding future excavation activities on the cap, the DEIS/DEIR 
should discuss this significant impact and propose mitigation measures that would 
address the additional site clean up th.at would be necessary subject to review and 
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approval by lhe LARWQCB. Phase I and Phase ll ri.1k a.ssessments and analysis 
should be conducted and evaluated, along with incorponuion of appropriate 
mitigation measures lo addre.~s any significanL impacts for each parcel that is 
included in lhe LRT Alternative and/or 1he BRT Ahema1ive Mand O facility. 

I) 4,9 n1a1er Resources 

There is no discussion of how water will be provided tO the site as there• may not 
be adequate existing infrastructure for the proposed facility. 

J ) 4.10 Energy 

There is no discussion regarding lhc. energy requirements for the prop<>scd 
maintenance facility. The impa(...'t on infrastructure and the power oeeds of Site 
"D" should be eval.ualed in lhe DEIS/DEIR document. 

K) 4.11 Historic, Archaeologfoal and Paleontolagical Resources 

The historic rewuroo located on Site ·'D" is oat identified in the document. Thir; 
resource is the brass foundry founda1ion (Resource 19-186856) located on the 
Kn.mer pOrtion of the site. ~fhis resource should be disclosed and further 
evaluation should be conducted to determine whether this resource is cligibJe for 
listing on either the California or National Registers. 

L) 4.13 Eronomfo a,id Fiscal Impact, 

• The anaJysis of economic and fiscal impacts is inadequate. The analysis focuses 
on property tax loss and estimates this loss al $72,l 00 a year. To fuJJy assess the 
economic and fiscal impacts of using Site "'D" as, a maintenance facility the 
DEIS/DEIR needs to address saJes, busioe.,s and utility user tax loss-cs to the City 
of El Segundo due to the inability to co1istruC1 t11e rcmainder of the Plaza El 
Segundo project. Also if the mainrenance faci l.ity disru~s rail access to the 
Chevron refinery, the economic impacts on this major facility need to be analyzed 
and mitigated. 

Table 4-75 incorrectly identifies that the El Segundo Elementary and High 
Schools are trucing entities for the site. The school ta.,iug entities arc I.he 
Wi.sebun, School Di.strict and Centinel• Valley Union High School Di$trict. 

M) 4.14 Safety and Security 

There is no di,\.cussion on how the maintenance facility wil1 be secured. The 
DEIS/DEIR should include infonnation on lighting, security features, and any 
perimeter fencing or walls. Also the DEIS/DEIR should address any homeland 
security is.sues related to this major public facility. The site is in close proximity 
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to the Los Angeles Air Poree Base immediately adjacent to Raytl\eon and this 
should betaken into consideratio1l tn the security analysis of the site. 

N) 4.18 E•.,;ronmenJa/ Justice 

State environmental law affums that all CalifomiarlS have the right to a clean and 
heaJthfol environment and protection from the release of and expo.4:iure lO 
environmental contaminants undet an ertvironmental laws, regulations, policies. 
programs, and activities. Residents of 1bc Ci1y ·or El Segundo already coul<n.d 
with a number of uses which den.ign:ne and negatively impact their environment 
through noise, a.it pollution, ocean pollution. traffic congestion and the presence 
of many en\•ironmentidly haiardous chemicals and industrial processes. El 
Segundo residents arc impacted by emissions from: an investor ov.ncd utility 
(NRG Bl Segundo Power Generation Station}, a large oil refinery (Che,Ton El 
Segundo which ticoouncs for roughly ¼ of the c.ity's land area), as well as, the 
largest conceutnttion of LA City's environmentally-damaging 24 hour-by-7 day• 
week operalionaJ infrastructure including Los Angeles In1cmational Airpon 
(which run, the length of the enlire nort!ten, El Segundo boundary). the City of 
Loo Angeles Hyperion Waste Treatmen1 Facility (p0rtion of the westem El 
Segundo boundary) and the Scanergood Power Generation Station (portion of 
western El Segundo boundary). Furthermore, 1hc proposed site is a contaminated 
brownfic::ld lb.at is in need of extensive rexncdiation. Because of these 
considerations and the presence of a number of other heavy industrial uses 
(printing plants, acrospaoe and defense fae1ories), the City of El Segundo already 
shoulders: an over-concentration of environmentall y impacting instaHations and 
bears a disproportionate burden of the regions polluting and environmemally 
damaging uSes. Consequently, the addition of a rail yard maintenance and 
operations facilily (another heavy industriaJ use with identified unmitigatable air 
quality impacts) would further exacerbate the quality of life., unneoessarily and 
unfairly further burden the community and represent a violation of the basic teneLs. 
of environmental justice laws and regulations. 

IV. INADEQUATE PARTICIPATION AND NOTICING 

Page F.S-2 states that letters of invjtation were mailed to addresse.,i; ·wilhin a 
quarter mile of the Crenshaw Traiisit Corridor Alignment. Were letters mailed to 
addresses within a quarter mile of Lbe proposed transit maintenance facility in El 
Segundo? If the footprint of the conceptual drawings of the BRT aod I.RV 
maintenance facilities is used to delineate Site B then numerotLlli properties near 
Douglas Street could be directly impacted by the project. Have a.JI landowners 
with property direclly •ffeClcd by a project at Site "D" been informed of this 
project and included in the public participation process? Have propeny owners 
within a ¼ mile of Site "D" been notified of the project'! These property owners 
jnclude, withOUL limitation, Union Pacific Railroad, BNSF Railroad, Chevron. and 
Raytheon, 
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Ha., Vistamar High School, a school within a quarter mile of the projec< and the 
affected sdlool disu'icis, Ce-Otinela Valley Union High School Distric,, and 
Wisebum School Oistric, been directly notified about the project? 

V. CEQA COMPLIANCE 

The DEIS/DEIR docs not comply witl, numerous Government Code Sections of 
the California Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines that need to be 
addressed. These Sections ate liSted and discussed below. 

A. Go~ernmeot Code § 2 1081 No approval of project if lb ere are slgnifieaot 
e:fTects that a:re not st-udied. 

The DEJS/DEJR is inadequate., inconsistenc, and deficient in that se-veral s-rudies 
(Phase I and Phase II Risk Asscssmeots, Cultural Resources, Biological Surveys, 
and Trnffic) were not performed or not performed beyond visual surveys that do 
noL meet the minimum requ.iremeuts for Malysis 10 deteaninc if there are ally 
significant effects. Therefore based upon che requirements of Government Code§ 
21081 that states that no public agency shall approve or carry out a project if the,e 
arc significant effects that are not studied. The project may have significant 
effects in these issue areas of controveC$y since insufficient studies have beeo 
pcrfonned. Feasible mitigation measures for impacu; canooL be detennined until 
the impact study and analysi.c; has been con1pleted. Furlhcrmore, CEQA does no~ 
permit deferral of analysis. Tite City of El Seguodo contends that the MTA Board 
should not and cannot make a decision regarding a locally preferred altemative 
because of potcntiaUy significant impacu tbal have not been studied based upon 
the requireme.Dts of Government Code§ 21081. Therefore. any decision should 
be deferred until the DEIS/DEIR has been revised to address the issues raised in 
this letter and a full analysis of addjtiooal potentially significant impacts have 
been provide,! in the DEIS/DEIR with appropriate mitigation measures and foll 
disclosure to the public and the MTA .Board. 

B. Government Code§ 21081.S Substantial evideoce required for 11ndlngs. 

Government Code § 21081.5 requ.in:s that the public agency shall base its 
finding.s on substantial evidence in the record. 111e ioadequac.y and 
incompleteness nf the DEIS/DEIR (including but not limited to the discrepancies 
between the project description and analysis and the lack of sufficienl tcclmicaJ 
smdies) resuJlS in insufficient evidence in the record for u,e Los AngeJes County 
Metrop0litan Transit Authority to make findings regarding the environmental 
impaclS of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project, especially as it relates to the 
impa(..1$ of a proposed Maintenance Facility at Site "D." Therefore-. the City of El 
Segundo oontends that the MTA Board should not .nd catmot make a decision 
even regarding a locally preferred alten,ative because of the inadequacy of the 
EIR and its associated technical studies, aud the rcqurfemem to have substantial 
evidence required for findings based upon the requirements of Government Code 
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§ 21081.5. The decision should be defem:d until the DEIS/DEIR hns been 
revised to address the issues raised in this letter correcting the i11.accui:a<:ics in tl1e 
DEIS/DEIR p1'0viding a sufficien1 level of technical study aod analysis and a full 
analysis of additional potentially .significant impact~ with foll disclosure-to rJie 
public and 1he MTA Board. · 

C. Government Code§ 21081.6 Publlc agency shall adopt a monitoring 
program of mitigation measurtS and insure their enforce-ability. 

Govcmmen1 Code § 21081.6 requires 1hat the public agency shall adopt a 
reporting or monitoring program for the-changes made to the project or conditions 
of approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the 
environmenL It furlhex .st.ates that lhe reporting or monitoring program shall be 
designed to ensure compliance during project implementation and rhat for 
changes which have been required or incorporated into the projecl at the requC$t 
of a respollSible agency or a public agency having jurisdjctioa by law over natural 
resources affected by the project. that agency shall, if so requested by lhe lead 
agency or a responsible• agency. prepare and submit a proposed reporting or 
monitoring program. Additionally, it requires that a public agency shall provide 
the measures to mitigalc or avoid significant effects on the environment which arc 
fully enforceable. 

Since the analysis in the DEIS/DEIR for the Crenshaw Traosi1 Corridor Projeci is 
inaocm:ate. incomplete. inconsistent, and lacks complete technical studies. and 
lhereforc significant impacts have not been fully idcn1ified and cannot be 
analy.tecl for. miti~tion. the necessary miLigation and enforceability of those 
measures canb.01 be determined. furd1er, the Ci1y of Bl Segundo requests lhat all 
m.iLigation measures be provided in a repotling aod monitoring program with clear 
demonstratiOn of the enforceability of the rnitigation measures. 

D. G<>vernment Code§ 21092.1 Slgnillcnnt New Information Requires 
Re-notification. 

Government Code § 21092. l states that "When significant new information is 
added to an environmental impact report aflet notice bas been given pursuant to 
Section 21092 and consultation has occum:d pursuan1 to Sections 2 1104 and 
21153, but prior to certification. Lhe public agency shall give notice again 
p<1rsuant to Section 21092, 8lld consult again pursuant to Sections 2 1 l04 and 
211S3 before certifying the environmcutal impact report." The issues raise.cl in 
this fetter, including, withom limitation. the inconsistent, inaccurate and 
incomplete project description, many inaccuracies in the DEIS/DEIR, and 1hc lack 
of complete technical studies, clearly demonstrate that the neoes,s.ary revisions to 
the DEIS/DEIR wiH raise significant new infonnation. Therefore. re-notification 
and l'ecirculatiou of lhe DEIS/DEJ}l. for meaningful and coropJete public commem 
must occur. 
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E. Govm,mmt Code § 21098 Notllkallon R,qulmne.nts in "l.ow-l,n,I Flight 
Pal.ht" ''Military l.mpact Zone," und uspectal 05t, Airspa<lt." 

0oVcmnlfflt Code§ 21098 rcqultu miliwy SCMCG notification if the proje<,t is 
wi1hin a lWO mile radius of a miliu.uy impact zone; the project is of staoowjde, 
regional, o, area.wide significance. Since the C~haw Conidor Transit ~je~ 
including bo4h the location of the light rut line and the maintenance facility, and 
possibly the bus line rue within two miles of the Los Angeles Air Poree Base. 
military .service nolificalion is required. The Los Angeles Air Force Base wa! not 
listed It$ 1 lacili1y WI wasieot ooticeor was pan or me community outreach. 

J', G<>vunnt<nt Code § 21151.4 ond 21151.8 Hazardous Mattriat, ear 
Schook aad CEQA Guidolioes f l5181i School Facilitl<$. 

Govemme,u Code§ 211 51.4 and 21 1151.8 stat« that an environmental impact 
report .shall not be oenified involving the coostrucdoo or 1ltmu.ioo of a facility 
within onc-founh of a mite of a school th:!t mi&JU rcasonnbly be anticipaled to 
emit ha:tordous oir emissions, or chat would handle an exuemc bai.artlou.s 
f'Jbstru>CC or a mixture containing cxiremcly haurdous sub51an<:e$ m • quan1i1y 
equal w or gre,itcr than the Stotc tl,rcshold qunntity ; pccifics pursu.int 10 

subdivi,ion (j) of Section 25S32 of the Health and Sofety Code. tbAt may p05e a 
hcolth or ufe;y hazard w pcrsoos who wauld attend or wauld be emplo)'ed II the 
school, unless both of the following occur: 

( I) Toe lead ll!eDC)' prcparina 1hc environmeolal impaa repoo or ncga1lvc 
declaration has consulted wilh the school distri01. having jurisdicllon 
regarding the potential impnct of the projec1 on the ,choot. 

(2) The sc6ool disuid russ been given written nocificaiioo of !he project act 
loss than 30 days prior w 1he proposed certi!ication of the tnvironmental 
impact report or approval of 1he 11c1t11ive declarntion. 

CEQA Guidelines l 15186 has sbnilM provisions wt require notification nnd 
consulu1tion with a school within one-fourth oojfe of ll1e facility to be coml.IUcted 
Ot altet<:d. 

The DEIS/DEIR Indicates that the facility is anticipated to emit hv.ardous air 
cmis;ions Md lhlt the air quality impacts ate not mi!lg,table. l'unher. l\4'0 school 
distritts (W',s,1,um School Dislrict, Centincla Valley Union High School District) 
ru1d one private high school, Vis1omar School, have not been nolified of !he 
project, the DEIS/DEIR or the potential impact of the projea on Vi.Ulmar School 
located on Rawaii Slreel. 

G. Government Code§ 15088.5 Rttirculat.lon of"" EJ1l Prior to Ctrtillcalion. 

The DEJ'S/DEIR will require recirtuJation as signJticant new information wm 
need to be added after public DOliOC is given of !l)c ovailal,ility of !be DEIS/DEIR 
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Che\TOn's producis by rail to the Pons of Los Angeles al)([ Long Beach for 
shipping. No other rail access would be feasible because of existing development 
in the area. 

J. Gov,mment Cod•§ 15144 Forocasting. 

Government Code § l5 J 44 sta1cs that while foreseeing the utiforeseeablc is not 
possible, an agenc.y mus~ use its best efforts to find out and disclose all that it 
reasonably can. When studies have not been conducted to de1ermine if there are 
im.pa(,,1S. the requirement to find out and disclose information has not been meL 

K. (',<>v,mment. Code§ 15146 Degree of Specificity. 

The DEIS/DEIR lacks the degree of specificity required to describe and analyze 
the proposed maintenance facility in lhc City of El Segundo (described as Site 
"0" in the DEIS/OE!R) for any of the proposed LRT or BRT altematives in the 
DEIS/DEIR. Goveo1J11eot Code§ !Sl46(a) states that "an EIR on a oonstruction 
project will necessarily be more detailed in the spe.cific effecrs of the project ... ,. 

L. Go,·ernment Code § 15147 Technical Detall. 

Government Code § J 5147 requires tha.t the information contained in an EIR shall 
indude summarized technical data, maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar 
relevanl infonnation sufficient to permit fuU assessment of significant 
environmenrnl impacts by rc\•iewing agencies and rnen1bers of the-public. 'The 
OEISIDE!R does not provide complete, accurate, consisten, m,ps, plot plans and 
diagrams of the location and boundaries of "Site D," lbe proposed maintenance 
facility in ID< City of El Segundo. The project description and maps, plot plans 
and diagrams are inconsistent with each othec. Furthermore, none of these plot 
plans. diagrams or maps provide propeny line bow}daries and dimensions and 
distances from identifiable. measurable benchmarks of streets, other pan'.:CJs or 
readily identifiable structures. 

M. Government Code§ 15148 Citatl1,n. 

The DEIS/DEIR provides no cimtions of lhe El Segundo General Plan, Municipal 
Code and other relevam documents (Plaza EI Segundo Development Agreement 
and Amendments) in Appendix D ("References"). No specific Goals, Policies 
and Objectives are citied when references are made to the LRT and BRT 
altematives as "oonsistem with Ibo EI Segundo GeJ1eral Plan" throughout the 
DEIS/DEIR. Examples include, bul are not limited to: Pages ES-47, ES-73, 4-
41, 4-47, 4-51, 4-)4, etc. 
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N. Government Code§ !SHI Standards for Adequacy of an EIR. 

Govenu:nent Code § 15151 requires that ao EJR should be prepared with a 
sufficient degree of analysis co provide decision.makers with information which 
enables them lO make a decision which ioteUige:otly lakes account of 
e_uvU-onmentaJ consequences. The draft ECR must be prepared ,vith sufficient 
Adequacy. accuracy, oompletenes.,, and with a good faith cffon at full disclosure, 
The DEIS/DEJR as discussed througl,out this letter docs not meet the standards 
for adequacy of ao EJR because of the Jaclr. of accuracy, completeness, and 
consistency of infonnation and the insufficient good faith effort at full disclosure. 
Thus the decision-makers do no1 have adequate and accurate iofonnation in which 
to make a decision 1hat accounts for the environmental oonsequenccs of the 
proposed project. The DEIS/DEIR must be revised as addressed throughout this 
lettet, before th.is environmental document is evaluated and presented to the Los 
Angeles County Mc-tropolitan Transponatjon Authority and considered in a public 
bearing for this project. Additionally, tl1e City of El Segundo contends that the 
MTA Board should not and cannot make a decision even regarding a locally 
preferred alternative because of the inadequacy of the BIR based upon the 
requirements of Government Code§ 15151. Thecefore, any decision sh.ould be 
deferred unoil the DEIS/DEIR has been revised to address the issues raised in this 
ktl<>r correcting the inaccuracies in the DEIS/DEIR and a full analysis of 
additional potentially significant impacIS have been provided with appropriate 
mitigation measures and fuJI disclosure to the J)ubJic and che MT A Board. 

VJ. LAX CONNECTIVITY ISSUES 

The Cir.y of El Segundo is supportive of 1!1cteasing the functionality, connectivity, 
and access 10 a regional transportation system in the Los Angeles metl'opolitan 
area. The City has supponed and passed a resolution supporting the Green Line 
Extension to provide direct acoess into Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) 
to benefit the residents aod business people of El Segundo and throughout Los 
Angeles. The City of El Segu:ndo believes 1ha1 the extension of the Green Linc 
inlo LAX is a superior optioo to extc:nding the Green Line to the• 
Aviation/Century Boulevard Station with a connection to a people mover into 
LAX. The design of the Crenshaw Corr.idor Transit Project should be designed to 
ensure chat the Green Line ex.tension can occur with direct access into LAX from 
El Segundo. 

The City of El Segundo respectful! y requests that the issues idemified and discussed in 
this letter are addressed in the EISIEJR. Funher, the City of El Segut1do believes that the 
DEIS/DEIR will need ro be re-circulated once these issues have been addressed and 
corrected to allow adequate opportunity to provide meaningfuJ co,nme.ot based upon a 
clear project desc.riplion and thorough and complete analysis in complianoc with the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Ac, and the National 
Environroc:ntaJ Policy Act. Please direct any questions you may have regarding the 
commentS provided in this letter to Greg Carpenter, Director of Planning and Building 
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Safety ai (310) 524-2345 (gcamenter@el,egundo.org} or Kimberly Christwseo, AJCP, 
Planning Manager at (3 JO) 524-2340 (kchrjsrenscn@clsegundo.org). 

Attachments: 
I. Oil and Oas Well Map 
2. Site List of Oil and Gas Wells 

Ce: Los Angel"" County Metropolitan Transponation Authority Board ofOirectors 
Renee Berlin, Executive Officer, Metro 
El Segundo City Council 
Greg Carpenter, Director, Planning and Building Safety 
Kimberly Christensen, AICP, Plru1ning Manager 
Mark Hensley, City Anomey 
Karl Berger, Assistant City Attorney 
Dana Greenwood~ Public Works Diret1or 
Masa Alkire, Principal Planner 

P:\P!.3Ming & Building: Safe(y\Plaoning - Old\P1.ANNrNO f-lU:~5 RY TOPIC\MBTRO->,ffA Envi1onmc:11al 
Comment Lcttcn and Docull'ldlts\Cretillhaw Corrido~009.J0.22.DElS-DElR El Segundo O:,mmc,:it L.ctter.OOC 
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Response to comment 10-11-A. 

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 

Response to comment 10-11-B. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-C. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-D. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-E. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-F. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-G. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-H. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-I. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-J. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-K. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-L. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-M. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-N. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 
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Response to comment 10-11-O. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-P. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-Q. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-R. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-S. 

No additional parking is planned to be provided at the Aviation/Imperial Metro Green Line Station. 
However, parking is planned at other three stations of the Crenshaw/LAX line, at the La Brea, West, 
and Exposition Stations.  

Response to comment 10-11-T. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-U. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A.  There are no new stations being constructed within the 
City of El Segundo and the circulation element policy referred to would not apply for the project. 

Response to comment 10-11-V. 

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D.   

Response to comment 10-11-W. 

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 

Response to comment 10-11-X. 

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 

Title 15 Chapter 2-8 of the El Segundo Municipal Code requires that appurtenances and associated 
equipment be screened from public view or located in a fully enclosed structure.  Traction Power 
Susbstations (TPSS) for all of the Metro Light Rail Lines are built within fully enclosed structures.  
Should a TPSS be located within the City of El Segundo, it would be fully enclosed and would require 
no additional screening to comply with the City of El Segundo Municipal Code.  
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Response to comment 10-11-Y. 

The comment states that operational noise impacts should have been assessed for commercial land 
uses in the City of El Segundo.  The comment letter is concerned over Site D for the Maintenance 
and Operations (M and O) Facility.  This facility is no longer being considered under the LPA and 
noise levels associated with M and O Facility operations would not impact any land uses within the 
City of El Segundo, including Raytheon. 

The southern terminus of the LRT would be at the intersection of Imperial Highway and Aviation 
Boulevard.  The City of El Segundo is located west of this intersection.  The nearest City of El 
Segundo land use to the project site is Classic Party Rentals.  This is not considered a noise-sensitive 
land use and project-related noise would not adversely affect this business.  Northrop Grumman 
Corporation, located approximately 500 feet southwest of the project site, is the closest City of El 
Segundo noise-sensitive land use.     

Regarding construction noise and vibration, Section 7-2-10(D) of the City of El Segundo Municipal 
Code exempts construction activity from the Municipal Code given that, ”Noise sources associated 
with or vibration created by construction, repair, or remodeling of any real property, provided said 
activities do not take place between the hours of six o'clock (6:00) P.M. and seven o'clock (7:00) A.M. 
Monday through Saturday, or at any time on Sunday or a Federal holiday, and provided the noise 
level created by such activities does not exceed the noise standard of sixty five (65) dBA plus the 
limits specified in subsection 7-2-4(C) of this Chapter as measured on the receptor residential 
property line and provided any vibration created does not endanger the public health, welfare and 
safety.”  Construction activity would not be located near residential land uses in the City of El 
Segundo.  The Municipal Code does not specify construction noise limitations for commercial land 
uses.   

Construction activity would typically generate a noise level of 89 dBA Leq at 50 feet.  This would result 
in a noise level of 69 dBA Leq at 500 feet.  The Northrop Grumman building is a well-constructed 
building and exterior noise would be substantially attenuated at useable interior space.  Exterior 
construction noise would not typically be audible within the building.  The Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment (May 2006) guidance document provided by the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) states that a daytime construction noise level of 80 dBA Leq is acceptable for 
their most sensitive identified land use.  Based on FTA Guidance, construction activity would not 
result in an adverse noise impact. 

Regarding construction vibration, construction activity would typically generate a vibration level of 87 
VdB at 25 feet.  This would attenuate to 48 VDB at the Northrop Grumman building.  This would be 
less than the 65 VdB standard stated in the FTA guidance for buildings where vibration would 
interfere with interior operations.  Based on FTA Guidance, construction activity would not result in 
an adverse vibration impact.     

Regarding operational noise, the FTA guidance includes a noise screening procedure.  The screening 
procedure notes that land uses located more than 350 feet from a light rail line would not experience 
adverse noise levels.  Therefore, operational noise would not result in an adverse impact at the 
Northrop Grumman building.   

Light rail activity typically generates a vibration level of 73 VdB at 50 feet.  This would attenuate to 39 
VdB at the Northrop Grumman building.  This would be less than the 65 VdB standard states in the 
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FTA guidance for buildings where vibration would interfere with interior operations.  Based on FTA 
Guidance, operational activity would not result in an adverse vibration impact.       

Response to comment 10-11-Z. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-AA. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-BB. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-CC. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-DD. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-EE. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-FF. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-GG. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A.   

Response to comment 10-11-HH. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-II. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-JJ. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A. 

Response to comment 10-11-KK. 

Please see response to comment 10-11-A.  The deficiencies in studies referred to by the commenter 
all refer to the effects of a maintenance facility site located at potential Site D.  The studies referred to 
were all completed for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The findings of the report 
referenced these studies as well as additional resources and evidence.  The requirements for analysis 
to determine significant effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project were satisfied under 
Government Code 21081.  A Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program was created during 
preparation of the FEIS/FEIR.  This program was created in compliance with Government Code 
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21081.6.  This program was based on the significant impacts identified under the DEIS/DEIR as well 
as the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR) on the additional maintenance facility sites selected for the proposed 
project.   

Renotification and recirculation were completed for the additional maintenance facility sites that 
were included and analyzed as part of the revised SDEIS/RDEIR.  No additional circulation and 
notification was required. 

A military impact zone is defined as an area of at least 100 acres of City-incorporated land.  The Los 
Angeles Air Force Base in El Segundo does not satisfy this size requirement and notification was not 
required.  The two school districts referenced by the commenter are not located within ¼ mile of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  All schools within ¼ mile of the alignment were evaluated 
during the environmental analysis of the proposed project.   

The proposed project was found to be consistent with the relevant land use policies of the City of El 
Segundo.  While specific policies may not have been cited, they were given consideration in the land 
use analysis of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 

Response to comment 10-11-LL. 

The Metro Green Line project is a separate project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
would be designed to be compatible with the existing rail system and to minimize potential conflicts 
with future lines.  It should also be noted that the Green Line Extension Project is still in the 
planning stages and the exact location of the alignment has not been determined.   

Response to comment 10-11-MM. 

A revised Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR) on maintenance facility sites for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project was circulated before preparation of the FEIS/FEIR.  This SDEIS/RDEIR also included a 
Section 4(f) Evaluation on the refined Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the project.  During this 
circulation, all commenters who made comments regarding the original proposed maintenance 
facility sites in the DEIS/DEIR were notified and asked to resubmit comments based on the 
SDEIS/RDEIR for maintenance facility sites for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  This 
SDEIS/RDEIR ensured that the FEIS/FEIR for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is in 
compliance with the requirements of CEQA and NEPA.  No additional recirculation of the 
DEIS/DEIR was required. 
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COMMENT: 10-12. Inglewood City Council. 
 

 

---------------~M~~ 

CCT-28·2009 UEO J0: 46 NI 

Cit) of lngle\\OOd 
Planning and Building Dep.1rtn1cnt 

0- ~11a<'~1:tt 8o•kYArd 
l■i:kwood,, CA MJOI 

JIO.J l2.S2JO- Pl'"olog om.. llt.412.5294 - 8ulldiog Offi<• JIO.Jl2.5681 - Fn 

FAX COVER SHEET 

Date: l~.,, 7'#,,,~ 

To: M1- <&~~ kl fri:,. ~f& 
Fax#: j_,(3) qzz-bff(o 

' 

From: I½, oJu.-k, !JJJiw
1 

Pdfu.y Pf& ~ 

sif jJ~J::t3:e! ~ 

Number of pages 
(ln<ludit,g Cov.r Sht<t) 

5. 

P. 01 
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Inglewood e 
1 0 · 12 

California 
PlANNING AND BIJILDING DEPARTMENT 

wand.1 1. w,Hi,,m~ 
.,CHNG l'lANNfNC ANP &UllOlN(. Ul~(C'fO~ 

October 26. 2009 

Mr. Rodocick Oia.t. 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 201 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

P. 02 

RE Inglewood City Council Resolution In Support of the LRT Altema1ive (Of the Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor ProJect 

Dear Mr Diaz.. 

01'\ October 20. 2009. the Inglewood City Council un•nimously voted to support the Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Light Rail Transit (LR"T} A11emative that would potentia!ty gonel'l(te 880 new Jobs to 
the local economy, increase economic output by an eslimatect $73.2 millk>n and add $42.4 mlllton in 
housetiold earnings by ye&r 2030 The Mayor and CounQI Members determined tllat with proper 
mrtigaoon tl'lis alterna11ve mat woukf serve 13,144 dalfy riders (boardings) In 2030 would be more 
beneficial for Inglewood over the No Bvild Altetnative and several oth.e.r alternatives that wete 
ptese.nted during public meetings and further refined in the Cre,1shaw Tronsit Couidor Project Draft 
Environmental Impact suuement/Draft EnvironmeMal JmpacJ Report (September 2009) l am 
enciosing a copy of the signed Resolution thii!lt was adoptad by City of Inglewood Mayor Roosevel, F. 
Dom and Council Members Daniel K. Tabor, Judy Ountap, Eloy Morak!s and Ralph L Frank1in 
Please ensum that this document ls made reference to or included in the final recotd for 
Eiwlromnent91 Impact Statcmcnt!Drofl Environmental lmpbct Report foe this project 

Thank you fOf' toc:ludlng the City of Inglewood In the publlc review process for the proposed pro,ecc 
Please oontac1 me at (310) 412-5230 1f you need clarification regatding the action taken by the 
Inglewood City Council Thank you. 

I s,1~'·~· I ;__@;v,,.~ 
~~ms 

Acting Planning and Bui:ld1ng Dtrector 

cc: Timothy E. Wanamaker. City Administrator 
Sheldon curry. Assistant City Administmior 
Raymond Sukys, Federal Transit Administiation 

Orn> M..snrh~-!-!Pf Bnu!cvarel / P.O 8,mc 6500 / ln~t>lh"'>(ld, CA. 90312 / (}lO~ ..11 l .S230/ www.C'i1yofingk"\V(ll)d.o1s 
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OCT-28·2009 llED J0:47 A11 FAX NJ. 

2 

3 

◄ 
6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

RESOLUTION NO. ~108 

A RESOLIIT10N O F THE CITY COUNClL OF THE 

CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CALIFORNIA, ENDORSING 

A PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE TO TH E 

CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR IN THE CITY OF 

INGLEWOOD 

WltEREAS, the Coty of Inglewood provides major arterial access lo lhe Lo 

10 Angeles lntemationol Airport because of its location: and 

11 WHEREAS, lhe Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportallon Aulhorit 

P. 03 

12 (LACMrA) Is conducting studies and is soliciting proposals for the future develol)men 

13 of a light rail or bus transit corridor between the Crenshaw Disttict of Los Angeles a 

14 the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) wtlich will pass through the City o 

10 Inglewood; and 

16 WHEREAS, Light Rall Transit (LRT) will provide an efficient and clean made o 

17 transportation that will aid In improving al( quality: aod 

18 WHEREAS, LRT would be the lirsl ahemative transportation mode lo t 

19 roadways 1u11nlng nortt.<south in westem Los Angeles County: and 

20 WHEREAS, lhe LRT wil require grade separation at Manchester Boulevard a 

2 1 Avtatlon 8o1Jlevard, La Cienega Boulevard and the 405 Freeway, La Brea Avenue a 

22 Florence Averiue. Centinela Avenue and Florence Avenue. and W~ Boulevard a 

23 RedondO Boulevard: and 

24 WHEREAS, the l.RT at multiple locations wiU slinwlate 01her public and privat 

25 imies1ments leading to robust economlc development and job creation: and 

26 WHEREAS, ~ Is projected by lhe Draft EIR/EIS that Light Rail Trans~ 

27 stimulate economic development and generate approximately 7 .800 jobs f0< the region. 

28 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council does here 

endorse u,e Llghl Rail Transit as the preferred altemalive to the Crenshaw Transi 

Cornda< ProJe<:t. 
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1 · PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this 1lillL. day of--"""""'..,__, 2009. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Attsst th-
@v~K 

P. 04 
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P. 11> 

ST ATE OF CAW"ORNfA ) 
COUNTY OF LOS ANO£UlS) SS. 
CITY Of lNUl...eWVOU ) 

I. yvONNE HORTON, City Ciak of the Clty oftn;gl.ewood, Colifomia do bereb)I cetti(y 

!.h.a1 ~ wbolt 1111mber of membm of tbe CRY COUNCIL of aoid city is f\v-e; 1%131 the 

foregoi!IB resoh.lt{oo. bttf\8 R"'°lu1ion No. ~ 4 Ille: full. tNC a.nd c;.ol'Ttct orip..'lal of 

Resol\ltioft No. 09·108 of ttie~'\UI Cityofui;!.cwood, Calitorni.a entitled: 

A RESOI.trnON OF Tli8 CITY COUNCIL Of lllS CffY OP ING.LEWOOO, 

CAUFORNIA, 6.NDORStNG A PRf.FERllED At.Te.R.NATIVE i O THE CRF.NSH.A W 

tttANSrr CORRIDOR IN TH£ CITY OF INGLEWOOD. 

whiql WU duly pas!lOd nod ~ by !he said Ci.'Y Council, app1ovtd &114 sis,ltid by tht 

Mayo, of Wd city, ..nd •11~ed hy the City C1etlc ofu..id City, all at a ceguJar m«(ine of n id 

ColJIIGil hdd 01\ ibt 20!:h 6a:yof<k1obel:, 2009, tnd lb:it d~ 3:imt "''ollS ,o pa»cd 811d ndoptcd 

by Cbe folJowin,g vote: 

Am: Cout1cil Mgnbg] Mon.tu J)b0t p, .. 1ap, FAA).lio atld Mas Dom 

Nocs::~.N•------------- - - --------
Abseot..:""='•o.: _____ ________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

No< Voting:"""'------- - - - ---- -------

I do h«eby fucther OQ'fify th.U pttdlWII to the p(OV\siON ofS«:iol'I 6, of Attid e x, oftheOty 
Cb•rt« of u id Cit)'. the s.aid fc;,re,&O;la_g RtiOhrtion No.~ and 1·egu.Jartypublished 
icconling 10 lhc California Crusader, 4 1\e'Wsyapt;r of gene.-31 cirtulation., princ.cd. !>'lbli.shed 
u.d (ira:11,.:ed within the "id Citr, and lli:it tb~u.mc WJS $0 publllheid lhuftn Ol'I the 
followine c!.te,. to wit: Oc:tober 6. 2009. 
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Response to comment 10-12. 

Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the City of Inglewood as it has been a 
valuable part of the planning process for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The 
Inglewood City Council Resolution in support of the LRT Alternative for Crenshaw will be included 
in the final record for the Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   The resolution is consistent with the goals, objectives, and 
design for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project except for the grade separations cited at 
Centinela Avenue and West Boulevard.  The grade crossing analysis conducted by Metro determined 
that grade separations were not required at these locations.   
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COMMENT: 10-13. City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department. 
 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Inglewood@ 

10- 1 3 

California 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

\.Vanda 1. Wil Ii.am~ 
A(lll-3C PlA/',,NINC ANO fHJllOlt-JG D lltf.CTO(t 

October 26. 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolrtan 

Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 201 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE'. Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and oomment on the Crenshaw Transit Corridor 
Project. The City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department would like to offer the 
following comments for further consideration: 

The document omitted from discussion the 425 sludent Wilder Elementary-Middle 
School located at 830 North Avenue in its dtsctJssion of sensitive Jand uses, air quality 
and other community facilities discussions. The Fresh Start Academy (charter school) 
located at 3405 West Imperial Highway was also omitted. 

Land Use Maps shown on pages 4-23. 4-24 and 4-25 should refer to Ctty of Inglewood 
General Plan. Also the Legend shown on Page 4-24 contains an incorrect spelling of 
the word facility. Neighborhood Commercial is designated as "limited Commercial"' in 
the City of Inglewood. 

If hydroelectric cars will be used for the LRT alternative, electromagnetic field 
interference (EMI) should be considered in relation to commercial and business uses 
adjacent to Florence Avenue in the City of Inglewood. In some instances, EMI may 
pose a larger risk to business operations than vibration that is confined 10 a raised line. 

Page 4-357 Oe Minimus is spelled incorrectly. Also, the Oe Minimus discussion may 
not fully account for the inadequate amount of park lands located in the City of 
Inglewood. The Ctty provides less than . 78 acses per 1,000 residents and therefore an 

()ill" M;inch(':;lt"r 8oulc-v.:ud I P.O. 801< 650() / lng!,Pwood)CA 90312 / (3 JO~ .J 12.5230 / v.ww.(11)''0f1nglewood.org 
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alternative design that would further deplete par!< land could pose a negative impact on 
the provision of open space called for in the City's Open Space Element. 

CEQA requires that an EIR identify the significant environmental effects of a Project 
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15126). and CEOA Guidelines Section 15064(b) states that 
''the deteimination ... calls for careful judgment on the part of the public agency Involved. 

Some impact categories lend themselves to scientffic or mathematical analysis, and 
therefore to quantification. Other impact categories such as Environmental Justice are 
more qualitative in nature or are dependent on changes to the existing setting, A 
clearly identified threshold is not generally feasible. tn these cases. the definition of 
significant effects from the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15382). "a substantial adverse 
change in physical conditions" can be been applied as the significance criterion. NEPA 
also requires a discussion of socioeconomic effects. The socioeconomic impacts 
related to displacement of about 300 residents from 50 parcels (assuming 2 untts per 
parcel and 3.0 residents per household) should be considered significant and further 
evaluation should be conducted. 

The TSM, BRT and LRT Alternatives would potentially increase use of public services 
by adding 9.412 to 16,680 daily riders in the City of Inglewood. A portion of these riders 
would reside in Inglewood. The report should carefully consider if the addrtional daily 
ridership poses a direct or indirect physical impact to the police services including police 
facil~ies, squad cars and police equipment. The City is authorized for a staff of about 
213 swam officers and 92 non~swom positions, not including part•time positions. As of 
September 2009, the IPD had 187 actual sworn officers and approximately 79 civilian 
personnel, which means that they have 26 sworn and 13 civilian vacancies. With an 
estimated 2008 population estimate of 118,878. the City currently has a ratio of 
approximately 1.6 officers per 1,000 residents. The federal Department of Justice has 
established a policing ratio of 2.4 sworn officers per 1,000 residents and therefore, the 
Cify of Inglewood already is potentially at a disadvantage in terms of serving new 
ridership. Using a conservative ratio of one-half ridership originating in the Cify of 
Inglewood, the bus or rail project alternatives could potentially add new 4,706 daily 
riders that passed through the City of Inglewood, thereby requiring additional police 
personnel, facilities and equipment. The report should consider the impact of adding 
this additional pass-throllgh population in terms of police response time to incidents that 
occur at or near the rail lines. 

The document should consider if the location of some sections of the rail line in 
industrial areas could potentially increase the likelihood for terrorists or others to 
vandalize rail tines or to penetrate rider cars with explosive devices. 
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If any of the above items require clarification I can be contacted at (310) 412-5230. The 
City of Inglewood looks forward to receiving updates regard ing the progress of this 
planning effort and thank you for including the City of Inglewood to date. 

Sincerely. r -
!jv?,J____ ~~~ 
Wanda Williams 
Acting Planning and Building Director 

cc: Timothy E. Wanamaker, Inglewood City Administrator 
Sheldon Curry, Assistant City Administrator 
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CITY OF INGLEWOOD 
PLANNING & BUILDIIIJG 
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Response to comment 10-13-A. 

Wilder Preparatory Academy Charter Elementary and Middle School, located at 830 North La Brea 
Avenue is located approximately 0.6 miles from the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit alignment.  
Similarly, the Fresh Start Academy is located approximately 2.6 miles from the Crenshaw/LAX Light 
Rail Transit alignment. No impacts were determined to occur to sensitive land uses, sensitive 
receptors, and community facilities located more than 0.25 miles of the Project alignment.  
Therefore, only sensitive receptors, sensitive land uses, and community facilities within 0.25 miles of 
the alignment were identified and evaluated in the EIS/EIR.  

Response to comment 10-13-B. 

Comment noted.  The land use maps in the Land Use Section of the Affected Environment and the 
Environmental Consequences chapter were revised to refer to the City of Inglewood General Plan.  
The legend on page 4-24 was also revised to reflect the changes requested by the commenter.  

Response to comment 10-13-C. 

Electromagnetic Field Interference (EMI) derives from the presence of unwanted electromagnetic 
fields (EMF), which are produced by voltages and currents wherever wires distribute electric power 
and wherever electrical equipment is used.  EMF levels decrease with distance from operating 
equipment or distance from current-carrying electric lines, such as those associated with the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit System.  Such movement in proximity to sensitive equipment can 
distort the earth’s magnetic field and perturb the field in a time varying way. These are known as 
geomagnetic perturbations, are a function of mass, and can potentially be significant in magnitude. 

The key determinants of EMI potential include: 

 Magnitude of electric currents and voltages used by the light rail vehicles (LRVs) 
 Mass and size of the ferromagnetic material in LRVs  
 Proximity of sensitive receptors to the LRT corridor 
 Pattern of current and voltage time variations 
 Spatial configuration of the conductors supplying electric power 
 The quantity of LRV  traffic 
 The degree of EMI mitigation required by sensitive receptors 
 
The type of sensitive receptors that would be likely to be affected by EMI include research 
laboratories that contain nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) machines or electron microscopy 
machines.  Coordination and review of existing potentially sensitive equipment at facilities near the 
LRT alignment and City of Inglewood indicate that there is no existing equipment that would be 
sensitive to the level of EMI generated by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Therefore, no 
adverse impacts from EMI are anticipated to occur under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project. 

Response to comment 10-13-D. 

The term “de minimis” is spelled as defined in the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 Section 
4(f) in which the context is used.   

Under FHWA guidance for determining a de minimis finding, the amount of existing parkland and 
ratio per citizen is not a contributing factor.  During the advanced conceptual engineering for the 

©Metrd 
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project, the design of the project was refined to eliminate any acquisition of parkland from Edward 
Vincent Jr. Park.  Therefore, no adverse effects would occur and a de minimis finding was no longer 
required.   

Response to comment 10-13-E. 

Because the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is located along an existing railroad right-of-way 
and major arterial, the displacement that would occur would be limited to primarily industrial uses 
and some commercial uses.  The FEIS/FEIR found that only a few would be displaced as a result of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. Therefore, no socioeconomic effects from displacement 
to residents would occur. 

Response to comment 10-13-F. 

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would offer an alternative mode of transit to the existing 
buses and automobiles.  The LRT system was forecasted to result in an approximate ridership of 
1,500 daily boardings at the La Brea Station and approximately 750 daily boardings at the Manchester 
and West Stations.  The additional ridership would slightly reduce the officer to resident ratio.  The 
IPD station is located within 0.25-mile of the project alignments and the proposed Florence/La Brea 
Avenue Station.  Security on the Light Rail Vehicles and at station areas would be provided by Metro 
security personnel.  Metro will coordinate and consult with the LAPD, the LA County Sheriff’s 
Department, the Inglewood Police Department, and the LAX Police to develop safety and security 
plans for the alignment, parking facilities, and station areas for the Crenshaw/LAX project.  With the 
incorporation of Mitigation Measures SS1 through SS9 identified in Chapter 4-14 of the FEIS/FEIR, 
no adverse effects to police services would occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 

Response to comment 10-13-G. 

The location of rail sections in industrial areas is no more likely to result in risks from terrorism or 
vandalism than when the rail sections are located in commercial, residential, or institutional areas.  
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COMMENT: 10-14. City of Inglewood Public Works Department. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From, 

Sent: 

To: 
Subjeet: 

men Kau (gkau@cityoflnglewood.org) 

Mondoy, Octot:>er 26, 2000 4;45 PM 

Oiaz, Roderick 

Fw. Cronshaw CO(rfdOi' DEIS commecnts 

Attachments: 10·2$-09_CrenshawCorridorOEl$-CityComments,pdf 

Sorry, I misspelled your e mail address the firs t t ime. 

Glen W. C. Kau, P.E. 
PuWit Vloris Oir-e<tor 
City of Inglewood 
31M12.S333 
-w.w>Y.d~ lln~f.9 

From: GleA Kau 
•Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:42 PM 
To: '<lia·zroderick@mtero.net' 
cc: Keith Lockard; Barbara H. Gilbert; Timothy e. Wanamaker; Wanda Brown 
Subjec,t: Crenshaw Corridor OEIS comments 

HI Roderick: p{ease find attached the City's Public Works Dt;'partmcnt comments for the iubJect 
proposed project, Thanks. 

Glen W. C. Kau, P.E. 
Public Worb Oirector 
City of lnglev,ood 
31M12.S333 

ll/S/2009 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Glen Kau (gkau@cityofingle.vood.org) 

Monday. October 26. 2009 4:47 PM 

Diaz, Roderic'< 

Subject: FW: Creosha'I/ C0<rtdor DEIS comments 

Attachments:: 10-26-00_CrenshawCorrldorOEIS-CityCommonts..pdl' 

Sorry, I mfsspeUed your email address the first time. 

Glen W. C. Kau, P.E. 
Public WO~$ Dlrec.:tor 
City of Inglewood 
31M l2.S333 

From: Glen Kau 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:42 PM 
To: 'diazroderick@mtero.net' 
Cc: Keith Lockard; Barbara H. Gilbert; Timothy E. Wanamaker; Wanda Brown 
Subject: Crenshaw Corrtdor OEIS <ommoots 

HI Roderlck: please flrKJ attached the Clty'S: Publ ic Works Department comments for the subject 
proposed project. Tl>aoks. 

Glen W. C. Kau, P.E. 
Ptl~ic Worts Director 
City of Inglewood 
310 .412.5333 
WW#.dtfO&!gb<Yood.orp 

I 11512009 
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Inglewood 

CITY OF INGLEWOOD .,o,. 
Public Works Department mr 

Gtt:N W. C. KAIJ. P,.£. 
flul)ljc- Workll Oi:rN"tor 

October 26, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Crenshaw Transtt Corridor DEIS/DEIR 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the subject DEIS/DEIR dated September 
1, 2009. The mission of the Public Works Department is to enhance the City of 
Inglewood's quality of life through the construction and operation of a safe and effective 
physical environment. The provision of safe and effective transportation systems is 
critical to both residents and visitors. 

The alternative proJects are of interest as the alignment of the corridor traverses through 
the Ctty of Inglewood from West Boulevard to Arbor Vitae Street. Accordingly, we seek 
to be actively involved throughout the planning. design, and construction phases of the 
project, assuming a "build" alternative is selected. 

The Inglewood City Council adopted a resolution endorsing Light Rail Transit (LRT) as 
the preferred alternative at their meeting of October 20. 2009. A copy of that resolution 
will subsequently be forwarded to you. 

As noted in the resolution (and in discussion by the Council when considering the 
resolution), economic development and employment are important considerations. The 
LRT alternative has the most positive impact relative to those economic factors. 

The LRT Alternative has the most favorable performance relative to travel time. Mobility 
is a very important consideration , as SCAG and Metro plans indicate that travel 
conditions In the Crenshaw Transit Corridor will worsen in the future and there is a 
continuing need for mobility improvements. 

If the basic LRT Alternative is selected, then related decisions must subsequently be 

2009 

Onr W Manchu.er Boult:Yard • Jugk v.'ood. C . .\ • 11<lJOI • l'htmc (310) 4 11-$;.13,J • Fas f.HO) :112·5551 • www.ri1yofi n_glt,,ood,otg 
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m MetrOL----------------

made regarding Alternative Design Options 2 and 3 that Involve consideration of grade 
separation designs at the crossings of Manchester Avenue and Cen11nela Avenue The 
document ondicates final declsoons on these featu= will be dependen1 on further 1ramc 
analysis and evaluation of the grade separation analys11. We have a.n interest In that 
more detailed analysis and also support focused community consideration of these 
design alternatives that will affect the City's physical environment 

The Cny of Los Angeles bOundary IS proximate to the Metro nght-ot-way (BNSF ra,I line) 
,n the area of Design OptJOn 2, !heir comments should be considered relallve to the 
alternative at.grade and aerial options. 

The at-g.rade LRT Altemat,ve would have adverse traffic Impacts at the 
Cennnela/Florence and Florenoe/Manchester llltetSedtons We would seek m,tigauon 
of these impacts (subject to more detailed analysis and preliminary design) If the at
grade LRT Alternative is selected 

We note the need for a text correct1011 on page 5-56 of lhe document The text 
presented subsequent to •Grade Separabon at Mancheste,.. IS WlCOl'l'eCI 

If you have questions or ~ there Is a need for discussion regarding our comments. I can 
be reached at 310-412-5383 

Yours truly 

t.JL_ o..) c_ 'f'i?~-
Glen W. C Kau P E. 
Otrector of Public Works 

cc· T1mothy E Wanamaker, Inglewood City Administrator 
Keith Lockard, Principal T ransportatton Eng~ 
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Response to comment 10-14-A. 

Comment noted.  Metro has coordinated with the City of Inglewood, and the Inglewood Public 
Works Department throughout the planning process of the Crenshaw.LAX LRT Project.  The Light 
Rail Transit Alternative was selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative for the Project.  Metro 
appreciates the views and input from the City of Inglewood as it has been a valuable part of the 
planning process for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The Inglewood City Council 
Resolution in support of the LRT Alternative for Crenshaw will be included in the final record for the 
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.    

Response to comment 10-14-B. 

Design Option 2, an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue was incorporated as part of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  Design Option 3, a cut and cover crossing at Centinela was carried forward for 
further consideration during the design process.  As requested by the commenter, further traffic 
analysis, design, and coordination with the CPUC took place after release of the DEIS/DEIR to 
decide whether a grade separation at Centinela Avenue was necessary.  This decision also weighed 
the community comments in the decision making process.   

Response to comment 10-14-C. 

Please see response to comment 10-14-B. 

Response to comment 10-14-D. 

Comment noted. 

Response to comment 10-14-E. 

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has an aerial grade separation at the Florence 
Avenue/Manchester Avenue intersection.  After further consideration during the design process, it 
was determined that the lack of significant traffic impacts did not require the Centinela Avenue 
crossing to be grade separated.   

Response to comment 10-14-F. 

Comment noted.  The text has been revised to correctly characterize the Manchester grade crossing. 

 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 10-15. Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles. 

 
 

© Metro~-------------

Com,"u1iity Redevelopment Agency 
<>/'dut.rrv 0-f LO!' " "CHLO 

10-15 

°"'" ' Octahe,r_.2..6., 2009 
ou: c,:,e, , 

35C SoiJt/1 Sp:ing Street / S111f4 SOO 
~ /vqlet J Coili!Of!'lii 90013•l2S8 

1 T ~\3 tn- H~OO i , 213 &n 16156 
www.er111.o,9 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Proje<:I Manager. Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor Project 

LACMTA 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz; 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Draft Envlmnmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) for the Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor project. 

The success of this project is Immensely Important to the fulfillment ol CRA/LA's 
missiOn and lhe potentials of the Crenshaw community. Th.at mission includes 
the elimination of condltlons ol blight and deterioration that have long plagued the 
communities ak>ng the Crenshaw Corridor, the dearth of qualrty consumer 
services, the relative isolation from the regional transportation system, limited 
~I circufation, the poor aOO Insecure Quality of the pedestrian environment, 
I1'\adequate housing to meet the needs of the entire community. and a lack of 
access to jobs for the local population, especially youtll. 

The DEIS/DEIR contains a large volume of documentation. This letter highlights 
CRA/LA's priority oonoems regarding the project The Attachment to this letter 
provides additional details and comments that should be respo<lded to in the 
subsequent envi:totlmental documents and transit corridOf design program. 

The Scope or Consideration in the DEIS/DEIR ls Incomplete 
The Crenshaw Transit Corridor project is a first phase of a larger major rail transit 
corridor that will be an important component fn the region's rai1 transit system. 

Failure to comprehend the larger context of this major rail project could cause the 
Crenshaw transit corridor to fall short of futfllllng its ultimate potential as part of 
the regional transit in the future. As a result. the possibllitJ'e.$ of revitalizing the 
businesses and ne.lghbortioods In the Crenshaw corridor will most certainty have 
been compromised as well. 

LACMTA should appropriately expand tile scope of lhe DEIS/DEIR to include the 
reasonably foreseeable system extensiollS, the potential cumulative implications 
of implementing those extents. and carefuUy reflect back as to how reasonablo 
future growth and system scenarios should be given consideration in the design 
clloices for this initial phase of lhe Crenshaw Transit Corridor. 
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A Below Grade Qe§lgQ is Preferable 
An at-grade LRT on Crenshaw Boulevard would create significant impact that 
cannot be adeQuatety mitigated. These impacts include: 

• the loss of community parking resources, 
• issues of vehicular and pedestrian safety, 
• noise and visual intrusion. and 
• the overall quality of the continued function of Crenshaw Boulevard as 

the central spine in this part of South Los Angeles. 

But most fundamentally, we believe that at-grade and aerial alignments within 
the Crenshaw Boulevard right-of-way will forever limit and diminish the ultimate 
economic development and redevelopment potentials of Crenshaw Boulevard. 
The visual and physical impact of the al-grade and aerial alignments on the 
commercial and residential uses fronting on Crenshaw Boulevard could largely 
negate the blight eradication efforts of CRA/1.A In this critical portion of South 
Los Angeles. For these reasons, CRA/LA believes the entirety of the line in 
Crenshaw Boulevard should be bulll n a below-grade configuration. 

System Performance and System Alternatives 
CEQA and NEPA reQuire consideration of all reasonable and appropriate project 
and system alternatives and, for that reason, a Bus Rapid Transit alternative is 
included in the DEIS/DEIR, along with a TSM and No Build alternative. 
Frequent, efficient bus services along Crenshaw have been and will continue to 
be very Important for the Crenshaw community and for the Hollywood, Wilshire 
and South Bay communities with which these services connect. However. in the 
context of a truly responsive plan for the region's transit. it has to be clear that 
buses operating on surface streets, even with efforts to create excluslve lanes to 
attempt to reduce traffic interference and increase speed, cannot effectively 
subsliMe for the higher patron travel speeds regional transit requires In this 
corridor. Moreover, the toss of on-street par1<1ng, turning opllons, the noise and 
intrusion impacts and the potential risk to pedesb'ians of over-sized, diesel buses 
moving at high speed In a curb lane would be difficult or Impossible to mitigate to 
acceptable levels. Thus, CRA/LA believes that a bus rapid transit alternative is 
not a workable solution. It should also be clear, as mentioned- above, that where 
the alignment Is In a major urban artertal. CEOA and NEPA require that fully 
beiow-grade configurations be included among the alternatives considered and 
diesel buses cannot be effectively operated in tunnel cx:,nfigurations. 

Finally, only a rapid rail allernallve adequately responds to the mandate of 
Measure R and the long--lleld aspirations of the Crenshaw community. The LRT 
corridor allematives presentty represented in the DEIS/DEIR are not offering as 
competijive travel speeds as should be expected and those aspects should be 
evaluated f04' further improvement. 

-z-
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Attaclled to this letter are more detailed comments on aspects of the OEIS/OEIR 
for the present phase of the Crenshaw Transit Comdor construction that CRAllA 
believes need to be addressed with addrtional analyses and mitigation measures 
for the best long-term results for the regional transit system and to best reanze 
the aspirations and potentials or the Crenshaw community, 

These very important concerns notwithstanding, I want to express CRA/lA's 
appreciation to you and your team for the dedication and quality or effort that you 
have brooght forth on this project. It has been a privilege to share in your team's 
commitment to this project's success and we rorward to continuing a fruitful and 
productive \vorking relationship. 

Attacllments: 

--.,,., ....... ___ ~-..... , .. 

Attacllment A: CRA/LA Detailed Comments 
Attachment B: LAOCP Detailed Comments 
Attachment C: LAEAD Detailed Comments 

Cc with Attachments: 
Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
Deputy Mayor Jaime de la Vega 
Deputy Mayor Bud Ovrom 
Deputy Mayor Helmi Hisserich 
Councilmember Bernard Par~s. Council District 8 
Councilmember Hert> Wesson. CoullCil Dlsttlct 10 
Councilmember Bill Rosenthal, Chair, Council Transportation 
Committee 
S. Gall Goldberg, Director, Department of City Planning 
Rita Robinson, General Manager.. Department of Transportation 
Gary Lee Moore, City Engineer, Public Works Department 
County Supervisor Malk Ridley-Thomas, Second Disttlct 
Stale Assemblywoman Karen Bass, 47" District 
Slate Senator Curran Price. 26~ District 
Congresswoman Diane Watson, 331G District 
Congresswoman Maxine Waters., 35" District 
Congresswoman Jane Hanmon, 36" District 
Raymond Sukys, FTA, Region IX, San Francisco 
Ray T ellls, FT A, Region IX, Los Angeles 
Hassan lkhrata, Executive Director, SCAG 
Jackie Bacharach, Executive Director. South Bay Council of 

Governments 
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ATTACHMENT A: 
CRA/LA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
Cecilia Estolano to Roderick Diaz 
October 26, 2009 ATTACHMENT PAGE t OF 20 

The tonowing are additional CRA/LA detatled comments 10 be attached to the comment letter of 
Cecllia Estolano to LACMTA Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project Manager Roderick Diaz. 

Overall Svstem Selection 

CEQA and NEPA require LACMTA to C011$,cSer a range of altematlves using project 
evaluation criteria that focus on a specific. limited range of estimated cost and 
performance factors. As presently evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR, a rail (LRT} system 
concept is among the most viable alternative for this initial phase of corridor 
construction. However, the extent of the LRT alternatives as currently outlined in the 
DEIS/DEIR contain elements that are contradictory to existing City of Los Angeles and 
CRA/LA plans and policies. CRA/LA supports a Light Raij Alternative that mrtigates 
impacts to the surrounding communities to greatest extent possible. The mitigations that 
are needed may need to go beyond limhed design and cost criteria that the DEIS/DEIR 
may have been operating within, however. 

The No-Build and Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Altemallves do not 
alleviate the strain on the existing bus ridership or address the Southern Galifornia 
Association of Government's (SCAG} long term projections for the area (see chart 
below), which illustrate higher growth rates for population, dwelling units and 
employment compared to the City of Los Angeles . 

"'" .... .... .... .... .... 
.... .... .... . ,.. 

Pq~, ~-·,....--,t'Af)•-

■C.nsl•D:!il; 

G~ollMAJVtllf 
■!.ct.,,,..,~ 

The Bus Rapid Transit (BRT} Alternative as well as the Lighl Rail Transit (LRT} Baseline 
Alternative incorporate fundamental design features that are contrary to the Mid City 
Crenshaw Vision and Implementation p1an ("Crenshaw Vision Plan·) approved by the 
Los Angeles Chy Council in February 2009 as ~I as the pending revisions to the West 
AdamWimert Park-Baldwin Hills CommunilY Piao which are In the approval prooess. 
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ATTACHMENT A: 
CRA/1.A COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
ceem.i E$10l.:ano to RO<lertel< Clia1 
October 26, 2009 ATTACHMl:N1PAGE 2 OF 20 

The Crenshaw Vision Plan is a comprehensive planning strategy that provides 
development incentives by addressing land use, zoning and design fo, developrnenl 
guidelines white providing public Infra-structure improvements to stre-amnne the 
entitlement process. stimulate econo,nlc development, spur job growtt,, and create a 
healthy community environment by increasing mobility and connectivity among 
pedestrians, bicycles, public transtt and other vehicular transportation. 

The State of Calttornla has awarded CRA/LA $14.7 million in Proposftion 1C funds which 
commit the City to implementing the Crenshaw Vision Plan over the next 2 years with 
measures that-

• •encourage the development of open space through Umrt street vacations: 
[page 67 of the Crenshaw Vision Plan[ and 

• ·emphasize retaining and enhancing the existing front119e roads," [p119e 71 of the 
Crenshaw Vision e•anl 

All at-grade- and above-grade Crenshaw Transit Corridor project alternatives conflict with 
tne Green Street elements adopled, such as--

• Bioswales, wide landscaped medians, and traffic calming devices. 
• Vehicular traffte management complementing the increased pedestrian oriented 

envlronmant a(ong wide Cronshaw Boulevard sidewalks 
• Vehicular circulation and accessibility entering , leaving and along Crenshaw 

Boulevard, and 
• The removal of visual bight In all fonns along the corridor 

All of these elements are. required to enhance the desirability for both commercial and 
residential developers, tenants and customers of the Crenshaw Boulevard adjacent 
properties and communities. The BRT alternative and the LRT alternatives as currently 
presented would prohibit or destroy many of the infrastructure improvements approved 
in the Plan and awarded funding by the State of CalWomla, 

In addition. p0rtions of the Crenshaw/Soutn Bay Transit Corridor Project are located 
within the Mid-City Recovery Redevelopment Project Area. The Mid-City Recovery 
Redevelopment Plan governing the Mid-City Project Area includes the following: 

• "Support and encourage a circulation system which will fmprove the quality of fife 
in the Project Area, including pedestrian, automobile, parking and mass trans~ 
systems, with an emphasis on se,vlng senlO<S and the disabled'' [paragraph 8, 
Section 105, page 3), 

• "Promote the development of safeguards ~ ainst noise and pollution to enhance 
the quality of the residentiaVcommercial community" [paragraph 12, Section 105, 
page 3]; and 
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ATTACHMENT A: 
CRA/IA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
CeciHa Estolan<i to Roderick Otaz 
OC1ober 26, 2009 ATTACHMENT PAGE 3 OJ' 20 

• "Promote the provision of wen-planned community uses and facilities. pedestrian 
and vehicular circulation, and adequate parking" paragraph 14, Section 105, 
page 3). 

The DEIS/DEIR is thus not accurate in Table 5-1 when It characterizes without 
qualification that the LRT Baseline (and, in some cases, other system altematlves) as 
being in oonformlty with applicable City of Los Angeles plans and policies. 

The BRT AHernative and the above-grade LRT AHernatives all require IO$ses of on
street P.arl<ing without providing adequate mitigations {such as publically-available 
substitute local par1<1ng supplies. The loss of on site parking along the corridor removes 
an impcrtant buffer between vehicular traffic and the pedestrian zone and street front 
b<Jsinesses. The loss of this buffertng zone and this publically-available parking will be 
detrimental to economic viability of the existing businesses and the livability and amenity 
of the Crenshaw Boulevard corridor. 

In our estimation. bringing into consideration requirements of the entire Crenshaw transit 
corridor. the larger range of land use relationships and community livability 
considerations that, are fundamental to sound, tong-term decisions for this OOR'idor. 
CRA/IA's response to "Issues To Be Resolved' [p,5-51, see1ion 5.6) is that a properly 
mitigated rail system is a far supertor attemative for both the long-term produclivlty of the 
regional transit system and the sustainable revitalization of this portion of South Los 
Angeles than the No-Build, TSM or the BRT alternatives. We believe that only a 
properly-designed rail system fuffills the intent of Measure Ras passed by the voters of 
Los Angeles County. 

Insofar as. in CRNLA's estimation, only a rail alternative is a truly viable-and truly 
acceptable-long-tetm transit investment for this regional cotridor, this review focuses on 
providing guldanoe to Che implementation of that option. Should there be serious 
consideration given to implementation of a non-tail aJtemative for this corridor, CRA/LA 
would respectfully request that additional time be given to address those system issues 
in more detail. 

Overall Svstem Definition and Assessment Parameters 

As defined in Measure R, the Crenshaw Transit Corridor extends at Jeast as far north as 
a terminus with an extension of the Purple Line along Wilshire Boulevard (at Crenshaw 
Boulevard, La Brea Avenue or another location). Measure R also provides that the 
north-south segment of the Green Line, which oould logically be operated as part of 
Crenshaw rail transit operation, will be extended to the planned Torrance Regional 
Transit Center. In fact, at some time in the Mure, it wouk:j be logical to extend this 
oorridor even further to the south into the South Bay and possibly further north into 
Hollywood ' 
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ATTACHMENT A: 
CRA/LA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
Cecilla &tolano to Roderick Diaz 
Octo~ 26, 2009 ATTACHMEITT PAGE 4 OF lO 

While it tS understood that the present project document is only considering constl'UCUon 
of an initial phase of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor, tt has to be considered a potential, 
Integral part or this larger corridor ii appropriate, long-tenn system design decisions are 
going to be made. 

The DEIS/DEIR should, therefore, contain forecasts or critical factors that could bear 
upon the configuration of the Crenshaw corridor generally and the specific design issues 
of this initial phase in particular, including-

• E-stimates and forecasts of corridor population and employment currently and 
under various scenarios i:nto the future, for the fuller extent of the corridor. 
Included among these scenarios must be appropriate responses to AS 32, SB 
375 and other State mandates. Scenarios should also include the polentials of 
coordinated land use development with fully grade-separated rail transit. 

• Estimates and forecasts or rail system operating speeds and travel times for a 
reasonable @nae system configurations over the fuller extent of the oorridor. 
The DEIS/DEIR gives some limtted consideration to the performance or different 
LRT options (p. 3-43) wt not as these considerations might relate to the entirety 
of a future transit corridor (as illustrated wrth the limitations or the table on p. 3-
36). In addition to an evaluation of a complete oorridor LRT "baseline" with a 
related "street..running"/at...grade concept, one or more whole corridor grade .. 
separated configurations. perhaps befow-grade in some instances to most 
direcUy serve the highest fulure development potentials, should be analyzed. 

• Estimates of transit and vehicular delays that fultv cenect the effects of on-street 
bus lanes and at~grade rail operations. ft is not ctear that the 2030 LOS and 
street congestion forecasts In the DEIS/DEIR (pp. 3-18 ff.) are fully incorporated 
into the LRT Baseline operations analyses (p.3-45), particularty ii they may have 
an Impact on transit running speeds, traffic speeds, demands for turning 
movement, and impacts on pedestrian crossings. That needs to ~ clarified. 

Estimates and forecasts of a £83:SOQable range of travel need and transit usage 
scenarios for the oorridor configuration scenario alternatives. Modeling of travel 
need and potential transit patronage needs to take into accounl important ful\lfe 
context Issues such as potential automobile congestion delays, future househokf 
costs for tranSJ)Ortation and other expenses, as well as prospective mandates to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

Incorporating these analyses into the DEIS/DEIR wlll provide a better understanding of 
the ultimate needs and potentials of the transit corridor will add important dimensions to 
the long-term costs and bel\efits of design decisions that have to be made in this initiaJ 
construction phase or the Crenshaw Transit Corridor project. 
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Cecilia EMolano to ROClerlck Diaz 
October 26, 2009 ATTACHMEtlT PAGE 5 OF 20 

In addition to questions as to whether the transportation performance factors of the 
alternatives have been fully and clearty reflected, we have to question a number of the 
environmental resource impacts that the OEIS/OEIR assign$ to the alternatives: 

• Air QuaUty. As we understand the two primaty •build" alternatives, the BRT 
alternative would use fossil-fueled (dlesek:ycle) buS<>S, while the LRT 
alternatives would all use electricity supplied by an overhead catenary. The 
atternatives using buses depend upon combustion processes that inherently 
pc¢duce toxic gas emissions (such as NOx) and cartlon/Greenhouse Gas (GhG) 
emissions (such as CO and CO2). The LRT alternatives, by contrast, use 
electricity which has the future potential to be produced entirely from non
polluting, sustainable energy sources. 

However, the DEIS/DEIR identifl8s the LRT alternatives as the only alternatives 
with and "Adverse Effect" on air quality [Table 5.1, p. 5-8). The DEIS/DEIR finds 
the LRT altematives as the only alternatives that produce NOX emissions over 
the Federal threshold. The DEIS/DEIR also finds that the BRT alternative 
~ GhG emisstOns by a very large amount while the LRT altema1ives 
Increase GhG emissions. 

These assessments highly questionable and could only result from some very 
pa.Jticular assumptions and calclllation procedures. For such unusual and 
counter-intuitive assessments, the DEIS/DEIR needs to provide a very clear and 
detailed explanation of Its calculations and tts assumptions and why critical 
assumptions were made. Total dependence upon combustion-engine, fossil~ 
fueled transportation systems has generally not been heki to be a sustainable 
policy fo, the Sooth Coast Air Basin. The DEIS/DEIR needs to very thoroughly 
explain why it wouk:t appear to be commending this course of action for the 
Crenshaw transit oorridor for l)<jrposes of air quality. The DEIS/DEIR should 
also bring forth credible atternative calculation and analysis methods and 
provide a reasonable range of assessments of long--tem, air quality impacts of 
the alternative transit system investments. 

• Energy Resources. Following upon the characterization of the alternatives 
above, the combustion engines that power buses in the BRT altemative are 
relatively inefficient, IO$ln9 a great deal of their energy to heat. They are would 
also typically be using petroleum fuels, an ultimately unsustainable energy 
resource. The LRT alternatives. on the other hand, use electric traction which is 
much more energy efficient and delivef$ s.uperl0< torque and acceleration and 
provides regenerative braking, helping recapture energy otherwise lost in 
braking. But equally important, by relying upon electricity, the LRT atternatives 
provide the broadest base for energy sustainability. utilizing a resource that can 
be sustainabay generated in a variety of ways. 

However, the only energy assessment of the alternatives in the DEIS/DEIR 
identifies the BRT atternative as reducing energy consumption over the baseline 
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ATTACHMENT A 
CRA/LA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS'ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
Cecilia Estolano to RO<lene:k Olat 
October 26, 2009 A1iACHMENT P'AGE 6 OF 20 

condition by 560,523,312 BTUs/year an amount over ten times the amount of 
energy saved by tile LRT alternative• at 52,599,515 BTUs/year. 

Again, these calctilations are counter-Intuitive and need to be thoroughfy 
examined and explalned. As above, it would appear that very particular 
assumptions and calculation procedures were used. 

The basis for analysis is also inappropriately narrow and limhed, neglecting as It 
does to cleadv distinguish between tile potentials tor using sustajnabfe energy 
resources and less sustainable energy resources (such as petroleum-based 
fuels). The DEIS/DEIR must very thoroughly detail the assumpllons and 
procedures it used in producing its assessments and then should also bring forth 
credible alternative calculation and anatysis methods and provide a reasonable 
range of assessments of longMterm energy resource impacts of the alternative 
transit system investments, 

General Assessment Of At;Grads Rail and Land Use Mitigation Measures 

In general, CRA/LA would express skepticism about the appropriateness of installing 
regional rail infrastructure at.grade in the existing rights-of-way of urban arterials, given 
the rail system's need to achieve higher operating speeds, higher capacities and, 
oollateraUy, reduce the risks of delay and oolllslons with pedestrians and other traffic. 
CRA/LA's experience to date, for instance with the Blue Line operation on Washington 
Boulevard. has yet to demonstrate that the added mobility resulting from the construction 
of the IIansit way significantly outweigh the detriments to traffic and community 
development potential. It is also not clear that in-street running on major, congested 
urban arterials is viable as an operating environment for regional high-speed rail links 
over the long term. 

Slower, local circulator rail systems ("ttoUeys• and "streetcars" such as CRNLA has 
advocated in Downtown) may be designed to integrate with and support IOcal corridor 
land use. These applications should not be oonfused witl1 the fast, higher~apacity 
services into, out of and through the Crenshaw community that the Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor project is being developed to provide. In our examination, the DEIS/DEi R's 
treatment of the following issue areas needs to be enhanced: 

• True high soeed rea1ona1 tail transit. There need to be clear and substantial 
assurances that tile lRT Baseline system will be able to provide the overall 
average patron travel times (e.g. in excess of 35 mph) typically expected for 
competitive regional rail transit services, thus J)(OViding the level cf benefit 
justifying the investment and the prospective disruption to the commun.ity; 

M 

N 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-116 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

ATTACHMENT A: 
CRAILA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 
Ceem.-, & lOla~ to ROderictt OIIJZ 
October 26, 2009 ATfACHMENT PAGE 7 OF 20 

• Street traffic coooestion delays and collisions. We believe there needs to be a 
mOl'e thorough accounting of and fore<:astlng of the street lraffic delays, 
congestion and compromises to street safety that the at-9rade portions of the 
line have the potential to create. 

• Loss of long-lenn development potential and community livability. The potential 
intrusion, noise and disruption .engendered by at-grade transit operations will 
almost certainly compromise the long•temi development potential of the 
Crenshaw corridor. Most certainly, the potential would be considerably lower 
than if the rail transit system were completely below grade. In our estimation, 
there cou1d well be a question as to whether the overall long-term community 
development potential and livability is, on balance, signtticanUy Improved with the 
LRT Baseline (or other DEIS/DEIR alternatives) for costs involved. 

over the last decade, transportation professionals have become increasingly 
sensitive to the need to appropriately •ca1m• and buffer the impacts of street 
traffic from the pedestrian zone and building frontages. Techniques such as 
bulb-outs and dedicated frontage alleys that have been hallmarks of great, 
classic boulevards are now being rediscovered for their value in building overaU 
urban livabifity and function, As it happens, there are sigmficant stretcheS of 
Crenshaw Boulevard that anticipated and embodied these enlightened design 
practices. The Crenshaw Transtt Corrldo< project now proposes to remove these 
c:lasstc featureS-

We respect the fact that DEIS/DEIR alternatives reflect pre-determined cost 
collStraints imposed upon the project. It may be, however, that these cost 
constraints are below the threshoki at which transit corridor investments can 
demonstrate the greatest productivity and benefit return over the long term. The 
real measure of the worthiness of a transtt system Investment is net simply in the 
operation of the system ttself, but In the totaltty of benefit that Its services 
engender over the lrfe of that transit system investment 

The DEIS/DEIR inventories existing land use and land use plans. However, the 
discussion of impacts between different LRT configurations (pp.4...J3. 4~34) is 
really not that helpful fo< decision-makers. What CRNLA believes would add 
imPortant value to this information would be to draw upon the system soenarios 
and iranstt usage forecasts called for in the preceding section to create estimates 
of overall development potential that would be created (or diminished} with the 
critical LRT system options. These benefits should then be arrayed to help 
inform the MTA Board's decisions on thjs project. 
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Soecific Concerns About the lmoacts pf Proposed Rail Facility Configurations and 
Mitigation Measures 

The DEIS/DEIR has developed an exteru,ive inventory of important parcels, historic 
properties, land uses and physical attributes along the corridor. CRA/LA has identified 
a number of specifioareas of concern with the LRT system designs as presented in the 
DEIS/DEIR: 

• Option 4. CRA/LA believes that the aerial configuration proposed in the LRT 
Baseline would permanently and irreversibly blight this length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard, which is already one of the most marginalized segments of the 
corridor. We very strongly believe that the Option 4 underground alternative is a 
necessary and appropriate investment 

• Option 5. In earlier parts of the design process, CRA/LA had the belief that a 
Leimert Park/Vernon station, being at the very center of the Crenshaw 
communtty, would be integral to any LRT system design. We beneve that still to 
be the case. A Leimer! Parl< station Is an essential part of the LRT system and 
must be included in the adopted design. 

The characterization in the DEIS/DEIR (Table 5-2, p. 5-14} that Option 5 would 
have a "Potentially Adverse Effect· on local land use and development is 
inappropriate. The suggestion that undesirable development would be c,eated in 
Letmert Park by the provision of a subway station overlooks the provisions of the 
Crenshaw Specific Plan, sections 7-10 addre&Sing development configurations, 
and section 14 addressing the jurisdiction of the Design Review Board. 

• Qptipp 6, CRA/LA strongly believes that an in-street, at-grade LRT alignment is 
pa1entty unreasonable and inappropriate from Coliseum Road north. The 
adverse impacts to existing and potential development, particularly on the east 
side of Crenshaw Boulevard betWeen C~iseum Road and Exposition BouJevard 
would be devastating to both existing and planned development and 
development potential. What should be an attractive. pedestrian.friendly hub for 
two major rail transit llMs will instead be turned into a hazardous, congestion
chok.ed "no--mans land" of traffic lanes a.n<:I rail tracks crossjng at odd angles. 

CRA/LA takes very strong objection to the DEIS/DEIR assertion (section 
4.16.3.5, p.4-489) that · ... Option 6 would not alter the potential for growth from 
(that of] an at-grade station." The<e is a radical difference between the 
development potentials, the quality of traffic operation, the quality of the potential 
pedestrian environment and the generaJ livability of the Exposition CJO$Sing that 
Option 6 could provide over the LRT Basefine design. This needs to be clearly 
acknowledged and evaluated by the DEIS/DEIR, 
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On page 5-21 in Table 5-2, CRA/LA believes U,e safety attributes of Option 6 are 
understated. While Option 6 •, .. would eliminata collisions I between) LRVs and 
motorists ... •. U,e following two bullets on train crossings, traffic signals and 
pedestrian gates appear to apply to the LRT Baseline, not Option 6. Among 
U>ose safety attributes lhat should be given to Option 6 (and Option 5) are their 
provisions f0t safe. direct, below-grade pedestrian connections, avoiding 
potential collisions on surface streets with vehicles and trains. 

• Preservation of the Capability to Complete the Extension of the LRT Crenshaw 
Corridor North to Wilshire Boulevard. In addition to the concerns above about 
U>e neces,,ity of incorporating Option 6 into tile design of the LRT system, 
CRA/LA would further note that tt has always been the intention of the Crenshaw 
Transit Corridor design, of Measure R, as well as the clear aspiration of the 
Crenshaw communtty that the Crenshaw Transit Corridor ultimately connect 
directty to the Wilshire subway. As recognized by the DEIS/DEIR, the extension 
of this corridor north of Exposition mus1 be in subway, as no other configuration 
is feasible. However, were LACMTA to adopt the LRT Baseline design, with tile 
track alignments tumed to the east to parallel the Exposition Line, such an 
extension north would be highly problematic if not impossible, The ultimate 
potential for extending tile Crenshaw comdor north as has always been intended 
can only be fulfilled n its Exposition station is below ground as proposed in 
Option 6. 

We strongly urge LACMTA to continue t'1e LRT alignment below grade north of 
MLK Boulevard, providing an interim terminal station below grade that will 
facilitate the uhimate extension of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor north to Wilshire 
Boulevard. 

• Need to Add QptjQQ 7: Underground Alignment from Option 4 Underground 
AUanment to UQde<ground Alignment at 481) Street. To repeat a point raised at 
the start of comments, CEQA and NEPA require that all reasonable project 
alternatives be included for study and evaluation. For an instance where a major 
regional rail line is to go along a major, inner~ity arterial where numerous 
conflicts and constraints have already been noted, then~ is no defensible basis 
for not includi.ng the option of running the entire length of the rail line under 
Crenshaw In subway. The merits of removing the last segment of above-groond 
LRT from Crenshaw BouJevard have been given mention throughout these 
comments. To recap a few points-

o VisuaJ, Intrusion and Noise Impacts: The great majority of the extensive 
list of adverse visual impacts (noted Table 5-1, p. 5-7; pp,4-529ff. among 
other places) would disappear with the line placed entirety underground 
before entering Crenshaw. The characterization on p. 4-532 that "no 
disproportionate impact" is not, In our view, accurate, given the size and 
speed of the tf'il.lns a.nd the associated grade crossing safety devices that 
wfll flkely be necessary. 
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o Traff'fC flow and Traffic Safety: The hazards of cross traffic and left-turn 
movements across In-street LRT operations have proven to be very 
sign.ificant in other Metro corridors. This experience is not adequately 
evaluated and applied in the DEIS/DEIR for the Crenshaw Transtt 
Corridors. These are signfftcant costs of these risks and hazards that 
acen;e not only to MT A rail operations, but to automobile users, truck 
t~ffic and pedestrians. All of these hazards would be avoided with tile 
line underground in Crenshaw. 

o Rail Operation Speed and Reliability: Needing to stop at Intersections for 
traffic fights to cross intersections and (at the Exposition terminus) cross 
traffic lanes imposes both time delays and compromises reliability; this
wiU become increasingly a problem over time as street congestion 
increases (and which the at-grade LRT system ttself will exacert>ate). 
While the LRT Baseline configuration has fourgrade~level transitions, an 
all-subway alternative would only have one transition (at the Harbor 
Subdivision), thus saving the additional energy required to bring Ille train 
up to grade 0< up to an aerial level. Incorporating gravity profiling In an 
all-subway segment could further enhance the energy efficiency of LRT 
operations. Nooe of these considerations appear to be adequatety 
evaluated and applied in the DEIS/DEIR's analyses. 

0 Construction Efficiencies and Cost Sayings. With the short beJow-grade 
sections as designed for the LRT Baseline, there are no opportunities to 
utilize larger economies of scaJa and the efficiencies of tunnel boring 
machines. The cut-and~ver construction techniques that would likely 
have to be employed are disruptive, costly and time-consuming ways to 
construct below-grade facilities. Even with all of the DEIS/DEi R's below
grade options, the long at-grade section between eo• and 48" Streets 
greatly limits options for staging and using TBM'g, In the course of 
induding an all-subway alignment LRT altemative under Crenshaw, the 
DEIS/DEIR should pay particular attention to the opportunities for 
construction efficiencies, time and cost savings. 

o land Use and Development Potentials. The development Potentials and 
commercial attractiveness of business property along segments of the 
LRT alignment between stations will, in almost a1I cases, suffer net 
decreases as a result of the effects of at-grade LRT operation. Arterial 
frontage residential development I& likely to become particula~y blighted 
and will no longer be viable along above-grade LRT segments. The 
DEIS/DEIR fails to identify and account for these impacis. While station 
locations should provide some stimulus for economic activity, the Sevel 
and range of development potentials will be much more limited around 
s~tlons placed at-grade, such as Exposttion and Slauson, than if tl>ese 
stations were in a below grade configuration with direct. safe, below
grade patron connections into pedestrian-oriented development sites. 

o Environmental Justice. The DEIS/DEIR acknowledges in seciion 4.18.3.1 
[p.4-514] that • ... the decisions for grade separations in the Crenshaw 
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Transit Corridor were not driven by the type of community, but tather by 
engineering considerations* and that ·Grade separation for BRT or LRT 
is typically engineering-driven, and is not dependent on the type of 
community where tt is to be located." While C~ would aci<nowledge 
that systems engineering and perfonnanoe criteria should have a major 
role in the grade CO<>figuration decisions for a transit system, these criteria 
alone seem inadequate--end PoSSlbty inconsistent~s they are being 
applied. 

On the one hand, tt would be myopic and contrary to good practice to 
suggest that transportation infrastructure investments should only be 
eonr.gured 'Mth respect to their own operational criteria and without 
regard to the viability, sustainability or potentials of the adjacent land uses 
that could be affected. Grade separation decisions should go beyond just 
transportation systems engineering oonsideratioos and include lon9-tenn 
performance and sustainability standards ror the larger corridor as a 
whole, including land uses. 

On the other hand, in other corridors, tt woold seem that LACMTA is, in 
fact, taking community context into consideration. The proposed 
exten$ion of the Metro Purple Line from Western to La Brea {with or 
without a prospectively optional station at Crenshaw) is presently being 
proposed only in a subway configuration. Most of that reach, from Wilton 
to Highland, borders a very low density, affluent residential district. That 
stretch is about the same length as the distance from 57• to 48~ and 
could, conceivably with some right-of-way adjustments, be considered for 
the type of aerial CO<>figuratlon that is proposed fa, the Hyde Park section 
of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. That would, as is being presented in 
the Crenshaw Transrt Corridor planning. save some money without 
seeming to affect transit engineering criteria. 

But that configuration would be absolutely temble for that community 
context. Not only would it completely contradict the Park Mile Specific 
Plan and virtually all other plans and policies fa, the area, it would 
irreparably degrade the quality of life for those adjoining residential 
districts. Given that at some point that the Purp$e U.ne would need to 
return to a subway configuration, it would aJso introch.rce many of the 
excessive grade transition issues that confront the Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor. That LACMTA would directly define a subway configuration for 
that corridor extension is fully understandable. What CRA/LA believes is 
appropriate, however, i$ to acknowledge that community context 
deserves more consideration in the definition of grade configuration 
alternatives for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor and that a full Crenshaw 
subway conf,guration should be among those alternatives evaluated for 
this project 
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• Right-of-Way Takes at 571t+ and Crenshaw. While the both the SWC and SEC of 
the intersection of Crenshaw and W.67t;t, would necessarily (as shown in Drawing 
C-422) require a M>•W take in order to support the bents for the aerial guideway 
of the LRT Baseline configuration, the property to be takefl (and the appropriate 
accommodations to accommodate pedestrian circulation. clear sightlines and 
traffic safety) are not delineated. Parcels L-37 to L-43 involvlng several acres, are 
located at the vicinity of Exposition Blvd. and Crenshaw, and yet. the Assessor 
Block and Parcel Number,, identifies these parcels to be located at the SEC of 
57• and Crenshaw. Additionally, the proposed use, as outlined In Chart on C-
550A states "0 & M FACILITY SITED", Which conflicts with Drawings shown on 
C-435, 

In the Option 4 (below grade configuration), Drawing C-622 still shows facility 
intrusions into this comer, variously identified as subject parcel 32 (SEC), and l • 
29, L-30, and L-31 (SWC) in Drawing C-621 . Paroels l -37 to L-43 involving 
severaJ acres, are located in the vicinity of Exposition Blvd. and Crenshaw; 
however, the Assessor Block and Parcel Number does NOT idefltify L-45 as 
shown on C-753a which Chart states ""O & M FACILITY SITED", consisting of 
1,186, 440 sq, ft. or 27.2 acres of land. There Is no apparent delineation of the 
property taken shown or its purpose dearly defined. All of the p,oposed r-o-w 
actions and mitigation measures at this intersectiQn need to be much more 
dearty delineated and desaibed for all Alternatives. 

• Potential Loss of Turning Movements Cross Access from W,671/1 to W.59'.: Street 
(LBI Baseline Confiourationl In CRA/LA's examination of the dcawlngs in 
VOiume II, we oould no! detennine to what extent intersection left-tum lanes and 
mid-block left tum capabil.ities are compromised by the placement of aerial 
columns. There are a number of potential traffic conflicts that the DEIS/DEIR 
should clarify, among them: 

o Crenshaw at W.67" Street: Appear,, that s/b left turn lane could be 
compromised: 

o Crenshaw at W.66" Place, W.66" Sireet: Unclear tt s/b left turn access 
preserved; 

o Crenshaw at Hyde Par!< Blvd.: Unclear if left tum lanes preserved in both 
s/b and nib; 

o Crenshaw at W.63rd Street: Unclear if left tum lanes provided in both 
directions; 

o Crenshaw from W.67• to W.60~ Streets: Unclear where mid-block left 
turn access Is compromised. Mid-bloc!< left tum access Into and out of 
properties from the continuous m&dian lane along this stretch of 
Crenshaw is Important to some properties• access. 
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o CrenshaW at W .60~ Street: It appears that a s/b left tum lane is provided 
by a nib left turn lane is not. Addttlonally, the 120· untt West Angelus 
Senior Housing Development is 1ocated at this intersection {SEC) as well 
as St. John's Catholic Elementary School (SWC) , putting an imperative 
on maintaining full and oomplete safe access through the intersection for 
both vehicles and a wide range of pedestrian users. 

o Crenshaw at W.ss• Place: All left turn access appears blocked by LRT 
grade transition structure in both LRT Baseline and Option 4 atternatives. 

• Potential Loss of Turning Movements Effective lntecsegign Capacity and Other 
Traffic Impacts from w .59111 Street to W.48ffi Street (LflI Baseline Configuration 
at Grade). There are a number potential impacts that are of particular concern 
along this reach of the LRT Baseline corridor design. Among them are: 

o CrenshaW at Slauson intersection: Essential that full capability for safe 
nib and s/b turning movements be fully preserved. Volume II drawings 
(Drawing C-425) appear to Indicate left-tum lanes are provided, bUt would 
want to confirm the full, safe preservation of traffic functions. 

o W/S of Crenshaw to W. 57• Street, : The View Park Prep Charter High 
School is a major traffic generator which presentty has unresolved drop-, 
off, pick-up and parking conflicts. Current proposals call for a separate, 
dedicated loading and/or parking lane along this block face. The 
proposed curb adjustment does not appear to be consistent these 
proposals or with the need to remediate these conflicts. Left turn i~ress 
and egress from W.570,. to Crenshaw is important to maintain foe this 
campus; it appears that the LRT Baseline design cou1d compromise Jeff 
tum access. 

If the Crenshaw Transit Corridor is going to preclude the possibilities for 
resolving these traffic conflicts that are presently being pursued for this 
location, the DEIS/DEIR needs to provide appropriate and effective 
mitigation measures to resolve these land use traffic conflicts a.long this 
block face. 

o Crenshaw at w.54• Street: It WO(Jld appear (Drawir19 C-426) that all 
turning movements are being fully pre.served at this intersection, but 
would want to confirm that this ls the case. In any case, the preservation 
of left turn movements at this intersection is essentiaL West 54-. Street is 
an important east-west corridor. its function and use levels seem 10 be 
ynder-estimated in the DEIS/DEIR counl data [Appendix F, Tables F-1 
and'F-2]. Addttionally, CRA/LA is working with the site owners on a 
potentiaJ mixed use development at the southeast corner of this 
intersection. Southwest of this intersection is a major Economic 
Development Department office and Bank of America branch, both of 
which are heavily used by the community. Preserving full and safe 
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by a nib left turn lane is not. Addttlonally, the 120· untt West Angelus 
Senior Housing Development is 1ocated at this intersection {SEC) as well 
as St. John's Catholic Elementary School (SWC) , putting an imperative 
on maintaining full and oomplete safe access through the intersection for 
both vehicles and a wide range of pedestrian users. 

o Crenshaw at W.ss• Place: All left turn access appears blocked by LRT 
grade transition structure in both LRT Baseline and Option 4 atternatives. 
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at Grade). There are a number potential impacts that are of particular concern 
along this reach of the LRT Baseline corridor design. Among them are: 

o CrenshaW at Slauson intersection: Essential that full capability for safe 
nib and s/b turning movements be fully preserved. Volume II drawings 
(Drawing C-425) appear to Indicate left-tum lanes are provided, bUt would 
want to confirm the full, safe preservation of traffic functions. 

o W/S of Crenshaw to W. 57• Street, : The View Park Prep Charter High 
School is a major traffic generator which presentty has unresolved drop-, 
off, pick-up and parking conflicts. Current proposals call for a separate, 
dedicated loading and/or parking lane along this block face. The 
proposed curb adjustment does not appear to be consistent these 
proposals or with the need to remediate these conflicts. Left turn i~ress 
and egress from W.570,. to Crenshaw is important to maintain foe this 
campus; it appears that the LRT Baseline design cou1d compromise Jeff 
tum access. 

If the Crenshaw Transit Corridor is going to preclude the possibilities for 
resolving these traffic conflicts that are presently being pursued for this 
location, the DEIS/DEIR needs to provide appropriate and effective 
mitigation measures to resolve these land use traffic conflicts a.long this 
block face. 

o Crenshaw at w.54• Street: It WO(Jld appear (Drawir19 C-426) that all 
turning movements are being fully pre.served at this intersection, but 
would want to confirm that this ls the case. In any case, the preservation 
of left turn movements at this intersection is essentiaL West 54-. Street is 
an important east-west corridor. its function and use levels seem 10 be 
ynder-estimated in the DEIS/DEIR counl data [Appendix F, Tables F-1 
and'F-2]. Addttionally, CRA/LA is working with the site owners on a 
potentiaJ mixed use development at the southeast corner of this 
intersection. Southwest of this intersection is a major Economic 
Development Department office and Bank of America branch, both of 
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access at this Intersection for both vehicles and pedestrians must be 
assured. 

o Crenshaw at w.so• Street: It would appear (Drawing C-427) that left turn 
access into and out of this off--set intersection is preserved. However, 
there is also a new curb line drawn across the entry point at this 
intersedion. This would appear to close off the street, yet no cul-de-sac 
is shown in the street design. Please clarify what the design and function 
is for this intersection. 

• Mature Median Street Trees. Mature street trees, particularly in the street 
medjan between eom Street and V&mon Avenue, are mentioned as a visual 
resouice (p.4-106; pp. 4-12011.) but not, in CRA/LA's estimation, given adequate 
consideration. In general, those segments of Crenshaw Boulevard proposed for 
at-grade operation (60"' to 48"streets and MLK to Exposition Boulevards) are 
wide and easily become barren and inhospitable without the visual relief provided 
by mature tree stock. Where there are losses of trees, lllere should be a 
oommensurale level of mature forestation restored to the ·street. If It Is not 
feasible to replace specimens in the median, then additional plantings should be 
made in the parkways to restore the overall ambience of the corridor. 

• Transition to Below-Grade Configuration at 48111 Street. As presently desjgned, 
the LRT line does not begin its transition from grade to bek,w grade until it is 
north of W.48.-. Street As a resutt, the tranS.ftion structure appears to require the 
taking and removal of the Leimert Park gateway monument (designed parcel L-
32D) and likely othervAse obscure the potentials ol this iconic viewpoint in the 
corridor. The DEIS/DEIR does not specifically recognize this visual point of 
Interest, but does recognize the unique scenic value of this corridor and its views 
north from 50" Street (Exhibit A, p.4-106; Exhibit D-1 , p.4-110). An important 
tngredient to the quality of this view are the mature trees in the median of this 
corridor, which the LRT Baseline will remove. 

To help partially mitigate loss of v1sual quallty and orientation (current and 
potential) lllat the gateway par1< provides, ij would be recommended lllat the LRT 
Baseline design be modified 10 complete Its descent before 48" Street, thereby 
removing the LRT line from this end of the viewshed and allowing the restoration 
of the gateway park and its monument features. 

• RM]ht-of-Way Take, Historic Besourr& Adverse Impacts of Traction Power 
Substation CTPSSl. The LRT alternatives require a TPSS to be located 
somewtiere between MLK and Rodeo. The DEIS/DEIR identifies a srte for this 
TPSS, labeled L-37A, immediately adjacent the Angelus Funeral Home (3886 
Crenshaw Blvd). In section 2.3.4.5. the TPSS is described as requiring a pad 14 
by 43 fee~ housed in 16-foot high enclosure. 
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It has been LACMTA's typical practice to locate TPSS facilities entirety above 
grade and ditectly on the frontage property line, thus creating the maximum 
adverse impact. While it is understood that there must be ready access for 
heavy equipment to quickly service (and, W necessary, remove and replace) 
major substation components. this can still allow for some flexibility in design and 
siting. A majOf reduction in impact ean be achieved by situating the TPSS in a 
below grade vault where the surface area can revert to use as parking, alleyways 
or other open space use. Removal of the vautt deck and heavy components will 
require the use of a crane. but thls equipment is often required even when the 
equipment is on-grade. While removing the TPSS's visual impact$, below-grade 
siting also can serve to quiet potential noise and vibration, which could be a 
concern next to the Funeral Home. Another siting mitigation would be to avoid 
sttuating the TPSS on the front property line, but instead at least move it the back 
area of a surface parking lot where it could be behind building frontages. 

CRAILA respectfully requests that LACMTA employ lheso and other mitigation 
measures to the greatest extent possible tn siting this insta11ation. If this TPSS 
in:stallation were to be done in a typk:al fashion, it would have a significantly 
adverse effect on this stretch of commercial frontage. 

• RiPht-of-wav Takes Proposed North of Coliseum Road- There appears to be 
considerable inconsistencies in the parcel acquisiUons listed, their APN data and 
their listed locations. According to $0me tables in the DEIS/DEIR, various 
parcels along the east side of Crenshaw Boulevard north of Coliseum Road, now 
part of major commercial development proposals, are listed as "Full Takes", Thr$ 
would resutt in LACMTA acquiring huge parcels of prime land that CRAILA 
presently has In discussion for development. It may be that LAC MT A has 
concluded that the partial takes. as is indicated in the engineering drawings 
(volume 11, C-434) are not feasible severances-a eoncem that CRAil.A shares. 

We believe that these kinds of prospective right-of-way impacts cannot be 
justified and should further make the case for incorporating Option 6 into the LRT 
Baseline and removing the need for these very extensive property aoquisitions. 

• West Boulevard Station Location. CRAILA believes that an alternative location 
for the station at West Bousevard, moved to the east of West BouJevard in a 
CRA/LA redevelopment project area, merits study. If situated with improved 
access and coordinated development, a station location east of West Boulevard 
could be uttimatety be made into a more effective and attractive station complex 
than the LRT Baseline location. CRAil.A would advocate for consideration of this 
station location and, should tt be selected, would look fofward to working with 
LACMTA on a coordinated station area design and development plan for this 
location. 
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The proposed project creates two types of potentially adverse parking impacts: 

• Loss of on-street parking due to street r-o-w because of rail facilities in and 
around the street and 

• Induced parking demand as a result of transit patrons wanting to drive to the 
statioos to use the rail system, 

Lost Parking Spaces. According to Table 5-1 (p. 5-4), the LRT Baseline atternative 
would resutt in a loss of 295 on-street parking spaces. The great majority of this loss 
appears to be In the at-grade segment between W.60"' and W.48" Streets. In addrtion to 
these losses, there appears to be significant k>sses of on-street parking between 571ti 
and 60"" that ncYW has peak hour restrictions but would be pem,anentty lost in the event 
that Option 4 of the LRT alternative is not adopted. In addition to on--street parking 
losses, approximately 69 on-street parking spaces are indicated as being lost in the LRT 
Baseline design in the segment between MLK and the Exposition Line. 

On-street parking is essential to the viability of some smaller businesses in older parts of 
the corridor. In our review of the DEIS/DEIR (pp.3-25 ff., pp.~3. 64) there was not an 
adequate analysis of where these Impacts might occur, who would be affected, and a 
c'8ar definition of the mitigation measures that are going to be programmed. 

Of particular concern is the Hyde Park portion of the corridor ~ .67111 to W.60111 is a mixed 
business and residential area that is severely under-parked. Perhaps because of the 
existing peak-hour par1<ing restrictions, lhe DEIS/DEIR seems lo tuwe made some 
assumptions and nol lrealed lhe Impacts lo this area in depth. Should LRT Option 4 not 
be adopted, lhe DEIS/OEIR must much m0<e definitively identify potential impacts to 
parking resources In this area and identify its program to provide replacement spaces to 
fuUy mitigate any losses. 

Also needing significant. addrtional analysis are the areas between w.eo• Street and 
between W.48° Street and from W.39° to Exposition. To lhe extent lhal portions of the 
on-street parking has to be removed (or significantly limited in use). a clear program for 
providing replacement part<lng needs to Identified as a mitigation measure, with 
appropriate attention to location, access, proximity to affected businesses and users, 
appearance, and resulting pedestrian environment. 

Several developments would be directly and adversely impacted either by property 
condemnation or vehicular accessibility to their sites. Among these developments would 
the District Square project, located on the southeast comer of Rodeo and Crenshaw 
Boulevard. District Square Is 3t 8,000 sq ft retail center which will provide 491 
construction jobs and 600 permanent Jobs. This project is scheduled for the December 
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15. 2009 CRA/LA Board of Commissioners meeting to request approval of the Owner 
Participation Agreement. Acoording to the DEIS/DEIR, the LRT Baseline alternative 
could require the oondemnalion of a large portion of the site. In addition, to the safety 
issues outlined by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LAOOT} the severe 
imp~ct to the economic opportunity and vitality of the center Is unavoidable with the at• 
grade option. 

Some parts of the DEIS/DEIR seem to Imply that losses of on-street parking will simply 
be absorbed by parking spaces that were observed off-street pari<ing lots. This is simply 
not an acceptable or viable mltlaatlon aooroach, Most alt of those parking resources are 
owned by particular businesses and not avallable for public use. Even if LACMT A were 
to attempt to purchase these parking resources to mitigate the loss of public parking, in 
many cases those owners could not sell their parking without losing the code~required 
parking required to continue operating their businesses. 

The Crenshaw corridor is an economically impacted area. That LACMTA would appear 
to asking the business community to sustain significant net. uncompensated k>sses in 
local ptJblic parking supply is simply not appropriate and acceptable. The DEIS/DEIR 
must much more thoroughly identify, evaluate and define effective mitigation measures 
for the parking displaced by the Crenshaw Transtt Corridor facilities. 

Transit Statjon Parj(lng Needs. Table 2-5 (p.2-44) lists "potential parking spaoes at 
station locations. At the Exposition terminus, it Klentifies the need for 300..S70 parking 
• ... Spaces Jto) share with [the) Exposition LRT Line at a common station location at 
Crenshaw/Exposttion[.J Park-and-Ride faciltties at this location are assumed to be 
initially developed as part of the Exposition Line project." 

At the Martin Luther King Jr. Station, the need for 100-300 spaoes are identified. At 
Crenshaw and Slauson, although tt could be expected to be a major intercept station for 
traffic oomlng along th<, Route 90 comdor from the west, the DEIS/DEIR fails to identify 
what number of spaces the transit station function is going to need and how it is 
proposed to provide those spaoes. The DEIS/DEIR similarly falls to definitively evaluate 
the station parking impacts and mitigation measures for the Vernon Station of LRT 
Option 5. 

It appears !hat LACMTA Is assuming that it will be able to simply purcllase the needed 
parking suppfies needed for effective Crenshaw Transit Corridor park•and-ride 
operations at the trans.it corridor stations from commercial property owners abutting 
those stations and that th.is can be done without adversely impacting the oommereMIII 
viabmty of these owne(s investments. The DEIS/DEIR needs to much more thoroughly 
identity the overall accessibiltty needs of each station, wtiat kind of parking needs each 
station can be expected to have, what are the various scenarios for effectively 
responding to those parking needs. and defining the feasible mitigation response that 
LACMTA is oommitting Itself to f0t managing the parking impacts and needs created by 
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor stations. 
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The Need for a Coordinated Collaboratiye Aooroach to Managing Parking Impacts, A$ 
noted above, the Crenshaw Transit C0<1idor project is going to create a wide range of 
par1<lng impacts. Rather than LACMTA mitigating these impacts in a pieeemeal fashion, 
hoWever, tt is suggested that It would be more effective for the long-term benefit of both 
LAC MT A and the local Crenshaw community to address parking issues in the context of 
local area parking and aocess management districts formed around areas of impact. 
LACMT A would be asked to participate in these local districts to the extent tts facilfties 
and operations required mitigating actions. But the larger objectives of these parking 
and ac.cess management districts would be to-

• Coordinate and integrate transit patron parking and access needs with those or 
local area businesses and, In some cases, perhaps focal residents; 

• Achieve, through coordinated management, more efficient use of available 
parking supplies and reduce unnecessary confusion and congestion, especially 
around station-area intersections; 

• Create a comprehensive, multi-modal planniog framework to manage parking 
and pedestrian acoess needs in precincts served by rail transit facilrties, to 
promote transitions away from single occupant vehicle ·use and towards more 
sustainable modes of local access: 

• Directly and actively involve locaJ businesses and residents in the planning and 
implementation of more measures for more sustainable local access and 
circulation around rail facilities. 

It would be CRAILA's intent. over time as regional rail transit services are provided and 
new development is attracted to the corridor, to try to broadly restrain the growth in 
parking and perhaps uttimately reduce the amount of parking provided relative to 
development. CRA/LA and other City departments would looK forward to partnering with 
LACMTA on local part<lng and access management districts that could help achieve 
these public policy goals. 

Station Area Oeverooment Potentials 

As fundamental as providing quick, sustainable transjt travel is to the success of the 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor project, another very important measure of success will be 
how effectively the effects of the Corridor's transit stations· can be harnessed to create 
hubs of more sustainable, walkable commercial activity and vitality. 

The DEIS/DEIR has the task of identifying the range of adverse and potentially adverse 
impacts of installing what should promise to be a very important and positive investment 
in high-speed rail transit. Wrule the DEIS/DEIR is called upcn to provide appropriate 
mitigation measures, these measures taken aJone and in the narrower sense fail both 
the potentials of the transit system investment and the community that the transit system 
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serves. What CRA/l.A would propooe is that the DEIS/DEIR incorporate into the project 
program, as part of a larger, stralegic mitigation framewor1<, a long-term collaborative 
station area planning prooess. This collaborative planning and development process 
would partner LACMTA with CRAILA and other City depar1ments. It would be 
undertaken in phases, concentrating on the primary areas of concern and commitment 
the partners had as the project develops. As CRA/LA envisions tills process, tt would 
incorporate planning for joint station area development Potentials, planning and 
programming for station area parking and access, and po$$ibly concerns such as 
construction impact management and local employment deve&opment (discussed 
below). 

Construction Impact Mttiaatlon 

Reducing the fmoac:I of Below Grade Construction. There has been extensive preceding 
discussion of the desirallolity of putting the entirety of the Crenshaw Boulevard segment 
of the project below ground. As discussed in the DEIS/DEIR as individual options, much 
or all of this construction would be anticipated to be constructed by cut-and-cover. 

To the previously stated merits or putting the entirety of the Crenshaw reach in subway, 
the DEIS/DEIR sllould evaluate the possibillty that this conf,guration would make It much 
more feasible to tunnel boring machines for much more if not all of the tine's construction 
(except 10< tile station box construction). The poosibiltty that this coold preclude lhe 
need 10< a great deal of surface disruption, expedite the construction schedule and, 
possibly, reduce the overall cost per..foot basis for underground construction needs to be 
assessed. 

Reducing Adverse Business Impact§ or Construction. It has been part of CRA/LA's 
mission to help revitalize businesses and to attract new economic activity and 
devefopment to the Ctenshaw district since the formation of the varioos redevelopment 
project area$. There are many businesses in the corridor that have been long 
marginalized and have now been even more impacted by the current economy. CRA/LA 
is very concerned that transit construction-related activities could have, if not fully and 
effectivety mitigated, devastating effects on many of these businesses. The marginal 
circumstances of many of these busine$$8$ and the oorrent economy create the need 
for measures and respcnses that are likety to go beyond the conventions of construction 
impact managemetlt. 

CRA/l.A would propose to fonnally partner with LACMTA in a program of concerted 
responses and customized support to local businesses directly or indirectly fmpacted by 
construction, with the goal of very substantially reducing the loss of businesses and 
business activity that coold otherwise ocet1r during construction. 

NN 

00 

PP 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-130 August 2011 

 

--------------~ Metro 

ATTACHMENT A: 
CRA/LA COMMENT LETTER DETAILS ON 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/OEIR 
Cecilla Estolano to Roderick Diaz 
October 26, 2009 

Local ReskS&ot Emoiovmeot Participation 

ATTAOHMENTPAGE200F 20 

The CRA/LA and City of Los Angeles has adopted polices and procedures for its project 
areas to bUild livable and sustainable communities. As a significant portion of the 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor project is located within the City and CRA/'LA project areas, 
we would strongly urge that the project's construction should conform to these policies. 
The policies include: 

• Construction Careers program participation 
• Joint Labor Agreements 
• LocaJ Hiring goals and program support 
• Contractor participation. 

Recent experience with l.ACMTA in meeting community expectations in participating in 
transit construction employment has been notably disappointing. This pattern must be 
decisively reversed with the Crenshaw Transit Corridor project. 

CRA/lA bel'8ves that the best assurance of meeting the goals and expectations for 
community hiring could be brought about by LACMTA formally pamering with CRA/LA 
and the utilization of our established capabilities in managing project labor agreements 
in our redevelopment project areas. 

Blcvctes 
As delineated in Figure 3-14 (p.3-13) of the DEIS/OEIR, there are (Class I and Ill) 
bicycle facilities proposed for Slauson and Martin Luther King Jr, Blvd, CRNLA woold 
respectfully request that LACMTA, should it pursue the Slreel reconS1ructlons involved In 
the LRT Baseline give serious consideration to Incorporating a bicycle linkage (Class II 
or better facUily) on Crenshaw between Slauson and tile Crenshaw and Exposition 
station complex. 

The DEIS/DEIR needs to reflect the need for each LRT station to provide high-security, 
Class I bicycle parking accommodations. 
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Response to comment 10-15-A. 
 
Metro system extensions are dictated by the Board-adopted Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) which 
contains planned projects with individual financial constraints.  The environmental review of projects in 
the LRTP are taken as individual corridors and include other committed projects in the LRTP.  The design 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project includes considerations of other committed transportation 
projects consistent with Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).  The inclusion of system 
extensions not adopted in the LRTP would be speculative and cannot be considered since these unfunded 
system extensions are not forseeable.  Population and employment forecasts are discussed in the 
Economic and Fiscal Effects, Growth-Inducing Effects and Cumulative and Indirect Effects Chapters of the 
FEIS/FEIR.   Design decisions for the project are based primarily on environmental factors, application of 
Metro Grade separation policies, and financial constraints.  Preliminary forecasts of rail system operating 
speeds and travel times were provided as a comparison between alternate modes of transportation.  The 
refined travel times and operating speeds of various system configurations that the commenter requests 
require preliminary engineering and design elements which would not occur until the final design of the 
project.     
 
Response to comment 10-15-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade segment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 8 regarding parking along Park Mesa.  The EIS/EIR also found that light 
rail system traveling at-grade in the Crenshaw Boulevard median would be consistent with the existing 
visual character and not result in a visual impact.  The light rail system would operate at-grade within the 
Crenshaw Boulevard median and would not diminish the economic development and redevelopment 
potentials of properties along Crenshaw Boulevard.  The significant capital investment of a light rail 
system would be much more likely to increase these development potentials compared to the existing 
conditions.  The Crenshaw.LAX Light Rail Transit Project was also designed to minimize the potential 
impacts of redevelopment projects within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.   
 
 
Response to comment 10-15-C. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39th Street to 
Exposition Boulevard.  
 
Response to comment 10-15-D. 
 
The travel times of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project are dependent on a number of factors, 
including, but not limited to maximum operating speeds, distance between stations and interaction with 
the existing arterial transportation system.  The Crenshaw.LAX Light Rail Transit Project was designed to 
provide the lowest possible travel times while minimizing the impacts to traffic and safety.   
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Response to comment 10-15-E. 
The BRT and LRT Alternatives considered under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project were determined to 
be consistent with the applicable plans and polices of corresponding jurisdictions, which included the 
Crenshaw Vision Plan and West Adams-Leimert Park-Baldwin Hills Community Plan.  The West Adams-
Baldwin Hills-Leimert Park Community Plan supports the intensification of land uses in conjunction with 
improved mass transit.  The plan promotes inter-connectivity between residential uses and transit systems, 
and sets as a goal the development of new housing close to transit lines so as to reduce vehicle trips while 
promoting growth.  Primary goals in the plan include measures to reduce vehicle trips, traffic congestion, 
and air pollution while enhancing the job opportunities and quality of life in the area.  In accordance with 
the Crenshaw Vision Plan, station designs would incorporate open space where possible (i.e. plazas) for 
pedestrians and frontage roads would remain where possible. In places where frontage roads would be 
removed, there will be pedestrian friendly amenities.  During the design of the project, consideration was 
given to minimize the potential impacts to any of the planned improvements under the Crenshaw Vision 
Plan and West Adams-Leimert Park-Baldwin Hills Community Plan.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-F. 
 
During the design of the project, consideration was given to minimize the potential impacts to any of the 
planned improvements under the Crenshaw Vision Plan.  As a result of comments citing concerns 
regarding the funds awarded to the CRA for Vision Plan Area improvements along Crenshaw Boulevard 
from the I-10 to King Boulevard, Metro has coordinated with the CRA throughout the design process and 
provided design layout plans to identify areas where the frontage roads could be reconfigured or planned 
improvements could be affected so that the Proposition 1C funds would not be wasted.  The at-grade 
segment of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project along Crenshaw Boulevard that would be affected 
by the CRA improvements, from Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street, was removed from the project 
definition because it was determined to be technically infeasible. The incorporation of Design Option 6 
would not affect any of the CRA improvements.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-G. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR determined that the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would be consistent with the 
goals and policies of the Mid City Recovery Redevelopment Plan.  The latest editions of the code, standards 
and regulations that were applicable at the time the design was initiated were used.  No adverse operational 
air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from 
noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 
4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and noise during construction.  
Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to occur during construction.  
The project is designed to facilitate pedestrian circulation and provide the opportunity for future 
development of transit supported land uses, while minimizing the impacts to pedestrian and vehicular 
circulation and to parking.  This is consistent with the goals and policies of the Mid-City Recovery Plan.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-H. 
 
A summary of land use consistency for the project alternatives by applicable jurisdiction has been 
incorporated into the Land Use Section of the FEIS/FEIR.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
was determined to be consistent with the overall goals and policies of the City of Los Angeles General 
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Plan.  Language is provided under the Mid-City Recovery Plan and Vision Plan that states any at-grade 
sections of the project, along Crenshaw Boulevard, would conflict with streetscape plans. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-I. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic patterns, reduce on 
street parking and change access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will work with and 
coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible.  During operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, access to surrounding businesses and residences would be 
improved and vehicle trips within the Corridor would be reduced.  A parking inventory of on-street parking 
along Crenshaw Boulevard found that the existing parking was underutilized and the remaining parking 
after implementation of the project would be sufficient to accommodate the demand and would not be 
detrimental to the existing businesses along Crenshaw Boulevard.  With removal of the frontage road that 
parallels Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th to 60th Streets, the existing bus stops would be relocated.  Relocating 
the existing bus stops results in the removal of additional on-street parking spaces on Crenshaw Boulevard.  
Based on the advanced conceptual engineering designs and relocation of the existing bus stops, there is a 
permanent loss of 142 northbound and 166 southbound on-street parking spaces between 48th and 60th Streets. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-J. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was designed by giving consideration to 
potential future extensions both to the north and south.  This consideration incorporated a system design 
that would not preclude it from future extensions.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-K. 
 
Please see response to comment 10-15A.  Population and employment forecasts are discussed in the 
Economic and Fiscal Effects, Growth-Inducing Effects and Cumulative and Indirect Effects Chapters of the 
FEIS/FEIR.   Design decisions for the project are based primarily on environmental factors, application of 
Metro Grade separation policies, and financial constraints.  Preliminary forecasts of rail system operating 
speeds and travel times were provided as a comparison between alternate modes of transportation.  The 
refined travel times and operating speeds of various system configurations that the commenter requests 
require preliminary engineering and design elements which do not occur until the final design of the 
project has been implemented.   At this point in the planning process, all of the system configurations 
have been screened out based on environmental factors, application of Metro Grade separation policies, 
and financial constraints.    
 
The LRT Baseline operation analysis was based on the Metro Travel Demand Model for 2030.  The model 
took into account projected street congestion forecasts for 2030.  Growth factors were used to account for 
the increase in future base traffic volumes as a result of area wide or regional growth and development in 
the project corridor.  These growth factors were then applied to existing 2008 count data to yield future 
2030 volumes for the study intersections for all future scenarios.  Future volumes for study intersections 
are based on a number of growth factors, which include but are not limited to, regulatory requirements, 
population trends, and land use constraints.   
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Response to comment 10-15-L. 
 
The Build Alternatives using buses (TSM and BRT Alternatives) would operate entirely on compressed 
natural gas and not fossil fueled (diesel-cycle) emissions.  Electricity does have the potential to be produced 
from non-fossil fuel sources, however, to provide a conservative estimate of air quality emissions, electricity 
produced from entirely fossil fuels was used.  Regional emissions were calculated based on the Metro 
Travel Demand Model and VMT data.  The model forecasted the BRT Alternative would result in a VMT 
reduction of approximately 125,000 miles over the No Build Alternative and the LRT Alternative would 
only result in a reduction of 26,000 VMT over the No Build Alternative.  This difference in VMT reflect the 
changes in emissions between the two Alternatives considered in the DEIS/DEIR.  GHG emissions were 
also based on similar modeling and VMT data.  The calculations of emissions were based on the 
methodology suggested by the SCAQMD.  Comments concerning guidance for the calculation procedures 
may be directed to the SCAQMD.  
 
Response to comment 10-15-M. 
 
Please see response to comment 10-15L.  Energy calculations were also calculated using VMT and 
modeling data. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-N. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.  
 
The traffic analysis was refined during the design phase of the project to provide a more thorough 
accounting of forecasting intersection delays, street configurations, and turning movements.  This 
information is presented in the Appendices of the FEIS/FEIR. 

The potential impacts for noise were evaluated in the environmental document.  No significant noise from 
light rail operations or from warning devices would occur.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of 
the light rail system would affect surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate 
with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse 
effects, including noise, to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access 
to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the 
alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
The classic design features of Crenshaw Boulevard that the commenter refers to (bulb-outs and 
frontage alleys) could be removed along certain portions of Crenshaw Boulevard in order to maintain 
the flow of vehicular traffic.  These areas are typically underutilized in an urban area where land is at 
a premium.  The design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will maintain adequate areas 
to buffer the impacts of street traffic from pedestrian zones and building frontages.   
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.  A light rail system was determined to be the most 
effective means of satisfying these transit needs of the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor. 
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The commenter states that the analysis does not differentiate the changes in land use benefits between the 
various LRT configurations.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that none of these design options would result 
in a significant land use impact.  Implementation of the project would not result in a change of land use 
designation or zoning, nor would implementation of the project result in an incompatibility of adjacent 
land uses. While differentiating the benefits of potential land use development between design options 
may be helpful to decision makers, attempting to characterize that indirect development potential of the 
design options would be speculative and beyond the intent of the environmental document.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-O. 
 
The selected LPA includes an underground segment for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 60th 
Street and Victoria Avenue which replaces the aerial structure that was originally considered as part of the 
Base LRT Alternative.    
 
Response to comment 10-15-P. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
The impact determination of Design Option 5 was revised to result in no adverse impact to local land use 
and development as requested by the commenter and based on the local land use controls.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-Q. 
 
Comment noted.  The traffic analysis acknowledges that there would be a significant and unavoidable 
traffic impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Exposition Boulevard intersection.  The section the commenter 
refers to (4.16.3.5) is assessing the potential for growth-inducing impacts of a below-grade station at 
Vernon and/or at Exposition.  Metro acknowledges that the development potential of an underground 
station could be greater than an at-grade station.  However, as the commenter noted in the previous 
section, the existing land use controls would limit the potential for any significant growth-inducing 
impacts to occur.   
 
Table 5-2 provides a summary of impacts for the six design options.  A below-grade station at Exposition or 
Vernon would not eliminate any at-grade crossings along the alignment.  Therefore, the language 
regarding traffic signals and pedestrian gates would still apply.  Section 4.14.4.1 of the EIS/EIR 
acknowledges that Design Option 6 would eliminate potential safety impacts from pedestrian and 
vehicular conflict over the Base LRT Alternative  
 
Response to comment 10-15-R. 
 
The Crenshaw/Exposition Station was designed to not preclude the future northern extension of the Line 
to Wilshire Boulevard.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was 
determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 would 
be required to connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.  The technical requirement for 
this section to be underground would provide a smoother transition for a future connection to the north, 
which would also have to be below grade.  
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Response to comment 10-15-S. 
 
The physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts still do not require the 
alignment to be placed underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  The cost of constructing a fully 
grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond Metro policies 
and the scope of the approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-T. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 10-15-U. 
 
The aerial structure originally considered under the Base Alternative was not included as part of the LPA.  
The parcel numbers and assessor blocks have been revised to reflect the updated information.  The plan 
and profile drawings were refined during the final design process.  These drawings delineate the necessary 
ROW takes to accommodate pedestrian circulation, sightlines and traffic safety.    
 
Response to comment 10-15-V. 
 
Please see response to comment 10-15-U.  No mitigation measures were required where the refined profile 
drawings were completed. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-W. 
 
The aerial structure originally considered under the Base Alternative was not included as part of the LPA.  
The plan and profile drawings were refined during the final design process.  These drawings delineate the 
turning movements that would occur under the LPA. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-X. 
 
The plan and profile drawings were refined during the final design process.  These drawings delineate the 
turning movements and lane configurations for the LPA.  
 
Response to comment 10-15-Y. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the removal of the mature trees along the Crenshaw median required to 
build the light rail transit system would result in an adverse visual impact without the implementation of 
mitigation measures.  Mitigation Measures V1 through V6 were provided in Section 4.4.3 of the 
FEIS/FEIR to replace the trees and reduce the effects of removing the mature trees or other vegetation 
along the alignment.  The following mitigation measure has been revised to provide for the replacement of 
all mature trees that are removed during the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
V3 Any mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor Project shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar size and species, or if 
inappropriate for climate conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant with 
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the applicable City’s landscape ordinance. Replacement should occur at a ratio which is 
the ratio acceptable to the Los Angeles Bureau of Street Services Street Tree Division.   

 
Response to comment 10-15-Z. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that the Leimert Park Gateway monument at 48th Street is an 
important cultural and visual element of the Leimert Park community.  The monument will be relocated 
to the north at the southern tip of the Leimert triangle where Leimert Boulevard begins away from 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  This relocation would preserve the viewshed of the monument. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-AA. 
 
Comment noted.  The TPSS site near the Angelus Funeral Home was relocated to the east side of 
Crenshaw Boulevard to the south of the Los Angeles Sentinel building.  Its location is depicted in the Final 
Advanced Conceptual Engineering Drawings contained in Appendix A of the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-BB. 
 
Comment noted.  There are ten TPSS that are needed to power the Crenshaw/LAX LRT Line.  The 
TPSSs would be spaced approximately a mile apart. Four of the TPSSs would be located along 
Crenshaw Boulevard. Development of the substations in some cases would require an access 
roadway for maintenance vehicles.  As stated in the DEIR/DEIS, a TPSS would require an 
approximate 1,000 square-foot foot print and each site would include a substation concrete slab with 
grounding mat.  The TPSS would be a prefabricated structure approximately 14 feet wide by 43 feet 
long and 16 feet high.  It would be delivered to the site, connected to the slab, and connected to the 
utilities.  All TPSS sites that are located above ground have the potential to result in visual impacts.  
In commercial and industrial areas a TPSS would generally be considered compatible with existing 
land uses.  Fencing would be installed around the site perimeter and architectural and landscaping 
treatments would be provided, as appropriate. The TPSS site near the Angelus Funeral Home was 
relocated to the east side of Crenshaw Boulevard to the south of the Los Angeles Sentinel building.  
No noise or vibration impacts would occur to the Angelus Funeral Home from the operation of the 
relocated TPSS.  While all of the TPSSs would be located at ground level, the siting of the TPSS 
structures was setback from commercial frontages to the greatest extent feasible to reduce any 
potential visual impacts.   

 
Response to comment 10-15-CC. 
 
The plan and profile drawings were refined during the Advance Conceptual Engineering Phase. The 
removal of the at-grade configuration north of 39th Street, resulted in a substantial reduction of property 
acquisition required for the project.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 into the project would still 
require the acquisition of parcel APN 5033-003-005 (south of LA Sentinel) for a TPSS and the block on the 
southeast corner of Crenshaw and Exposition Boulevards for station portals, TPSS, parking, construction 
staging and laydown areas (APNs 5044-002-006, 5044-002-007, 5044-002-008, 5044-002-010, 5044-002-009).   
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Response to comment 10-15-DD. 
 
A station community workshop took place to identify the community’s interests, particularly in regards to 
the location of the West Boulevard Station.  There were competing community interests regarding whether 
the station was located in the City of Inglewood, west of West Boulevard or in the City of Los Angeles, east 
of West Boulevard.  The community participation was included as part of the final evaluation for station 
locations.  The final location for the West Station was sited to the west of West Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-EE. 
 
The majority of on-street parking loss would occur on the inner portion of the frontage road bordering 
both sides of Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th to 60th Streets where there would be a loss of 142 
northbound and 166 southbound on-street parking spaces.  Additional parking is included at the West 
Boulevard and Florence Avenue, La Brea and Florence Avenue, and Crenshaw and Exposition Boulevard 
stations to further reduce the impacts of any lost parking. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-FF. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit corridor would result in the removal of 308 on-street parking spaces along 
Crenshaw Blvd.  An additional parking analysis was conducted during the Advanced Conceptual 
Engineering Phase and is contained in the Traffic Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR.  Based on the advanced 
conceptual engineering designs, there would be a permanent loss of 142 northbound and 166 southbound 
on-street parking spaces between 48th and 60th Streets.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-GG. 
 
See Response to Comment 10-15-FF.  Design Option 4 was incorporated into the LPA and no significant 
parking impacts were found to occur in the Hyde Park portion of the corridor that the commenter 
references. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-HH. 
 
See Response to Comment 10-15-FF. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-II. 
 
Comment noted.  One of the reasons that the at-grade configuration from 39th Street to Exposition 
Boulevard was removed from consideration was due to significant property acquisition that would be 
necessary, including the proposed redevelopment project referred to by the commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-JJ. 
 
Comment noted. See Response to comment 10-15II.  
 
Response to comment 10-15-KK. 
 
See Response to Comment 10-15-FF. 
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Response to comment 10-15-LL. 
 
The location and size of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advance Conceptual 
Engineering Phase.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La 
Brea, West, and Exposition Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 120 
spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 100 spaces, and the Exposition 
Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 110 spaces.  Together, these facilities would serve the 
transit corridor’s parking demands. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-MM. 
 
Comment noted.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that there would be no adverse parking impacts from 
implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX LRT Line.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have 
park and ride sites at the La Brea, West, and Exposition Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot will 
contain approximately 120 spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 100 
spaces, and the Exposition Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 110 spaces.  Together, these 
facilities would serve the transit corridor’s parking demands. The FEIS/FEIR determined that the loss of 
on-street parking from 48th to 60th Streets would not result in a shortage of parking supply for local area 
business and residents.   
 
Metro welcomes the opportunity to coordinate with local agencies, including the CRA, to develop a 
management strategy regarding the availability and access to parking in the corridor. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-NN. 
 
Metro held several community station area planning workshops and coordinated with the CRA and public 
agencies throughout the planning process.   CRA/LA participated in the station area community planning 
meetings and explored the issues cited by the CRA (planning and programming, joint development, and 
employment development). Metro will continue to support ideas for future joint development 
opportunities. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-OO. 
 
The below-grade sections of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor are envisioned to be bid as part of a 
design/build contract.  Potential proposers are open to propose tunnel boring machines if they provide 
value to the construction cost or schedule.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-PP. 
 
Metro welcomes the opportunity to coordinate with the CRA in planning to minimize construction 
impacts to local businesses.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to 
communities during construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the system would provide enhanced access to 
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members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the 
alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 10-15-QQ. 
 
During the construction, Metro is incorporating a local hiring policy and actively pursues: 
 

 Construction Careers program participation 
 Joint Labor Agreements 
 Local hiring goals and program support 
 Contractor participation  

 
Metro welcomes the opportunity to work with CRA/LA in utilizing their established capabilities. 
 
Response to comment 10-15-RR. 
 
Consideration of bicycle linkages was incorporated in all stations along the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project 
alignment.  Crenshaw Boulevard between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard is 
currently identified as having potential for bike lanes in the City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Network Plan. 
Potential Bicycle Lanes are described as “key corridors where bike lanes are desirable, but would require 
either roadway widening or the removal of travel lanes or on-street parking.” The description from the plan 
would also apply to the affected section of Crenshaw Boulevard.  Bicycle lanes are proposed to be added 
along Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 57th Streets.   
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COMMENT: 10-16. City of Los Angeles, Department of Planning. 
 

 

m Metro ______________ _ 

CITY OF Los ANGELES 

October 26, 2009 

Mr. Roderid< Dia,: 

CAUFORN1A 

A,NTOHIO R. Vll..LAfltAl~OSA --

Project Manager, Crenshaw Transit CO<ridor Project 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Aogeles, CA 90012-2952 

10• 16 
(l(fCU'fl\'f OR tcU 

lCM.CQ.~~ 

'"""" 01JI ,,.._,1n 
\1NC.'1Nf I" 11Ul0t41, Mr.I' 

(lllVlll'follC70t 

PUl•,.,_1:rc 

-~ lllllW,."4lUt ---U"UU~IV) 

IVA~ 
llltl'lll~uu:rot 
CU)llta.Wl 

INt 0111.-.1m 

IJriit(JIIMAllO, 
C,UIW'll-1:ml _ ,,..,,,.~O',& 

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING COMMENTS REGARDING 
THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEIS/DEIR 

The Los Angeles Department of City Planning (OCP) appreciates the opportunity to 
provide comments relalive to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for consideration by the Los Angeles County 
Mebt>po51an T!llnsportation Authority (Melro) Boatd in selecting a Localy Prelerred 
Alternative (LPA) ror the Crenshaw Transit Comdor Projecl 

The Crenshaw T!llnsit Corridor Project, which Is designed to traverse three of the City's 
35 C<:>mm~ity Plan Areas (CPA)s w,N be predominately localed within the boundaries 
of tile West Adams • Baldwin Hihs • l.eimert Community Plan area. This partiaJlar CPA, 
which Is currently being updated consistent with the City's General Plan as part of the 
DCP's New Community Plan Program. identifies specific goals, policies and programs 
lhal seek lo foster community health and sustainability through the regeneration of 
complete neighborhoods where commerce and Industry are revitalized, and historic and 
cultural identity ere enhanced, all through the crealion of a netwol1< of safe, muti•modal 
Unkal)eS throughout the area. For this reason, the DCP strongly recommends thal the 
Projecl strive lo be consisteot with these goals; bo1h adopted and eme,gln9-

Based on review of the document and recognizing tile Project's potential to facilitate 
attainment of these goals, the DCP comments are as follows: 

1. Alignment • The OCP strongly supports the implementation of this strategic 
north-south transportation facility providing the critical hnk toward further fulfilling 
effective connectivity within lhe regional transportation system as well as 
enabling future opportunities for strategic economic and aesthetic enhancoment 
of the Crenshaw Corridor. 
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Los Angeles Department of C~y Planning 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIS/DEIR Comments 
October 26, 2009 
Page2 

2. Mode - Of the four options considered, the DCP believes that a Ugh! Rail Transit 
(LRT) alternative over the No-Build, Transportation Systems Management (TSM) 
or Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives should be viewed as the optimal mode 
toward achieving meaningful mass trans~ along Crenshaw Boulevard. In this 
regard, LRT can provide the public with a high qualfy system offering speed, 
safety, access and convenient linkages to existing LRT lines, and effectively 
connecting surrounding neighborhoods to destinations throughoul greater Los 
Angeles including the lnlemational Airport and downtown Los Angeles. 

3. Grade Separations - The DCP further recommends that, if economically 
feasible, Metro construct the LRT mode below-grade within the boundaries of the 
West Adams - Baldwin Hills - Leimert Community Plan area, and especially 
through the historic neighborhoods of Leimert Park and Hyde Park, as delineated 
through design options 4 and 6, as well as Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, 
Victoria Park and others, should a northern alignment along Venice Boulevard to 
a station at Wilshire/ La Brea be selected as a fulIJre phase. 

Furthermore, the DCP generally opposes an aerial alignment as delineated 
through the base LRT (and BRT) alternatives as the visual, noise, lighting and 
land use impacts to adjacent low-scale neighborhoods would be significant. If 
aerial segments are to be included in the LPA, their implementation within the 
boundaries of the CPA should be limited only to those light industrial and 
manufacturing areas located along the Harbor Subdivision Railroad right,of-way 
where the elevated facility has the best potential to be adequately buffered from 
nearby residential neighborhoods. 

To this end, DCP strongly recommends tha t Metro move to secure full 
abandonment of the existing Burtington Northern Sante Fe (BNSF) tracks within 
the Harbor Subdivision Railroad right.<Jf-way in order to accommodate an at
grade and preferably below-grade design option in combination with the creation 
of a greenway corridor, which would provide much needed recreational open 
space for residents and employee$ in the area. 

Should at-grade LRT (or BRT) segments be included as part of the LPA, the 
highest consideration for safety relative to pedestrian crossings, as well as 
streetscape beautification that is consistent with the Crenshaw Corridor Specific 
Plan and Mid-Cfy Crenshaw Vision & Implementation Plan should be realized 
throughout the design and construction of the project. In particular. 
implementatioo of "green street' principles that coordinate landscaping, 
hardscaping, street lighting, street furniture and art in public places, as well as 
the inclusion of bike lanes/routes that support the City's adopted and emerging 
Bicycle Plan should all be addressed. 

4. Station Area Planning - The DCP further favors the inclusion. of below-grade 
stations at Crenshaw/ Vernon as well as Crenshaw/ Martin Luther King Jr. 
(Design Option 5) to connect the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza shopping center 
and Leimert Park Village to the line effectively in a context sens~e manner. In 
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Crenshaw Transit Comdor DE1$/DEIR Comments 
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this regard, stations should incorporate the highest degree of excellence in 
architectural and environmental design and safety as well as adhere to a high 
levet of quality in construction and material methods toward reinforcing the 
distinctive character of established neighborhood districts. 

Similarly, a below-grade station at the Crenshaw/ Exposition Blvd. terminus is 
also recommended due to the severe traffic delays, safety concerns and 
aesthetic challenges associated with an at-grade alignment as well as the 
potential negative impacts to future development due to the encroachment of the 
required turning radius onto parcels directly adjacent to the south across from the 
Expo LRT station portals. 

In conclusion. the DCP strongly supports the implementation of this important transit 
project in that ii will better enable Crenshaw Boulevard to function effectively as the 
multi-modal, commercial spine of South Los Angeles and effectively link nearby 
neighborhoods to numerous activity, recreation and employment destinations 
throughout greater Los Angeles thereby ensuring equity in access toward future 
economic and environmental sustainability for the region. 

Sincerely, 

_o/ ~~rr 
S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP 
Director of Planning 

Cc: Councilmember Bernard Parks, Cooncil District 8 
Councilmember Herb Wesson, Council District 10 
Cecilia V. Estolano. Chief Executive Officer, Community Redevelopment Agency 
Rita Robinson, General Manager, Department of Transportation 
Detrich B. Allen, General Manager, Environmental Affairs Department 
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Response to comment 10-16-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 10-16-B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 10-16-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard.   
Alignments north of Exposition Boulevard are not specified or determined as a part of this project as the 
northern terminus of this project is at Exposition Boulevard.  
 
Response to comment 10-16-D. 
 
The selected LPA eliminated the aerial segment originally considered under the Base LRT Alternative.  The 
only remaining aerial segments occur at the following grade crossings: 

 Century 
 Manchester 
 405/La Cienega 

 
Response to comment 10-16-E. 
 
Metro has been in discussions throughout the planning process to obtain exclusive use of the BNSF right-
of-way.  The right-of-way is not generally wide enough to create significant open space along a greenway 
corridor.  
 
Response to comment 10-16-F. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the City of Los Angeles and the CRA has significant investments planned along 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  Metro has coordinated with these agencies throughout the planning process to 
minimize the effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has on these investments.  “Green 
Street” principles that coordinate landscaping, hardscaping, street lighting, street furniture and art in 
public spaces will be implemented where possible.  Consideration of bicycle linkages will be incorporated 
in all stations along the Crenshaw/LAX alignment. 
  
Response to comment 10-16-G. 
 
These stations were designed to be underground stations to minimize impacts to the adjacent Baldwin 
Hills Crenshaw Plaza and Leimert Park Village.  The station planning process has incorporated a high 
level of architectural and environmental design as well as safety, to ensure that this significant capital 
investment within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor is fully realized. 
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Response to comment 10-16-H. 
 
During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to be technically 
infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to connect to the 
Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.
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COMMENT: 10-17. City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department. 
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any other options preMnled) must be moved forwaro for fl.rther ccn$!der.etion .. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 
The City of l os Angele$ hes been working to remHl anvtonmenteilly rea-ponsible and redlJoe h$ 
Impact on 1he Mvironrr,cnt lhtoogh de'#eiopment cf Its OIM"I Gre.nLA Cli'nate Plan and GHG 
em1S$t)l'IIS ln'ltnlorica to better mders18nd and,~ the Cl)"& GHG foolprlnl Adding to Che 
rmportance of climate change not orfy fo, the Oly, but fOl lhe Steta a1 well, the Caltfornla 
AtlOrneyGeneralrs Off.·ce l\at oorrrnen~eci ltiat CEQA ~etyses for ~neral prena end larger 
development end lnduacriai pl'Ojecls need to e'\laluete GHG tmissiot'ls impe,c&a.. In addition. 
Senate 0.1 9'1' atn.a thal p,cposed Oh.,nges lo tt\t CEQA Guidallr,ea mu,t be .-d®fed bV 
Januay 2010 by !he State Res«A--ees Agency. The re-vised 9uidel!nes wm likely ~ ude 
queoti~ GHG emtssk:lns.. bO!h existf\g end ttiose prottcled frotn ptoposed adi~ w.thin a 
<Stfinecl geograr,tuc arta. 
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. Od. ?6. 2009 4: 48/M 

ATTACHMENT 
CITY OF lOS ANGElES 
ENVlRONMENTAl AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT 
DETAllED COMMENTS ON CRENSHAW TRANSJT CORRIDOR PROJECT 
DEIS/DEIR 

No. 9864 P. 11 

Pl'Ov.kl•~ Cy Oetneh B. Men I() Cwlia Eatolll'IO ro, inemioi, 11'1 OOfflffittltS lo 08 seM 10 Aodonck Ol•t: 
Octobet26, 2009 ATTACHMEHTPAGE40f'4 

A$ lt)e Cltyhaa de.e.loped t.s own Green LA Cf:rn•te Adion Man lo adcSrsu GHG emtS&k>nl, lhc 
J)(cposed project mutt bt conmtanl vrith ltle City's Clirna$6 Ac6on Plan and imOi&mentMion 
l)rO{J'an. Ther-'Ore, ltlo fiiet EIR tNJSt contain an t\li!ui11bi or ht project't GHG efNSM)na 
impacts. This evaluation should hclUde the followf~; 

Calculate gr~se gas (GHG) ernis&ions fNUl&g from project C(l(!Slfuel'on and anHcipe!8CI 
GHG (~ from p,aje,ct opera1ion. 

Ptov.icle rrilllgation meeNos lo reduce GHG emf&sions from project cons1ructiot1. 0ec:(libe how 
the project lg cotrMtenl wi:tl goeia d !hit! City Of Los AnQ&le$ GreenlA cimai.: A(;tion Plan, 
SCAG Regional Trtt11portellon Program (RTPJ, A832, and dep,endJng on timing, th& City's 
Suslahable Con"ll"IQlilies Strategy. 

Pfedge-10 ma)(.&GHG emisalons.1nlorma,tion from lhc~ ('°"8,ueuon & operation) ~ble 
lo !Ocelk•gionel agenc:iea prepamg city or regional GHG ~orieG, 

umie ff'IG11Y al'liciency best practices r« lhe Pf(f..ecc construc:tion & opcnrtion. 

Thank )tQU for )'QUI" OOMideration of lhtte oommenta. 

APPROVED BY: 

Oe1rich 8. Allen 
General Manager 
En~J Affairs ()epe:rtment 
Ci1yof L~ .Mgelt.s 
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Response to comment 10-17-A. 
 
Mitigation Measure T2 of the Transportation Impacts Section of the FEIS/FEIR requires that a traffic 
management plan be implemented to facilitate the flow of traffic in and around construction zones.  This 
plan would take into consideration the timing of deliveries to construction staging areas, as well as the flow 
of construction vehicles and vehicular traffic.  Mitigation Measure T1 of the Transportation Impacts 
Section of the FEIS/FEIR would plan and designate haul routes which would minimize noise, vibration, 
and other air environmental impacts.  To comply, the designated haul routes would be located as far away 
from noise sensitive receptors as feasible.  Locating truck routes for dirt and aggregate and all other 
materials and equipment near freeways and non residential streets would also be considered for 
minimizing air quality impacts.  Employee parking locations would be located on or as close to 
construction staging areas as feasible to minimize impacts to surrounding residential neighborhoods and 
communities.   
 
Response to comment 10-17-B. 
 
A landscaping maintenance plan will be established for parcels acquired for the project.  Landscaping 
improvements along the alignment would be minimal.  Vegetative buffers will be drought tolerant and low 
maintenance to conserve water.   
 
Response to comment 10-17-C. 
 
The comment lists air quality mitigation measures for reducing pollution during construction activity.  
Many of the suggested measures are designed to reduce fugitive dust emissions.  The proposed project is 
required by law to implement South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403 
(Fugitive Dust).  The DEIS/DEIR includes nine mitigation measures (CON4 through CON12) to ensure 
compliance with Rule 403, some of which overlap with the mitigation measures suggested in the 
comment letter.  Compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 will reduce fugitive dust emissions to the greatest 
extent feasible and no additional measures are necessary. 
 
The comment lists mitigation measures to limit vehicle idling, suspend the use of equipment during smog 
alerts, and ensure that equipment is properly maintained.  Similar mitigation measures are included in the 
DEIS/DEIR under Mitigation Measures CON11, CON13, and CON15.  Revisions to the existing 
mitigation measures are not necessary.    
 
The comment also includes additional air quality mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the 
DEIS/DEIR.   
 
CON18 Construction staging and vehicle parking, including workers’ vehicles, shall be prohibited 

on streets adjacent to sensitive receptors such as schools, daycare centers, senior facilities, 
and hospitals. 

 
CON19 The construction process shall utilize an on-site rock crushing facility with water control to 

suppress dust, when feasible. 
 
CON20 Portable generators shall be low-emitting and use ultra low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per 

million) or gasoline. 
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CON21 Construction equipment shall use a combination of low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per 

million) and exhaust emission controls. 
 
CON22 The construction process shall use equipment having the minimum practical engine size 

(i.e., lowest appropriate horsepower rating for the intended job). 
 
CON23 Contractors shall be prohibited from tampering with construction equipment to increase 

horsepower or defeat emission control devices. 
 
CON24 Metro shall designate a person to ensure the implementation of air quality mitigation 

measures through direct inspections, records reviews, and complaint investigations. 
 
The comment suggests a mitigation measure to limit the long-term construction impact on sensitive 
receptors.  The entire construction process would occur over approximately four to five year period.  
However, local construction activity would be relatively short-term along specific portions of the alignment.  
The DEIS/DEIR included 14 construction-related air quality mitigation measures and this response to 
comment includes an additional seven mitigation measures.  These 21 mitigation measures would 
substantially reduce localized exposure to air emissions.  No additional mitigation measures (e.g., site-
specific air filtration) are being considered at this time.        
 
Response to comment 10-17-D. 
 
The comment suggests that a noise control plan be prepared for construction activity.  As stated in Section 
4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR, the construction noise mitigation measures (CON25 and CON26) are 
examples of those that will be incorporated and should be re-evaluated in greater detail during preliminary 
design because adverse effects to residences cannot be accurately determined without detailed construction 
plans and schedules.  The general mitigation measures are guidelines in developing measures to reduce 
construction noise.  The measures will be incorporated into site-specific construction plans to minimize 
adverse noise effects to sensitive receivers along the project corridor.  Equipment noise emission limits 
also will be developed and/or adopted from existing sources.  Construction hours will be set, and 
construction activity noise level emission criteria will be determined and compliance required during 
construction. 
 
The comment letter states that all local sound and noise level rules, regulations, and ordinances should be 
listed in the environmental document.  Section 4.6.2, Regulatory Framework, of the Draft EIR discusses 
local construction and operational noise regulations for the Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood and El 
Segundo and the County of Los Angeles.  Refer to this section for a complete discussion of local noise 
regulations.         
 
The comment letter states that the construction noise analysis should ensure that interior noise levels for 
adjacent commercial and residential uses achieve an interior noise level at or below the appropriate CNEL.  
The construction noise analysis was consistent with the methodology set forth by the Federal Transit 
Administration.  The proposed project will include comprehensive noise mitigation measures designed to 
reduce construction noise to the greatest extent feasible.   No additional mitigation measures are being 
considered at this time.        
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Response to comment 10-17-E. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR provided mitigation for tree replacement if a tree was protected under the Native Tree 
Protection Ordinance.  The following mitigation measure has been revised at the request of the 
commenter to provide for the replacement of all mature trees that are removed during the construction of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
V3 Any mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor Project shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar size and species, or if 
inappropriate for climate conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant with 
the applicable City’s landscape ordinance. Replacement should occur at a ratio which is 
the ratio acceptable to the Los Angeles Bureau of Street Services Street Tree Division.   

 
Response to comment 10-17-F. 
 
Mitigation Measures CON26 (now GEO2 in the FEIS/FEIR) and CON27 (now GEO3 in the 
FEIS/FEIR)have been revised to reflect the changes suggested by the commenter to the following: 
 
GEO2 Hazardous Material and Debris Removal - All hazardous materials, drums, trash, and 

debris shall be removed and disposed of in accordance with regulatory guidelines.  Waste 
would be disposed of by a licensed hazardous waste transporter at an authorized and 
licensed disposal facility or recycling facility utilizing properly completed Uniform 
Hazardous Waste Manifest forms.  A Department of Health Services certified laboratory 
should sample waste to determine the appropriate disposal facility. 

 
GEO3 A health and safety plan shall be developed for sensitive receptors with potential exposure 

to the constituents of concern identified in the preliminary Geotechnical Report contained 
in Appendix H. 

 
Response to comment 10-17-G. 
 
Mitigation measure CON31 (now WQ3 in the FEIS/FEIR) was revised as follows to include treatment 
methods as suggested by the commenter. 
 
WQ3 A dewatering permit is required due to the high groundwater table.  The proposed project 

is located in an urbanized area where potential groundwater contamination may exist.  If 
contaminated groundwater is encountered during construction, the contractor shall stop 
work in the vicinity of the suspect find, cordon off the area, and contact the appropriate 
hazardous waste coordinator and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and 
immediately notify the Certified Unified Program Agencies (LAFD, County of Los 
Angeles Fire Department, and Los Angeles RWQCB) responsible for hazardous materials 
or waste incidents.  Coordination with the appropriate regulatory agencies will be initiated 
immediately to develop an investigation plan and remediation plan for expedited 
protection of public health and environment.  Contaminated groundwater is prohibited 
from being discharged to the storm drain system.  The contractor shall properly treat or 
dispose of any hazardous or toxic materials, according to local, state, and federal 
regulations.  Potential treatment methods include, but are not limited to, extraction, 
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treatment and reinjection, bioremediation, recirculating wall technology, deep well 
treatment, vapor extraction, and natural attenuation.  The appropriate method of 
treatment and monitoring would be subject to the responsible agency determined in the 
Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program. 

 
Response to comment 10-17-H. 
 
During the construction, Metro is incorporating a local hiring policy and actively pursues: 
 

 Construction Careers program participation 
 Joint Labor Agreements 
 Local hiring goals and program support 
 Contractor participation  

 
Response to comment 10-17-I. 
 
The impacts for the specific design options are identified in Chapter 4.0, and are discussed and identified 
throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment.  In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to carry 
all of the design options for the project forward during preparation of the FEIS/FEIR for further review 
and consideration. 
 
Response to comment 10-17-J. 
 
The comment discusses project-related greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and compliance with GHG 
reduction plans.  As shown in Table 4-13 of the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA would decrease automobile VMT and 
associated GHG emissions compared to baseline conditions by 19,741 metric tons per year.  The LPA 
would reduce regional emissions and, as such, would be consistent with regional greenhouse reduction 
plans (e.g., SB 375).  Construction air quality mitigation measures included in the DEIS/DEIR would also 
reduce GHG emissions.  These include: 
 
CON13  Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in 

proper tune per manufacturers’ specifications. 
CON14 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or 

gasoline generators, as feasible. 
CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and 

off-site. 
 
In addition, the mitigation measures suggested in the comment letter and discussed above in Response to 
Comment 10-17-C would reduce regional construction GHG emissions.  No additional mitigation 
measures are being considered at this time.        
 
Metro is committed to constructing energy efficient stations and operating state-of-the art, efficient rail 
cars.  The majority of GHG emissions will occur during the generation of electricity that will be used to 
power the light rail system.  Metro does not generate the electricity and cannot directly reduce emissions 
(increased efficiency will indirectly reduce emissions).  Electricity will be provided by the Los Angeles 
Department of Water and Power (LADWP).  LADWP, in conjunction with the Mayor’s directive, is 
working to increase renewable energy and decrease regional reliance on fossil fuels.  This change in energy 
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source will result in a long-term decrease in GHG emissions, including that associated with operation of 
the LRT.      
The City of Los Angeles is working diligently to reduce GHG emissions.  The goal of the Green LA Action 
Plan (Plan) is to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 35 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.  Transportation 
goals in the Plan include expanding the regional rail network and promoting walking and biking to work, 
within neighborhoods, and to large events and venues.  To this extent, the proposed project is consistent 
with the Plan. 
 
The Southern California Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) presents the regional transportation vision 
through year 2035 and provides a long-term investment framework for addressing the region’s 
transportation challenges.  RTP goals include: 
 
 Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region 
 Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region 
 Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system 
 Maximize the productivity of our transportation system 
 
Transportation within and from the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is constrained, congested, and 
urgently in need of system improvements.  Implementation of an effective north-south transportation 
network within the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor  is vital to alleviate current and projected connectivity 
and mobility problems affecting corridor residents and businesses by providing essential linkages from 
residential areas to commercial, activity, employment, and institutional centers within and adjacent to the 
corridor.  The proposed project would increase regional mass transit and decrease the volume of passenger 
vehicles on the transportation system.  This would reduce congestion thus increasing mobility and 
accessibility for people and goods in the region.  To this extent, the proposed project is consistent with the 
RTP. 
 
On September 27, 2006, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Assembly Bill 32, the Global Warming 
Solutions Act of 2006 (Núñez, Chapter 488, Statutes of 2006).  This plan calls for an ambitious reduction in 
California’s carbon footprint.  The goal of AB 32 is to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020.  This 
would entail cutting approximately 30 percent from business-as-usual emission levels projected for 2020, 
or about 15 percent from existing levels.  The California Air Resources Board developed a Scoping Plan to 
reduce overall greenhouse gas emissions in California.  The Scoping Plan states that implementing sound 
transportation policies to lower VMT and shift travel modes would reduce GHG emissions.  To this extent, 
the proposed project is consistent with AB 32.   
 
The commenter asks that project-related GHG information be made available to local/regional agencies.  
The FEIS/FEIR is a public document available to all agencies or persons.  Metro will comply with all 
requests for supporting documentation for assisting agencies with preparing GHG inventories.  
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COMMENT: 10-18. California Department of Transportation, City of Los Angeles. 
 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

RITA L. ROBINSON 
GENERAl MANAGER 

October 26, 2009 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

• ANTONIO R, VILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 
Los Angeles County Metropolttan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

10 - 18 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

100 $ . M.iin St . tr/' Floor 
LOS ANGELES. CA 90012 

<21a> 972-M'To 
FAX (213}972,6410 

RE: Comments on the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project DEIS/DEIR 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LAOOT) appreciates the opportunity 
to work with the Los Angeles County Metropolttan Transportation Authority (Metro) lo develop 
a sale and effective Locally Preferred Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 
We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/DEIR), and this 
letter summarizes our technical findings. 

Depending upon the funding availability, we believe light rail transit (LRT) is a more logical 
mode choice than bus rapid transit (BRT) for the Crenshaw Corridor since it would provide a 
conoection between two other light rail lines. the Expo Line to the north and Metro Green line 
to the south, LRT would help oomplete the regional rail network and offer a long-term solution 
for the transportation needs of the Crenshaw Corridor. 

Specific comments for each Alternative and Design Option are as follows: 

LRT Alternative 

Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street 

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment, with Design Option #6 for a below-grade 
alignment behveen Exposaion Boulevard and 39th Street. 

An at-grade alignment would not work safely or efficiently in this segment, even if Crenshaw 
Boulevard between Coliseum Street and Exposition Boulevard were widened. Traffic 
operations in this heavily-travelled segment, where trains would be running in the center 
median arid then curving easte~y to connect with the Metro Expo Line, would be highly 
problematic. Northbound traffic on Crenshaw Boulevard approaching Exposition Boulevard 
would have to skew to the left and oould easily block the railroad tracks due to the short block 
length, creating safety hazards for both vehicles and trains. Further, as identified in the 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

DEIS/DEIR, traffic impacts at the intersections of Crenshaw/Exposition and Crenshaw/Rodeo 
would be significant and could not be fully mitigated. The on-street parking loss of 57 
spaces on the east side and 12 spaces on !he west side of Crenshaw Boulevard is also a big 
concern to the community. LADOT would recommend the below-grade Design Option #6 be 
implemented to avoid potential safety hazards, traffic impacts and parking losses. 

39th Street to 48th Street 

The LRT Alternative is a below-grade alignment between 39th and 48th Streets, with Design 
Option #5 for an additional station near Vernon Avenue in Leimert Park. We concur with the 
below-grade alignment in this segment and with the additional station, which would provide 
access lo an important commercial center in this community. 

48th Street to 60th Street 

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment between 48th and 60th Streets. This 
alignment takes advantage of a wide segment of Crenshaw Boulevard with frontage roads on 
both sides and reconstructs the street into a 'Transit Parkway." The design would 
aooommodate LRT in the center median with trains operating in street-running mode. There 
would be three traftic lanes in each direction, on-street parking and landscaped areas. 
LADOT requests that a Class II Bikeway, shared with the parking/right turn lanes between 
48th and 60th Streets, be included In the base alternative for this segment. 

The removal of the frontage roads would remove more than 226 parking spaces.. and no 
mitigations have been proposed. This significant parking impact should be more adequately 
mitigated. The intersection of Crenshaw/54th Street would experience significant traffic 
impacts. Left-turns from Crenshaw Boulevard onto 54th Street are proposed to be prohibited 
to mitigate this impact. We are opposed to this mitigation measure because of its impacts 
on local circulation and access. Other mttigation measures have to be explored. 

60th Street to Harbor Subdivision 

The LRT Alternative is an above-grade alignment to the Harbor Subdivision, with Design 
Option #4 for a below-grade alignment. 

We generally agree with the assessment that an above-grade alignment would not have 
significant adverse impacts on traffic. and on-street parking, but only if structure.supporting 
columns do not block left-turn pockets near intersections and outrigger support structures do 
not occupy existing peak period travel lanes. We need to review more detailed engineering 
plans to detem,ine the potential impacts of such an aerial structure. Nonetheless, the 
supporting columns and their surrounding crash cushions would occupy the center two-way
lert-turn lane and block left-turn access to and from driveways and cross streets. This would 
impact access to many businesses and residences. Design Option #4, with below-grade 
alignment, avoids these impacts to the community. 
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Mr. Roderick Diaz October 26. 2009 

Manchester Boulevard 

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment, with Design Option #2 for an above-grade 
alignment. 

The proposed at-grade crossing would create significant "spill back" queues and "influence 
zone· queues between the LRT tracks and the adjacent complex intersection of Florence 
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard/Aviation Boulevard, resulting in potential safety hazards for 
vehicles and trains. The proposed mitigation measures - extending the southbound right· 
tum bay and adding a southbound right-turn overlap phase at the intersection or 
Florence/Manchester/Aviation -- would not ad.equately alleviate this problem. We strongly 
recommend Design Option #2, incorporating an aerial grade separation. to avoid these 
impacts and reduce delays tor LRT trains at this crossing. 

Century Boulevard/Aviation Boulevard 

The LRT Alternative Is an above-grade alignment, with Design Option #1 for an above-grade 
station. 

We would highly recommend Design Option #1 for an above-grade station on the north side 
of Century Boulevard at Aviation Boulevard. The base Alternative proposes an at-grade 
station approximately 1,500 feet north of Century Boulevard near 96th Street, much further 
from the activity centers on Century Boulevard. Design Option #1 's above-grade station 
would provide a much more direct connection with the proposed, above-grade LAX People 
Mover System that will terminate near the intersection of Century/Aviation. 

Maintenance and Storage Facility Site at Westchester 

The proposed maintenance and storage facility Site B near Westchester is in a mixture of 
commercial, industrial and residential neighborhoods. Many local residents have expressed 
concerns about the close proximity of the facility to their homes. The proposed ciosure of 
Hindry Avenue at Florence Avenue would have significant impact on traffic circulation and 
access since Hindry Avenue Is one of the few egresses into the Osage Park area. We need 
to review the traffic circulation plan for this site before the Final EIS/EIR is completed. The 
circulation plan needs to have lfmited disruption to local businesses in the area between 
Manchester Avenue, Osage Avenue and 83"' Street with retention of full access to 83"' Street 
and no restriction or closure of Hindry Avenue. The maintenance facility might be better 
located at Site D near El Segundo since ii is in an industrial/commercial area near the end of 
the Metro Green Line. and no adverse impacts on traffic circulation or parking have been 
identified at that location. 

BRT Alternative 

We concur with the DEIS/DEIR that the BRT Alternative would have significant and 
unavoidable impacts on seven critical intersections atong Crenshaw Boulevard. Our 

3 

G 

H 

I 

J 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-158 August 2011 

 
 

---------------~ Metro 

Mr. Roderick Diaz October 26, 2009 

analysis indicates that the intersection of Florence/Manchester/Aviation would also be 
impacted by an exclusive busway on the Harbor Subdivision. The mitigation measure 
proposed for the segment of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 60th Streets -narrowing 
of the existing frontage roads - would create significant secondary parking impacts which 
could not be mitigated. 

It BRT were to operate in mixed-flow traffic, rather than in a dedicated facility such as bus 
lanes, bus speeds and travel times would certainly be inferior. But even if curbside bus 
lanes could be created through street widening, buses would be delayed by right-turning 
vehicles and pedestrians at intersections as well as vehicles entering and exiting driveways, 
hampering overall bus performance, reliability and safety. The long term sustainability of 
BRT is questionable without a fully dedicated facility throughout the corridor. 

Because of these problems with the BRT Alternative, as well as for regional rail system 
connectivity issue discussed above, we recommend the LRT Alternative, with the Design 
Options noted, over the BRT Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the DEIS/DEIR. We look forward to continuing 
to worl< with you to develop a viable project for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. If you have 
any questions regard ing our comments, please call Kang Hu at (213) 972-8627 or Susan Bok 
at (213) 972-8623. 

Sincerely, 

~:.:~~c----
General Manager 

c: Hon. Bernard Parks, Council District 8 
Hon. Herb Wesson, Council District 1 O 
Hon. Bill Rosendahl, Council District 11 
Jamie de ta Vega, Mayor's Office 
Cecilia V. Estolano. Community Redevelopment Agency 
Gail Goldberg, City Planning Department 
Dee Allen. Environment Affairs Department 
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Response to comment 10-18-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-B. 
 
On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The 
inclusion of these two underground segments follow a consistent application of criteria for considering 
grade separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such 
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and 
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where 
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s 
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  Please Refer to 
Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39th Street to Exposition Boulevard.   
Provisions for parking are located at the La Brea, West and Exposition Stations  
 
Response to comment 10-18-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-D. 
 
Consideration of a Class II bikeway along Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 60th Streets was given 
consideration during the final design phase, where it was determined that bicycle lanes could be added 
from 48th to 57th Street.  Bicycle linkages will be incorporated in all stations along the Crenshaw/LAX 
alignment where feasible. 

Response to comment 10-18-E. 
 
The location and size of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advanced Conceptual 
Engineering Phase.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La 
Brea, West, and Exposition Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot is planned to contain 
approximately 120 spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot is planned to contain approximately 100 
spaces, and the Exposition Station park and ride lot is planned to contain approximately 110 spaces.  
Together, these facilities would serve the transit corridor’s parking demands. 
 
Parking loss for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would primarily occur on the inner portion of 
the frontage road bordering both sides of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 60th Street. There is a total 
loss of 308 on-street parking spaces along Crenshaw Boulevard with a loss of 142 northbound and 166 
southbound on-street parking spaces.  A parking utilization survey conducted during the Advance 
Conceptual Engineering Phase determined that the loss of on-street parking would not result in a parking 
shortage for the area.   
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Response to comment 10-18-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Design Option 4 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the 
commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-G. 
 
Comment noted.  Design Option 2 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the 
commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-H. 
 
Comment noted.  Design Option 1 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the 
commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-I. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 10-18-J. 
 
See Response to Comment 10-18-A. 
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COMMENT: 10-19. County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 
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C'OUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
•creating Communlly Through POO{)le, Parks and Programs• 

10-19 

Russ Guiney, Director 

October 21, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Sent via ema.il: diazroclerick@metro.net 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACT REPORT (DEIS/DEIR) 

FOR THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR 

The Department of Parks and Recreation has reviewed the above project for potential 
impact on the facilities under the jurisdiction of the Department. We have determined 
that the proposed project will not affect any Departmental facilities. · 

Thank you for including this Department in the environmental review process. If we 
may be of further assistance, please contact me at (213) 351-5127 or 
jyom@palks.lacounty.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Yom 
Part< Planner 

JY:tlstresponse metto 

c: Parks and Recreation (N. E. Garcia, L. Hensley. J. Rupert) 
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Response to comment 10-19. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
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COMMENT: 10-20. County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. 
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October 26. 2009 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

..,.&,,;rc:fl .... ~ BJedll,9a,-1Cri:lgSenb. 

- .IOIJ'tll ~ Alt"C«.i£ 
4&JIAMU.A..CAU(lll~ tcm.l.DI 

~twt)*Sl'a ....,.-.,_~r 

Mr. ROderick Diaz 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MIS 99-22-3 
LOS Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR) 
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

10- 20 

I\IUtSSAU~ JO 
PO.'IOX !.O 

~ CM,.lfORSlAt-!M:5-t• 

We reviewed the DEIR for lhe Crenshaw Transit Comdor project. The project would 
Improve tr8nsit sorvlces In the corridor and connect corridor residents and employees 
with existing transit lines such as the Metro Green Line or approved transit lines such as 
the Exposition Light Rall Transit Line thereby improving mobility and access to regional 
activity centers. 

Tho foltowino """'""'"t• are for your consideration and relate to the environmental 
document only. 

Hazards-Floocl/Watgr QuaHty 

1, The DEIR should note how the proJect wiD comply with Naliooal Pollutalll 
Discharge Eliminalioo S)'$1em permit 

2. Once a project anem.itrve is seleclod, submit a hydlOlog)I study lor review and 
approval to the County or Los Angeles Department of Public Wor1<s. The 
hydrology study should also address applicable Standard Urban Stormwater 
Mltlgation Plan and Total Maxi-num Daily load requirements. 

3 . The a,ea of the proposed project contains Los Angeles County Flood Conltol 
Oisltlct lacillties. II encroadlments. connections. or atteratlons to Los Angeles 
County Flood Control District raolitjes are proposed. contact Pubric Works' 
Construction Division for permitting requirements. 

II you have any questions regarding floOd comments, please contact 
Ms. Lizbeth Cordova al (626) 458-4921 or by e-mail at lcordova@dow.lacounly.gov. 
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Mr. Roderid< Diaz 
October 26, 2009 
Page2 

Hazards-Geotechnlcal/Soils/Geology 

The site is located within a potentially liquefiable area per the State of California 
Seismic Hazard Zones Map-Hollywood and Inglewood Quadrangles. Also, all or 
portion of the site is located within the Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. Site• 
specific geotechnical and geologic reports addressing the proposed development 
and recommending mitigation measures for geotechnical and geologic hazards 
should be included as part of the DEIR. 

If you have any questions regarding geotechnical comments, please contact 
Mr. Jererny Wan at (626) 458-4925 by e-mail at jwan@dpw.lacounty.gov. 

Services-Road/Flood Maintenance 

1. Page ES-12, Executive Summary: Alignment option C-2 would impact County 
road maintenance services. This alignment travels north on 
Hawthorne Boulevard from the Green Line Station to Florence Avenue. This 
section of Hawthorne Avenue is maintained by the County and has a landscaped 
median in the center of the alignment frorn 111th Street to 104th Street. This 
median would have lo be removed if Route C-2 was approved for the alignment. 
In addition, this segment of Hawthorne Boulevard was resurfaced less than 
three months ago by the County. 

All other alignments are etther in the City of Los Angeles or the City of Inglewood. 
Page ES-14 summarizes the proposed alignments, and Alignment C-1 is listed 
as the most favored route; Alignment C-2 is the second more favored route. We 
would agree with the rankings and prefer Alignment C-1 since it has the least 
impact to the County. 

2. Pages ES-16 and ES-17 discuss the alternatives considered for a Maintenance 
and Operations Facilities Sile. The report ranks Site D the highest. We concur 
with this assessment since Sile D is a vacant lot of 14.8 acres on 
Rosecrans Avenue in the City of El Segundo, has access to the rail, and is 
privately owned. A facility at this site would minimize the impact of the project on 
the county in terms or facility, relocations, and on-going maintenance operations. 

The report ranks S~e B as the next highest. The selection of Site B could have a 
major operational impact to Public Works since Site B would require 
Public Works' Road Maintenance District 3 (Westchester, RD233, Fleet, 
Construction Division, Permits; Operational Services· warehouse) and Flood 
Maintenance Division (83rd Street yard} to be relocated. If Site B is selected, a 
suitable site of equivalent size and functionality should be identified for relocation 
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Mr. Roderick Diaz 
October 26, 2009 
Page3 

of these critical facilities to minimize the potential impacts. Additionally, plans 
should be made to allow construction of the replacement facility and relocation 
such that on-going operations are not significantly impacted. f' 

Of the four sites in the Executive Summary, Site C should be argued as the next 
best site after Site 0 . It Is larger than Sile B and does not require any ' buffers" to 
make the site useable. Table ES-2 lists the pros and cons of each site and 
Site C looks more favorable than B from lhe data in the table. 

3. The DEIR should explore other potential sites not listed in the Execulive 
Summary that could be better potential sites than Site B including expansion of 
existing MTA-owned facilities. If Site B is chosen as the Maintenance and 
Operations Facility Site for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor project, the DEIR G 
should discuss the relocation, financial, logistic, and operational impacts to 
Public Works. 

If you have any questions regarding comments, please contact Mr. Joe Young al 
(310) 348-6448 by e-mail at iyouna@dpw.tacounly gov. 

When the final Environmental Impact Report is available, we would like the 
opportunity to review it for comment. If you have any other questions or require 
additional information, please contact Mr. Toan Duong at (626) 458-4945 or bye-mall at 
tduona@dpw.tacounty.gov. 

Very truly yours, 

DENNIS HUNTER. PLS PE 
Assistant Deputy Director 
Land Development Division 

MA:ca 
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Response to comment 10-20-A. 
 
The following language was added to the regulatory discussion in Appendix F of the FEIS/FEIR: 
 

The specific steps to obtain an NPDES permit are as follows: 

 File the appropriate NPDES application forms with the Regional Water Board. 

 State or Regional Water Board staff reviews the application for completeness and may request 
additional information. 

 Staff determines if the discharge is to be permitted or prohibited. If a permit is needed and the 
application is complete, staff prepares a draft and sends out a notice for a 30-day public comment 
period. 

 The discharger must publish the public notice for one day in the largest circulated paper in the 
municipality or county and submit proof of posting or publication to the Regional Water Board 
within 15 days after posting or publication. 

 The Regional Water Board holds a public hearing after the 30-day public notification. The State or 
Regional Water Board may adopt the permit as proposed or with modification, or not adopt it at 
all. A majority vote of the Water Board members is required to adopt the permit. USEPA has 30 
days to object to the draft permit, and the objection must be satisfied before the permit becomes 
effective. 

The permit issuance process takes approximately six months, but may take longer depending upon the 
nature of the discharge. 

After the LPA was selected by the Metro Board of Directors, a hydrology study was submitted to the County 
of Los Angeles Department of Public Works for review and approval as requested by the commenter.  This 
study also addressed applicable storm water mitigation plan and total maximum daily load requirements.    

Response to comment 10-20-B. 
 
Comment noted.  During the design process, it was determined that there is a potential conflict with two 
Los Angeles County Flood Control storm drains; one eight foot by ten foot drain with a six foot cover, 
located approximately 29 feet west of Aviation Boulevard centerline and another nine foot storm drain with 
a two foot cover. These are located along aerial portions of the alignment. There is a three foot RCP storm 
drain with a 12 inch cover located six feet south of the centerline of 39th Street, which crosses the alignment 
and is therefore in vertical conflict with the alignment.  The Public Works Construction Division has been 
contacted for permitting requirements.   
 
Response to comment 10-20-C. 
 
Site-specific geotechnical and geologic reports were not included as part of the DEIS/DEIR.  These reports 
and recommended mitigation measures were completed during the final design phase and preparation of 
the FEIS/FEIR, when the final design of the alignment was identified.  The geotechnical reports are 
located in the Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR and the refined mitigation measures were included in the 
FEIS/FEIR. 
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Response to comment 10-20-D. 
 
Comment noted. Alignment option C-2, identified by the commenter, was eliminated during the 
screening of alternatives.  Alignment option C-1 was included as part of the LPA selected by the Metro 
Board of Directors. 
 
Response to comment 10-20-E. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 10-20-F. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 10-20-G. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-169 August 2011 

COMMENT: 10-21. Los Angeles City Councilmember Bernard Parks. 
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10-21 

""" 
Los Angeles City Council 
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BERNARD C, PARKS 
Councilmember, eighth District -°""' 3$.t?S.~~ --""""""'"' ~ M MO'Ollri:~k#t::J.tf 
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October 26, 2009 

Ml'. Ara Najarit'Ul 
Chai ml an, Board of Oircc-tors 
Los Angeles County Metropolirnn Trallsportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
.Lo. Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Aun: Mr. Arthur Leahy 
Mr. Roderick Diaz 

Dear Mr. Najarian: 

I would first like to ooogratulate you and your lea.in for your accomplishments on 1hc 
Crenshaw Transportation Corridor Project thus far. Bringing this in<:..,edibly iinponant 
project to this pohlt in the process is no small feat. I am very excited about the potcntiaJ 
(or positive impact that this project can bring to the residents of lhe Eighth District and 
the Crenshaw Corridor commonlty. Since being elected Councilmembcr J have: 
prioritized my goals of promoting regional lntnsportatioo, promoting j-ob creation. 
impro.,.ing atcess to jobs aod to spurrillg ecooomic development within the Eighth 
District I believe this project bas the potential to ncoomplish that list of important goals 
and that is why chis projocL is so critical to the residents of Soutll Los AngcJcs. 

Today j5 the deadline for comments and responses on the- Los Angeles Col,lJJt)' 

Metropolitan Transponation Authority's (LAC:MTA) Draft Environmental Jmpact 
S(atement/Di:-afl Environ.mental Impact Repon (OE!S/DEJR) for the in.iti.al (:.()nstruction 
phase of die Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project A very important past oi this project 
goes through the heart or tJ\e EightJ1 Com1cil District, the Crenshaw District. Over the 

~ l: o:,.r,clmeill00~ty",O"J 
wtt@t,"-""Nl.~h9~u«,6 
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past several weeks, my staff has worked "1th 1he affected departments wi1hi1i the City of 
Los Angeles; namely the Community Rcdevelopmen1 Agency or Los Angele_~ lhe Los 
Angeles l>eprutmcnt of City Planning, t~e Los Angeles Departmen1 orTransponacion and 
the Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Dcpamnen~ IO clarify our lhough1s and concerns 
on this J>roject. Attached to this letter arc their comments within lheir ('eSpect.ive areas of 
concem and authority as they have been sent to tbe LACMTA Projec1 Manager, Roderick 
Diaz.. 

What I believe emerges as a common thread of the concern is that we-are at a critical 
j uncture as we struggle to reconcile our desire to quickly build a regional rail 1.ransit 
systern, which is an essential ingredient for the future prosperity and sustuinability or our 
region, widt the equally strong desire for tndy livable, sustainable neighborhoods. 
Jlowever, no mode of transportation has been perfected to the point thal j t'> promise.can't 
be negated by short-sighted design-related decisions. Because we arc physically able to 
buHd a transit Hne in a seemingly expedient manner does not mean that we will be best 
served by expedient decision-making within that process. Ultimately, the success of our 
transp<>rtation inves1men1s will be judged not just on how fast, frequent and safely the 
trains run. but how succ~ful we are in hamessing the benefits of this trans_ponation 
system for the p0sterity of1he communities that they serve. 

The attached comments, from the a(lected departments \Vithin the City of Los Angeles, as 
well as my comments (n1 the Creoshaw Transit Conidor project are directing LACMTA 
towards a level of system design and responsiveness 10 land use, development, safety 
concerns and community vision lhat wa.:; not fully anticipated in the Long Range 
Transportation Piao ttnd tht provisions of Measu-r:e R. I truly appreciate how this makes 
LACMTA's job even more difilcult than it already is. But J believe that there are 
fundamentally ,,atid oooctms raised in these comments ruld I would urge the LACJ\,ffA 
Board and management lO use tbis as an occasion to begin an important dialogue on how 
lo bct\cr undeTStand and respond to the mission that we have ahead of us, which is to 
improve our rcgionaJ transp<>rtatio.n capabilities. 

Based on a review of lhc DEIS/DEJR tn)' comment.:: are as follows: 

Mode 
Of the four alternatives being considered I believe !hat the l,ight Rail Transit (l,RT) 
alternative is the most meaningful method of acbiC.ving the goal of an integrated. 
effective mass transit system along the Crenshaw Corridor. None of the other 
alternatives being considered achieve this goal. 

B 
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Grade Separation 
I strongly believe that the Crenshaw Corridor community voice needs to be heard and 
the LRT mode needs to be constnicted below•gradc 10 the greatest extent possible 
within the Crenshaw Corridor. As has been illustrated on previous LRT lines built 
within Los Angeles, such as the Gold Line through Boyle Heights, the need to go 
below-grade is demonstrated by the commercial and residential activity above.grade. 
I finnly believe that option #6 needs to be implemented and the connection at 
Exposition and Crenshaw needs to be constructed be.low-grade. Any above .. grade 
connection \Vi.U have a detrimental aft"ect on vehicular and pedestrian traffic as well as 
fu ture. ccoriomic development of lhat intersection, including the proposed District 
Square developmenL I also believe lhat an above grade l,RT connection would have 
a negative visual aITeeL for both commuoity residents and for any future economic 
development. 
I strongly believe tha1 option #4 needs to be impl<roented ond a be)ow-grade 
alignment needs to be constructed 1brougb the Hyde Parle community through to the 
Harbor Subdivision. I am opp0sed tO any aedal or at-grade LRT alignmenl within 
Hyde Park os tho visual., noise, lighting ru,d land use impacts will have • severely 
negative impac-t to the adjacent low-~cale neighborhoods within this portion of lhe
Crcushnw Corridor. 

Station Arca Plannioe 
• Option #5 n~ds to be implemented and the i11cJusion of a below-grade Slnliort Sl-Op ar. 

Lcimort Park near Vernon Ave needs to be construc10d. ru comrouoi1y cesidents 
know, Leimcrt Park is considered the center of the African-American arts scene in 
Los Angeles. \\fithout an accompanying station !)10p at Leimc:rt Park, which matches 
and reinforces the unique character of the surrounding neighborhood, this c-ultural 
destination point wiU be severely impacted. Tb.is station would a]so be critical lo 
serving the high-density, residential communities of Lcimcrt Park, Hyde Park, View 
Park and Bald"in Hills. 
I believe that 1he station stop planned near Florence Ave, and Wes1 Blvd. needs to be 
adjusted and shifted east closer to Crenshaw Blvd. As-a destination point, Crenshaw 
Blvd. is an optimal location in comparison to West BJvd, 
Station development at aJI station stops along the. Crenshaw Corridor need to provide 
the fo llowing: seasonal coverage, comfort. for passengers, accommodations that 
support all public transit riders, as welJ as the inclusion of visual elements that 
capture the essence of the surrounding couunw1ities. 
The development of a Metro service center at a central location along the alignment~ 
which includes services and infonnational materials to meet the needs of transit 
riders. need-. to be included in the design and implemented. 
The development of a Metro Police 'Orop--ln' Center at a central location along lhe 
alignme.n.t to meet the se<:urity needs of transit riders needs to be included. in the 
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dcslsn and implemcniCld. 

Milli 
• The coi,souc:lion of padw,a fxililies andlor appropriaie pa.,kmg accommodaliO<lS 

aloog iliA, Crenshaw TraJISJ)0"'1tlon Coaidor needs to be included in the design and 
imp!~ Specific anp!,,ls1s soowd be gi\1'n to major eastfw<st """5J'O'IIUOn 
conidors, such as Exposition Blvd, Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.. Vemon Ave, 
Sbuson Ave. one! Florence Ave.. Specific emphasis should also be (liven to 
developing patk and ride facilities IO accommodate slngk -llJ(l(lal ridcnbip. 

• The dovclopm<nt or a parking-loss mmga!lon plan needs '° be incorporared into 
dC$i8J1 Md implcroenleCL Parlcing loss 111 any location along the corridor will bavc 
severe impacts on the adjacent business and rcsideotial communities. 

Construction StnndACWf 
• Tho inclutian of locol hiring provisions for construction of tbe project needs to be 

incorponued into the project and implemented. 
• Complioncc with •Ii Federol lhnsportation Agency construction standard.I needs 10 

bo inco,,wnted into the project and implemented. 

Pe3Jaa Blcmcmts 
C01isldcration of future economic development and rnixed-use projects along the 
Transit Corridor, which meets or exceed$ what was provided for th,e Metro Gold Line 
in Pasodcno, needs 10 be incorporated into the design and implemented. 

• Where appropriote along tbc at-ar.u!e por1ions of the alignment, spe<--ilically adjaccnl 
to the I !arbor Subdivision pot1ion of the alignment, the following elcmenL< need to be 
incorpOratcd Into the design and implemented: 
► 11te inclw:fon or landscaping treatment that meets or oxceeds v.tbal ·was J>rovided 

along 1hc Metro Ornnge Linc in the San Fernando Valley. 
► A bike lane and bicycle facilities tbai an: user-friendly and compatible \\i th tl,e 

sum,undlng communities. 
► Th• installttioo of $0wid walls of a sufficiCDt height to nedace noise from the 

project in the lmmc:dill!e and suxrow,ding communities and that eliminato two
way oegatlvc visual 

► Special safety mltigatioo ...,. sdiool crossings. 

In conclusion. it is critical that the Los Angeles City Council as • " tole include a policy 
position rd11h"< 10 the light rail tnmsit project design options Iha! rcllca the needs and 
conccms of the sWTOWJC!ing communilic,. With the support of Co,mtilmcmbet Bill 
Rosendahl, I will be asking the City Cmmcil to vote on a UDi.fied policy position during 
Wcdnc$day's Council ..-mg. As Metro staiT bas informally agreed to romider 
additional COII\IDCMI rclali"C 10 an ofT,cia! City position on policy issues up until Friday, 
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October 30, 2009, I believe that this City Council policy vote will be incorporated inio 
tl1e City's comments as ~ of the City's response to the DEIR/DEIS. I encourage you to 
join me in supporting the needs of the community and design clements that I have 
outlined above. Its completion will help to meet the transportation, jol)-(.-reation ao.d 
economic development goals and objectives for the Eighth Council District. Please di.rect 
your staff to contact Dennis Rodrigue?, my Economic Development Deputy, al (213) 
473-7008 or via e ... mail at Dennis-Rodriguez!@Jacity.org if there are any questjons. 

Respectfully, 

br:::e--
Councilmember 

Community Rcdc.velopment Agwcy/l.os Angeles Co1n.ments 
Los Angeles Environmencal A ff air, Oepanmcnt Comments 
LOS Angeles Oepamnent ofTranspom.tion Comments 
Lo$ Angeles Department of City Planning C<>minet11s 

Cc: Mayor Antonkl VUJara~ 
Couoc.ilrnemb(r Hert> Wesson. Council District JO 
Cou.ocilmember Bill Rosendahl. Chair. ·rrwpOrt.'ttion C<>n1ro.incc 
Oail Goldberg. Otreetor, Oi:punme111 of Cicy Plannin.g 
lti1a Rbbio$OO. Oenecal Manager, Department ofTranspot1,nion 
t>ieui<:h Allen,, General Manager. Environmental AfThlrs Oepartmen1 
Cecilia Esrolaoo, Chief EJc.eculive Officer Co1n_n_umity Rcde\'elopmcot Agency 
Jaime de la Vega, Oeput)' Mayor far Transportation 
CongrtS:SWOft'l_ao Diane Watson, 33"' District 
Congresswoman Ma."ioe Water$, 3,s• O~trkt 
Congresswoman Jaoe Hai:mQn, 36"' District 
Congresswoman Lucille Roybal·Allard. 341

" Oitslrict 
Congresswoman Linda Sanchez, 39G. Di.sttict 
Congresswoman Gra~ Napolitano, 3gt11 District 
Congrtssroan Adam Schiff. 29"' Distrie1 
Congresswoman Judy Chu. 3l"J Oisb'iC1 
Congressman Cary Milter, 42 .. Ol$trict 
CoogrtSSOl/1.fl l)s\'jd Drier, 26"' District 
Coos,tssman Jerry Lewis. 41"' District 
Congressman Joe Baica. 43'11 Oistrict 
Congresswoman M.a(Y Botlo Mack, 45"' District 
Coog.ressman Ken ca1,,cn, 44lk Distric1 
State Assemblywoman Karen Bass, 4711 OiSlt'ict 
Stnte Assemblyman i ed Lieu, 531"4 District 
State Asscmbl)'mat1 Ste\'en Bradford, 51" District 
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BCP.dfr 

Sttte Senator Qirran Price, 2~ Di.strict 
Stait ~n.ator RO<I Wright, 2sc1 District 
&ate Se:.na1or Jenny Oropcm, 2&11 District 
Coonty Supervisor Mitrk RidJcy~•fbomas., Seoond Oi,s-triCI 
Hil!San 1'.khrut&. ExtcutiV( ()lreet()t, SCAG 
Jacl:.ie-Bacharadi., Exccuti:\-e Director, South Bay Couudl of Governmen1:1 
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Response to comment 10-21-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Careful time and consideration went into the planning and design of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide the best possible transit line while maintaining quality 
of life. 

Response to comment 10-21-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro through the environmental process analyzed the potential effects from the 
construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, which included the issues of 
land use and development, and safety brought forth by the commenter.  
 
Response to comment 10-21-D. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-E. 
 
On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The 
inclusion of these two underground segments follow a consistent application of criteria for considering 
grade separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such 
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and 
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where 
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s 
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The physical 
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts do not require the alignment to be placed 
underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project 
along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the 
approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 10-21-F. 
 
Please see response to comment 10-21-E.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be significant and 
unavoidable traffic impacts at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Exposition Station if the alignment was at-grade 
from 39th Street to Exposition Boulevard.  The DEIS/DEIR found that there would be no visual or safety 
impacts from the light rail transit system operating at grade from 39th Street to Exposition Boulevard.  
Metro acknowledges the importance of the District Square redevelopment project and has planned and 
design the light rail system to reduce any potential impacts to this development to the greatest extent 
feasible.  The Metro Board authorized continued environmental review of an extended below grade section 
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between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade Separation) originally Design 
Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to be 
technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to 
connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.    
 
Response to comment 10-21-G. 
 
Comment noted. Alignment Design Option 4 was included as part of the LPA selected by the Metro Board 
of Directors for many of the reasons cited by the commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-H. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-I. 
 
A station community workshop took place to identify the community’s interests, particularly in regards to 
the location of the West Boulevard Station.  There were competing community interests regarding whether 
the station was located in the City of Inglewood, west of West Boulevard or in the City of Los Angeles, east 
of West Boulevard.  The community participation was included as part of the final evaluation for station 
locations. As the alignment of the LRT line prevented the location of the station right at Crenshaw 
Boulevard, the station needed to be located at least two blocks to the west. A careful evaluation of physical 
conditions and community comments resulted in the location of the at-grade West Station west of West 
Boulevard, north of Florence Avenue and south of the Harbor Subdivision in the City of Inglewood.  
 
Response to comment 10-21-J. 
 
The following features are the accommodations that have been recommended for the stations: a 16 foot 
wide by 270 foot long platform, protection walls on the street side of tracks, two (2) ticket vending 
machines, free-standing double sided map cases, 12 seating stations (including one ADA compliant 
seating station), weather protection in the form of canopies covering the ticket vending area and the 
platform, Metro identification pylon, trash receptacle, trash receptacle, Stand Alone Validators (SAV) 
instead of entry gates due to space limitations, station attendants booth, unisex restroom for Metro drivers, 
two (2) fire hydrants, one (1) recessed hose bib, one (1) passenger assist telephone, and one (1) public 
telephone.  
 
Response to comment 10-21-K. 
 
At all stations a description of services and informational materials would be displayed adjacent to ticket 
vending machines.  Also, ticket vending machines will be equipped to handle sales of passes and other fare 
media.  Any additional police personnel that is determined to be necessary would be staffed at existing 
locations along the alignment. An additional security facility will be located with the maintenance and 
operation facility.  
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Response to comment 10-21-L. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit corridor would result in the removal of 308 on-street parking spaces along 
Crenshaw Blvd.  Please Refer to Master Response 8 regarding parking along Park Mesa. 
 
The location and size of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advance Conceptual 
Engineering Phase.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La 
Brea, West, and Exposition Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 120 
spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 100 spaces, and the Exposition 
Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 110 spaces.  Together, these facilities would serve the 
transit corridor’s parking demands. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-M. 
 
Comment noted.  During the construction, Metro is incorporating a local hiring policy and actively 
pursues: 
 

 Construction Careers program participation 
 Joint Labor Agreements 
 Local hiring goals and program support 
 Contractor participation  

 
In addition, Metro will comply with all Federal Transportation Agency construction standards. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-N. 
 
Metro actively pursues joint development opportunities.  The extent to which these developments can and 
will occur is dependent on the economic climate and interest of private investors since Metro does not 
initiate these development projects.   
 
Metro will include landscaping treatment wherever possible.   A bike facility is being planned along 
Crenshaw Boulevard where the LRT is proposed to operate at grade.  The FEIS/FEIR analyzed the 
potential noise impacts of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project and found that the project would not 
significantly impact surrounding residences or other sensitive receptors.  The FEIS/FEIR analyzed the 
potential safety impacts to school children from operation of an at-grade LRT system and found that there 
would not be adverse effects.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach 
to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 10-21-O. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.
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COMMENT: 10-22. City of Los Angeles City Councilmember Bill Rosendahl. 
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10-22 
~ rnilllm 

Cl-.:,~ T, ~ll1j:.'l1tw=:C., 

BILL ROSENDAHL 
City of Los Angeles 

Councilmember, Ele\'enth District 

...,oe cN;i. •fli®, c.e.·,1in;.w & r.iu11~ 

M~St.id~&J!r.)f>t'I! 

M~bt<,rdHxw•~ie~"l'~ 

October 26, 2009 

Mr. Ara Najari,.n 
Chair, Boord orDir«tors 
Los Angc1cs County ti.fotropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gate•Nay Plaza 
Los Angcks;/f: 90012-29;2 

Dear r Noj.:.; 
As you know, today is the deadline-for oommentc; and responses on the Los Angeles 
County )Aetropolitan Transportation Authority's Draft Environmental Impact 
SUltcmcnt/Draft.Envi.ronmemal 1mpact Report tbr the initial coostruction phase of the 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project An importMt part of this project travels through 
Council District Eloven. 

Based on review ofihe DBIS/DEIR, this letter serves to suppon the-findings of the 
Deparlment ofTruru,_portarion C(>mmcnt letter, dated October 26. 2009, a~ v.-ell as st.ate 
my strong support for the folJoYoing individual issues: 

• Selection of light. rail transit as I.be preferred transit mode. 
• Integration o:f the project with lhe Green Line to make travei as simple as possible 

v,ith. the fewest number of conveyance- changes. 
• Close coordination with Los Angeles World Airports to ensure convenience and 

coordination wilh lhe muJtimodaJ traosportation center. 
• Supporl for an El Segundo repair facility site to ensure that utaintcnancc aud 

repaics remafo in an illdustriaVcom,nercial area and away from residential areas, 
as well as at a location that is more central along tho Jength of the projcc..'1-. 

• Minirujzation,. to the greatest·de°gree-possible, of noise, lighting_ and air quality 
impacts to the nearby residential ocighborboods. 

• Location of a station at Manchester/A viation/£,'loreoce A venues that is convenient 
to the Manchester bu.'> ~ys1em and easily ac.ce~ible lQ resident from the west. 

• No resuicrion or closUJe ofHindry Avenue, which is one of the few egresses in10 
the Osage Park area. 

• Limil.Cd disrupLion to loca) businesses in the area north ofMauchestor 
Avenue/cast of Osage Avenue/South of 83rd Street. 

• Rctonti.oo of fuJJ occcssto 83" Street. 
• Adequate remediation for grow>d contamination along Hiudry Avenue, if any 

devetopmei:it i~ n:quircd. 
\ ~ tC'hOU,1>t ()~ c;il)' W..-11 
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• No development of parking lots that abut single-family residences. 
• Thorough mitigatioo of noise, light and sir quality impacts of a repair station in 

Osaget particularly if24n operations are anticipated. 

Thank you for the opportunil)' to comment ou th.is p,coject and for your efforts and those 
of your team for moving .forward o.n I.his critical transit corridor project. I look fonwrd 
to w'Orking \\➔th you as this project ls being built. lf you have any question. .. ~ or require 
furth,-r infortru1tio1\ please feel free to coni,,c1 Paul Backstrom of my staff al (213) 473-
701 I. 

Regards, (l J j J 

Bl~;ND:;;, I 
Co1mcilmemher, 1 Jill District 

BR:hn 

Cc: Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manage,, Crenshaw TransiL Corridor Project 
Mr. Arthur Leahy 

J 
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Response to comment 10-22-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.  
 
Response to comment 10-22-B. 
 
The Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the 
corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would connect to the 
existing Metro Green Line as it travels south towards the South Bay where it would stop at the existing 
Green Line Mariposa Station.  Transit riders would then have the opportunity to transfer to another Metro 
Green Line Light Rail vehicle where they could have the option to either travel to the east of further south. 
New Metro Green Line Service will also be able to extend from Norwalk to the proposed LAX connection at 
Aviation/Century.  
Response to comment 10-22-C. 
 
Metro, throughout the planning process, has coordinated with LAWA to develop a connection at the 
Century Station which would satisfy all interested parties. 
 
Response to comment 10-22-D. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 10-22-E. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR identifies mitigation measures for the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project that would reduce any potential impacts to the greatest extent feasible.   
 
Response to comment 10-22-F. 
 
The location of the optional Manchester Station was designed to ensure convenient access to the existing 
buses that travel along Manchester Boulevard and to residents and businesses of the surrounding 
community.  These concerns raised by the commenter were also raised during the station area planning 
workshop for the Manchester Station, and Metro has given them serious consideration in the design 
process. 
 
Access to and from Hindry Avenue, which was initially considered for closure, will be maintained, except 
for rare closures, during construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
Response to comment 10-22-G. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic patterns, reduce on 
street parking and change access to local businesses during construction, which would include the area 
north of Manchester Avenue, south of 83rd Street and east of Osage Street, as referenced by the 
commenter.  Metro will work with and coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the 
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extent feasible.  During operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, access to surrounding 
businesses and residences would be improved 
 
Response to comment 10-22-H. 
 
Access to/from 83rd Street which occurs through Hindry and Isis Avenues would be maintained during 
construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
Response to comment 10-22-I. 
 
No development is required at Hindry Avenue, therefore no remediation for ground contamination would 
occur.  
 
Response to comment 10-22-J. 

 
None of the three park and ride stations for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would abut single-
family residences. 
 
Response to comment 10-22-K. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 10-23. Los Angeles City Councilmember Herb Wesson, Jr. 
 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

H rs• J. Wcsso r-. , JR. 
COLN\.tlMI ~1111 K, l flTtl 01t.!Jllt:1 

October 26, 2009 

Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
~o, Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation AulhOrity 
One Gateway Pla,.a 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
Los Angele$, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Re: Crcnshaw Transit Corridor Dnft EIS/EIR Comment& 

1 0 - 23 

As a Council member representing a portion of the proposed Crenshaw Transit Conidor (Martin 
l,uthcr King Blvd. to Expo$ition}, I take great interest in how the Comdor would be configured. 
After reviewing the draft Crenshaw Transit Comdor (CTC) EIS/EIR, J ,trongly un,c that the I 
Ra.se LRT Alternative be con.,;tru:cted belo¥1'-grade at all points along Cr(n!ih~w noulC\1ard A 
(bth,·ttn F.xpo.!litfon D;oulev:mJ 11nd the Harbor Subdividon Right-of-Way). In addition, 1 
support the adoption o f the Crtn..<lihtw Tn:anslt Corridor Ligh1 Rnil Alter-nnti,•e Connection I 
to the Exposition Light lhil, tns.uriog a 1.!'rndt separation at the intersection of the nm B 
~ These would allow us 10 minimiic disruptiQn of Crenshaw Ooulcward and the !iv~ of the 
people I represe.nt; preserve the Crens.haweco,1omic revitalization projects currently underway~ 
and provide for a Crenshaw public transportation system that V.'Ould connect v.ith che Expo Linc. 

Crenshaw Boulevard is one of chc major corridors in the City of Los Angeles and oon..-;idered a 
gateway to the religiou..~ cultural and historical oore of Soulh Los Angeles. As stK:h, any 
disruption of Crenshaw would have v.1de repercussions to the community as a whole. Based on 
our experience with the Expo Line - on which Construction Authority I serve ttS Chair -
constfl.lctiog an at-grade or above-grade light rail line along Crenshaw Boulevard \\'Ould cause 
significant eonstrUction, visual! en~·ironmeotal and community problems. ll1e problems 
cunently facing the Expo Line would be magnified not only because Crenshaw is a much more 
heavily traveled slreet than Exposition Boulevard but a]so because it holds great significance to 
the people in South Los Angeles. These impacts would not only be felt during constructjon, but 
wc>uld also reverberate th.ooughout the communities in the-area for decades to come. 

Building tl1e ere at-grade or above-grade would aJso disrupt the economic revitalization 
programs currently underway on Crenshaw Boulevard. As a Councilmcmber, I have made it a 
priority to revitalize Crenshaw Boulevard, Al my req_ucst., the Community Redevelopment 
Agency (CR.A) adopted the Mid-City Crenshaw Vi,ion and lmplementotion Plan - developed 

C 

t.:11, Ii ! I (.)111{ )IJI) 11:v;m, ..... 11,•.;i 511£(, Jtv(>\t Oj,l • t ..... ,\~(ill Cu111,l(>,;j~>l1H)I .. • I ' If''" fZ1Jt ,Jc,.;o10 • r u: (~1.H ~~i-YM-1 

I) I I • 0111· I 1''1Y ~OMII \'i •Tf9),. ,I\.H .. lf • L ... -.s AMI , .. , c,,uua'iU "l/llU .... • 1')1(9') n:n> ;n.,'IZ).) , J'.-.lt i32l) -H-S!t'.\) 
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with the community •nd approved by the City Council in February 2009 - a master plan for the 
redevelopment of Crenshaw Boulevard. Implementation of the Plan is now in progress. In faet, 
the CRA recently received over $14 million in Prop C funding from the state for infrastructure 
improvements along Crenshaw Boulevard as called for by the Plan. While the Crenshaw Vision 
Plan reoognizes the importance of the Crenshaw stop of the Expo Line and potentially the 
presence of the CTC, it does not envision an at-grade or above-grade CTC. An at-grade or 
above-grade CTC would be inconsistent with !he Vision Plan and disrupt our long-term efforts 10 

revitalize Cr~nshaw Boulevard. 

Moreover, if the CTC were to be builtat .. grnde, it would severely and negatively affect a 7~acrc 
development project cunently in the final planning stages at Crenshaw Boulevard and Rodeo 
Road called Districc Square, wh.ich is set to start construction in 201 0. Investment in South Los 
Angeles is very hard to attract Over the past four years my office has worked very hard to 
attn,ct development to this area so that my constituents could have access 10 quality goods and 
services. District Square. is one of the few developments ac1ually maJcing progress in South Lo·s 
An&efes.. which is why it is one oflhe catalytic economic developmen1 projects included in the 
Mayor• s South LA Initiative. An at.grade construction of the CTC would mean that District 
Square would lose a signHicant portion of its acreage, undoing all the work that has been done 
over the past four years and depriving this community of quality re.tajl and business services. 

Finally, in supporting a below-grade construction of the CTC from Exposition Boulevard to the 
Harbor Subdivision Right•of .. \Vay. the on1y configuration that would make sense at the 
intersection of the Expo Line and the CTC would be grade. separated stations with the Expo Line 
station at•grade and the CTC station below-grade. As stated in the Drat\ 1!1$/EIR, •Grade 
separation of the erossing betwe<:n the two lines would reduce traffic Oow eonsideratio.ns and 
eliminate the expense of the plotform robuild. The only viable grade separation would be to 
bring the Crenshaw LRT underground at Exposition.'· 

For these reasons. it is import.a at that the Bast LRT Alternative be constructed below~ 
grade at all points along Creosh,aw Boulevard; aod the Alternative Conntttio.n to the 
Exposition Light Rail be adopted. 

lf you have any questions or concerns> please contact myself or my Senior Deputy, Andrew J. 
Westall, ai (213) 473-7010. 

Sincerely, 

~q_-M·~ 
REV. WESSON 
Counc1lmember, 101

h 

HJ\V:A \V:CB 

D 
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Response to comment 10-23-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is a valuable part of the planning 
process.  On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) 
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light 
rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria 
Avenue.  Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.  
Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39th Street to 
Exposition Boulevard.  The physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts do not 
require the alignment to be placed underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  The cost of 
constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be 
beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially 
infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 10-23-B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39th Street to 
Exposition Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 10-23-C. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the CRA and City of Los Angeles have significant investments planned along 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  Metro has coordinated with these agencies throughout the planning process to 
minimize the effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has on these investments.  The 
Crenshaw/LRT Project is being designed to be consistent with planned improvements under the 
Crenshaw Vision Plan.   
 
Response to comment 10-23-D. 
Metro acknowledges that the City of Los Angeles and CRA have significant investments planned along 
Crenshaw Boulevard.  Metro has coordinated with these agencies throughout the planning process to 
minimize the effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has on these investments during 
Advanced Conceptual Engineering.  The City of Los Angeles has approved the plan for District Square to 
preclude the at-grade LRT configuration disclosed in the DEIS/DEIR.  Therefore, the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project was designed to minimize the potential impacts to the District Square 
redevelopment project.  
 
Response to comment 10-23-E. 
 
The Metro Board authorized continued environmental review of three design options including an 
extended below grade section between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade 
Separation) originally Design Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade 
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design 
Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility. 
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COMMENT: 10-24. Los Angeles Unified School District Office of Environmental Health and Safety. 
 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Los Angeles Unified School District 
lt,!,/lt~ c;. Q.>ATtt-'t!, 
~~~~ 

October 26. 2009 

Office of Environmental Health and Safety 

Roderick Di3Z. P1ojec1 Manage.· 
LACMTA 
One Q.11ew:iy Plaz.'1 
LQ.'S A1lgc1cs, CA 90012-:2952 
dra:,.rxleru:krii'!merro.,wt 

10- 24 

JJ,N.t','\' ~Qfl.Jt.A, 
~'1'~@:;: 

,Rt: Cren.sh:iaw TUn$lt Conld<.w Proj ed OEJSJOEIR: Stint Ot:aringh<MS~ /'ilu.11dt<!r 20(>?(}9/148 

Otar Mr. Diaz, 

TI,e ~ n.'.Ch~w Corridor; 3 heavily craveled no1·lh•;SC)uth-orien1ed uit>3Jl ¢Onidor in Los Angeleil- Co11n{}', 
r.ii lifr.m ill, , .. hr.ing tlOn11Mr:r<'!,I Mr lrlm 'liJ imprn,,'t!m<!UI( hy tht: J (I<( Angr:INi C'.rnmty Mr.tr t1('.l"lifan 

Tt.nlil-J)ort31ion Aulhority (LACMTA) in coop.;c.-ition with lhe F\lde~I T~~ic Adn'Liilltslf3lion (FfA). Tit<: 
.LACMI r\ ba1 iruliMcd a.u ct\\.iJ'OllillCill.tiJ 1·cvicw of 1>J-opo:sed h':u,sil impt'Ovcm.::J\Li ii\ d>:e C()IYidor 3$ a 
key s tt p in providing the Metro 8oard a nd the gene ral public v.ith information that \-.ill support seleclfon 
of a Lc>c.11Jy PtctC.rrcd Ahc1'n,1tivc (U'>J\), )$sues r.U.ticd by the Lo~ All1!,Clc"S IJ1tificd ~<>J Di!mic1•t1 
{Oi11trict) review of' 1he Draft F.nviroo,nco1aJ llnp:ict Sta1cmcot (DEIS) I OrnA F,nvironmcnL'll lmp:tel 
Re-pon (DEffi) 3rt telated 10 1h~ deficient :inaly~! of issues related to lb.: heahh and s.afoty of school 
occupnnl~ at 11chools located 1n dose proximily to the proposed ua:nsil corridor. Table I L.fUSD Scho()Lt 
Along the Cre.11shaw CCt'ridor Jisis schools along bolh the proposed Bus Rapid ·rransit (HR'f) and Llght 
Rail Tf:\'J1$l1 (LRT) aligi11nct11&-, Tilc 1nai.o. di.ffcr.;:nc,e. bcn\'CCll d~ BRT and UlT 2ligntl\C1\IS is rll;lt the 
B!tl' wiJJ extend no11h from (-:..-.position J)outcvard to Wilshire Boulcv:1.rd. while the Ut'r ends al 
f.xpo~i1.ion D()tll~v,mL 1h~ tx1~ru;ion of the LRT f,om Exposi1i<>n Doultv;·1rd 10 Wilshire 8 m1levard \\llU 
occur all a future project ))y the. LACr-.•rr A. 

Out e,13h~tioo is b.lstd upon die te<;lu\ical ad-::qu~cy (If lite tnviixmmc,ual doonnc111a1i()n and 
consideration of' the ~ ject's potential to: I) compromise the heallh and safety of studrnts, and s iaff, and 
2) dis1up1 tltc Je-'ruing Cfl\'i(OIIJ.l)Ct\l dutill& .COtl..\ l.t'l~•liOu ;·111<! S'Ubse(iuc,11 opcr.ttion, AJ; $0Cl\, idcl)lified 
i01P3c1s tl\:tt <n3Y po1c,ufally 3.t1CC.1 our schools 3fC ,ctatcd 10 1hc f~lowiog areas of co,loc.m: 

• Pcc.lestrian Safety 
i\Oi$C· 3.l)d Vitmuio:n 

• ~.1ilmen1 
• Air Quality 

Concerns related to the close proximity of the schools lo the proposed aJignmcnL~ a.re as follow!!: 

• PeJl~ttian Su/~-1)·. ~ proposOO id~lifi« l alig,rnncn1s Gross existing, ,ind pro110s..:d roo1es 1.0 I 
scbools. i\,(i1igation rnus1 b~ pro,,id1.1d 10 dimin.::ite ~U pl)d¢St1ian conflicls, 

• NIJ1,$e tinJ Vibrudon. To ensort :i (fu.\Li()' lt.111Ung, en,1iro1unc.-n1. interior Md a~leriot noise level!i 
must maint:i,in a-ooustica1 slandar<h nol cxcocding American Nalionnl S!andard,; ln!ltitute (ANSl 
$12.60~2002) vih1es of 3$ dDa (inlerior noise kn'fl/.s) and 67 dBa (flX#rior) , AL\o. g.J'OUnd~born~ 
\.ib<aljo(I lcvd~ ,nll$1 001 exceed ANSl and fcdcrnl Tt:l.Jltlil AdmjJlisUalion stoltldafd<s . 

.}J.)S1mth 8':~udr7 M1;111111. i.'"noor. t..M,\'llflo. CA. ?Ot11 • Tff'IIJ'ln;,11(' (:hJ)Ul ;)t:Jf • f111(2t3)2-lt 68'1/i 

11Jd).f(t« Q/E,,./J11f!W(1fld 1i<YJb6 a,,d Sa,kt)· iidtdx,,uJ k, f'r</fldl"Jj " "Vt ~1 kol~M')· nff/1~,t ... ~ 
far JN IJ()().()1)1) .ll"'"'-'"" t1n:l 4'€( 000" o,v>Jo,~,•s cf "k lAs .<iRS,'{~ 1/;,-Jfed &J-1 Dwwu. 

A 

B 
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--------------~ Metro 

Cr1?11Shaw Co1Tidoc DElS.IDEIR -2 .. 

Trfin. Duallnw.nt. Mi1ig.,Hion muse. be 1ho1'0ug1dy analyzed :tnd provide me.1sm~s. co ens.\11~ 1ha1 
haZ3rds cet.ued 10 lr;lin ck r.iihnen1 ~re totally elintin;ued. No cli&e\1s.sioo related 10 de:railme,u is 
pr<:;,c-nted in 1hcDEIR. 

• Air Q11nliJJ•. lmp.icts aJ.SQcinte.d wilh near-field p0Uu1an1 cmi!;!)ion$ assod nted wilh constructi<.>n
rclalcd ac-ti:vitics were~ addJ-csscd . .1\hbough LACMTA is cognizant of SCAQMD', Localizc-d 
Sig.nifi cancc ·n1re$hold (I,.$[) rvk thodology, no an:tJysis wai. ,conducted in this regard. 
Notwithslandi.ng, the applicant re1m11S that constructfon-re1a!ed air qwility imp.1cts would be 
" letnporary'" :1.nd with implementation of 1\1it.igation nic.a.wrcs " ll<) !!Ubs1an1.ial advcfl:IC 
c<insn·uction effects are anticipated." l l1is finding is without m«il as LACt\'J"l'A f:Uls to 
documenl their claim of insignificance or c1uan1ify lhe effecfi\•eness of identified mitigation 
mea!lures. 

Due to MTA 's failur~ 10 Pfep.1re the .1ppl'OJ>ria1e ,analysis., the Di$1ric1 conlends 1hal cons1rnction-
rela1cd acthities will generate exccssh-e emissions and imp.act the health of students and staff 
atH.mding amlfor worting in our local schooli . As .such. (he DislriCI requeits LACMTA cOm))h::le 
.-in LST :tnalysis and provide all relw ;rnt and ap))r()J>l'iate docurnen1t1tion used 10 abes$ J)rojecl• 
related i.m))aCIS. 

Ii, getie-1':tl> 1be DEISIDEIR does no1 ao.i]yze lhe abo\fe conct1'tiS in sufficient dernil and J)tovides ori1y 
broad :md gen..:ralited slatemt nti related IO schooli located in proximity of 1he J>rOposed alignments. 
Since &e-hoobs ;n.'e occupied by sensi1iv~ recepton., CEQA i-equires s1>ecific tni1.igatfon requi1-.::menl$ refoted 
to sebool·ba,,cd occu1,aocic.s. 

The Disuic.t's Office ofEnvirorunctlMI Hca.hh & S3tC1y sc1v-e-.s to pro1~ the b~ llb ands:ifcty ofscudtois., 
:i.nd smft and to minio:l.iz~. ar,y 4iuuJ)lioos of the J~ming e,\vil·onu, c:,u. We theceforc ,cqiJcs1 due. 
c-onsidera1icm be given 10 om· local schools and appropri-'tc demi! be provided in a suhse.qoot\l analysis. 
As $ltCh, tbc Distric1 believes rccircuJ:t1ion oi the DEJS1DElll i's w:urantcd. l lUs wm sllow MTA 
sufficient ti.me to co01plete Ole .ipproprinle !ltudics :i.,nd sllow our office 1i.1.ne to re·\'icw 1hciy tech.o.ical 
:tdcqu.1cy. 

Glenn Striegler - PG 
£n·1.,i ronmen1al All!essm..:nt-Coordin.1t<,r 
LAUSDOnice ofEnvirorunenrnl He.aJ1h & Safety 

Anac::tunen1. 

c: Yi Hwa Kirn~ Deputy Envir0tun~tU;'l1 H~1hb & S:dt1y Di1'4ctor OEHS 
P!ll Sch.1:uen. tl)V.it'OIUUC1lta1 Health tvlanagcr OEHS 
Edwai'd Motelau, Site, J\SSe$$ment Ma.n.1ger OEHS 
Bill Piazza, Si1e Assessment Coordio;uo1· OEHS 
Jay GoUd!l, LAUSD Leg.ii Couocil OOC 

,»Soula 8e111dry Al 'fl!IIC, ?il ... 'Ftoor . l.MAl~ CA 90011 • Tdtpboiric (!13).?4 1 .31♦!1 • Fu (!1)1 !.&1-'-11, 
})~ cu,ree-cf Ji•l'H~'1Ji,11 H~l(J, a,..; .<;t,r.k1y 1, ~{f!M f,) JW1•W11J: it I/life_, l"-'t/:ltY,.,.,.~ .. , 

fa,· tit.• 9()(),()00 11.ud,wu an.181).(J(J() ~>'•''-' ;;,j ti¥ W Nigd..•.r l..t,uftt!d Stil!>tlf DtSJYk.t. 
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LAUSD Schools Along the Crenshaw Corridor 

E:q,0sitio11 Uoulevard South to LAX (HRf & LRT) 

• Crt:"nshaw HS 

• View Park Prep Ace MS/HS 

• Hyde Pork Blvd ES 

486 ll E 

Adjacent 10 W 

425 ft E (72QJI by MTA} 

North of fapo, ition Do1tle,•:1J'<I to Wll,Mre (BRT Onl~') 

• Wilshire Park ES 

• \Villon Place ES 

• Queen Ao.na PJn.:e ES 

• Lt\. Tec-h Center 

• Arlington Hcighi., ES 

• Jolmnic Cochr:m MS 

• New Desig.il Cha11er School 

• Vitginia Road ES 

1,040 ft E-SE 
1,200 ii 1:;.si, 

1,450 ll W-NW 

1,150JI E 

I, L 70 ft E (Not Shown by M'I A} 

330 ft SE 
1,370 ft E (Nol Shown by MTA) 

1,280 ft W (960/1 bJ•MT.4) 

Note: /toliciud tc-,xt md1cates inform11llon dther not. shown by or mlbnnation moorrecdy reported by 

LACMrA in the DElS/DEOt School$ are l~ed fr()fn 1hej( K)C{lh()n fmm oonh to rsouth nl-onspropOM:<l 
Afiszune,1L,, 
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Response to comment 10-24-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the concerns and input from the commenter as it is a valuable part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.   
 
Response to comment 10-24-B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project.  
 
Response to comment 10-24-C. 
 
Potential noise impacts were identified as: no impact, moderate impact, or severe impact, in accordance 
with FTA Noise Impact Criteria.  The noise analysis in the FEIS/FEIR reflects the most recent design 
information for the project.  As a result, the number of noise impacted buildings is different than 
presented in the DEIS/DEIR because of design changes.  Moderate impacts would occur at 15 residential 
buildings (14 along La Colina Drive and one residence along East Beach Avenue).  A moderate impact 
would also occur at the Briercrest Inglewood Healthcare Center.  The resilient or damped wheels required 
in Mitigation Measure N1 would reduce passby noise levels by 2 dBA.  Mitigation Measure N1 would 
eliminate the unmitigated passby noise adverse impacts.     
  
Noise impacts from warning signal noise were found to occur at the intersections of Crenshaw and 
West Boulevards and Crenshaw Boulevard and 57th Street.  Mitigation Measure N2 would reduce 
warning signal noise by 6 dBA.  Warning signal noise at the 57th Street grade crossing would be 
reduced to 62.1 dBA, which would be less than the 63 dBA FTA impact threshold for this location.  
Warning signal noise at the West Boulevard grade crossing would also be reduced to 62.1 dBA, 
which would be less than the 64 dBA FTA impact threshold for this location.  Mitigation Measure N2 
would eliminate the unmitigated warning signal adverse impacts.      

General mitigation measures presented below are guidelines in developing measures to reduce 
construction noise.  The measures shall be incorporated into site-specific construction plans to 
minimize adverse noise effects to sensitive receivers along the project corridor.  Equipment noise 
emission limits also would be developed and/or adopted from existing sources.  Construction hours 
would be set, and construction activity noise level emission criteria would be determined and 
compliance required during construction. 

CON25 The construction contractor shall develop a Noise and Vibration Control Plan 
demonstrating how to achieve the more restrictive of the Metro Design Criteria noise 
limits and the noise limits of the city noise control ordinance.  The Plan should also show 
how to achieve FTA vibration limits.  The Plan shall include measurements of existing 
conditions, a list of the major pieces of construction equipment that will be used, and 
predictions of the noise and vibration levels at the closest noise-sensitive receptors 
(residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities).  The Noise and 
Vibration Control Plan will need to be approved by Metro prior to initiating construction.  
Where the construction cannot be performed in accordance with the requirements of 
Metro, the contractor shall investigate alternative construction measures that would 
result in lower noise and vibration levels.  The contractor shall conduct monitoring to 
demonstrate compliance with contract noise limits. 
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CON26 The construction contractor shall utilize a combination of the following options of best 
management practices for noise abatement to comply with the Metro Design Criteria: 

 The contractor shall utilize specialty equipment equipped with enclosed engines 
and/or high-performance mufflers as commercially available. 

 The contractor shall locate equipment and staging areas as far from noise-sensitive 
receptors as possible. 

 The contractor shall limit unnecessary idling of equipment. 

 The contractor shall install temporary noise barriers as determined by the Noise 
Control Plan. 

 The contractor shall reroute construction-related truck traffic away from residential 
streets to the extent permitted by the relevant municipality. 

 The contractor shall avoid impact pile driving near noise-sensitive receptors 
(residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities) where possible. 
Where geological conditions permit their use, drilled piles or a vibratory pile driver is 
generally quieter. 

Response to comment 10-24-D. 
 
The unlikely derailment of a light rail vehicle would be less likely along straight sections of the track. There 
are two locations where the alignment curves significantly, specifically at the Crenshaw/Harbor 
Subdivision turn and the Aviation Manchester turn.  There are no schools located in close proximity to 
these areas.  No significant impact from derailment would occur. 
 
Response to comment 10-24-E. 
 
The comment states that the lead agency failed to complete a localized construction analysis per South 
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) guidelines.  Section 4.15.5 (CEQA Determination) on 
Page 4-481 of the DEIS/DEIR concluded that construction activity would result in a significant and 
unavoidable impact under CEQA.  The discussion references mitigation measures previously discussed 
within the NEPA analysis.  The mitigation measures applicable to the CEQA air quality construction 
analysis include Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 on Page 4-451 of the DEIS/DEIR.  The 
mitigation measures are: 
 
CON4  Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to 

prevent generation of dust plumes. 
 
CON5 Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out shall be 

removed at the conclusion of each workday. 
 
CON6 Contractors shall be required to utilize at least one of the measures set forth in South Coast 

Air Quality Management District Rule 403 section (d)(5) to remove bulk material from tires 
and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site. 
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CON7 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6 inches of 
freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114. 

 
CON8 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or 

other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions). 
 
CON9 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph. 
 
CON10  Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph. 
 
CON11  Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts. 
 
CON12 On-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty materials shall be covered or watered at least two 

times per day. 
 
CON13  Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper 

tune per manufacturers’ specifications. 
 
CON14 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline 

generators, as feasible. 
 
CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and off-

site. 
 
CON16 Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference. 
 
CON17 Construction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to off-peak 

hours, as feasible.   
 
For informational purposes, Table AQ-1 shows regional and localized construction emissions for the BRT 
and LRT Alternatives based on SCAQMD calculation methodologies.  Emissions are shown for volatile 
organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOX), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOX), particulate 
matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.5), and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM10).  
The emissions have been updated from what is presented in the Draft EIR using additional calculations.  
Construction emissions for the BRT Alternative would exceed the regional thresholds for NOX and the 
localized thresholds for NOX, PM2.5, and PM10.  Construction emissions for the LRT Alternative would 
exceed the regional thresholds for VOC, NOX, CO, and PM2.5 and the localized thresholds for NOX, PM2.5, 
and PM10.  Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust 
emissions and emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels.  BRT and LRT Alternative construction 
emissions would still exceed the regional and localized SCAQMD significance thresholds, and would 
result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.      
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Table AQ-1.  Regional and Localized Construction Emissions 

1 The localized thresholds were based in the smallest project site used in the SCAQMD guidelines (one-acre) and a 25-
meter (82-foot) receptor distance.   

2 SCAQMD has not developed localized significance methodology for VOC or SOX. 

Source:  TAHA, 2010 

 
Various schools are located near the alignment.  As shown in Table AQ-1, localized construction emissions 
would result in a significant impact at nearby sensitive receptors.  These impacts will be relatively short-
term as construction activity moves along the length of the alignment.  The Draft EIR included 14 
mitigation measures to reduce construction emissions.  Seven additional construction air quality measures 
have been added based on the comment letter provided by the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Environmental Affairs (Comment Letter 10-17).  These 21 mitigation measures would substantially reduce 
construction-related air emissions.  Nonetheless, localized construction emissions would result at 
significant and unavoidable impact.          

Scenario 

Pounds Per Day 

VOC NOX CO SOX PM2.5 PM10 

BRT Alternative 

Maximum Regional Emissions 66 287 157 <1 28 34 

Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150 

Exceed Threshold? No Yes No No No No 

 

Maximum Localized Emissions 22 164 69 <1 20 26 

Localized Significance Threshold1 --2 91 664 --2 3 5 

Exceed Threshold? --2 Yes No --2 Yes Yes 

       

LRT Alternative 

Maximum Regional Emissions 173 465 686 <1 76 92 

Regional Significance Threshold1 75 100 550 150 55 150 

Exceed Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No Yes No 

 

Maximum Localized Emissions 45 388 164 <1 55 70 

Localized Significance Threshold --2 91 664 --2 3 5 

Exceed Threshold? --2 Yes No --2 Yes Yes 
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COMMENT: 10-25. Los Angeles World Airport. 
 

 

--------------~ Metro 

10- 25 
"' Los Angeles \Vorld Airports 

October 26, 2009 

NM«i> R. v, l.11.(.(.l'olto ,..,,.,w 
OO;ij d "1 Al,,fl(lol 
tom,nli~, 

,\Ull l. fM!'Wl ll:«11 
!'~'Wit 

',()W,:, ¢ . 'ltlU(i> 
\' >ei,f'l•W1t>ll 

.i.>, i,µ, A.~11,)s 
.s.,;-J1,,Ml1'.t.1>'<1Sc,t1 
Sy:1\lh':tW"'ll~ 
~«,i11101,1. ,- ~-0r 
~~'""" 
ON~!lol~,Mf 
t\!Wl1,.oo.n,:11>' 

Mr. Ro<ie,lck Dia• 
Projecl Manager 
Los Angeles County Motropoman Tra.nspol'Wtion Aulholity 
Ono Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-3 
Los Allgeles, CA 90012-2952 

Re: Crenshaw Transil Conidor •· Draft Environmental Impact Re-poil1 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) awreclales the opportunity to review tho 
Draft Environmental tmpocl SlatemenU Draft Environmental lmpacl Report 
(DEIS/ DEIR) for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor ProJect. Please consjder this 
letter our agency's comm(ml$ regarding the Project's DEIS/ DEIR 

AlternaUvo-s 

LAWA agreos wilh the roport's Trade-O!fs Analysis lllal the L;ght Rail Transit 
(lRT) Allemati\/8 hos distinct advanlages over the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
Allemative, for the reasons stated In tha repQrt. In addllion, LAWA bel.eves that 
the tRT AIIArnalive p,ovides a service significantly more conducive In 
ancouraging airline passerigers to use ttanslt to ttavel lo and from Los Ang:efes 
International Alrpo,t (LAX) than would tho BRT AJlemaUve. The LRT Alternative 
would provide Iransit u-sers with the most convenient conneciion to a l)(Oposed 
LAX Automated People Mover {APM) and would more easily accommodate 
ai1po11 passengers with baggage. 

Neither the Transportation Systems Mana9emer·1t Altemallve nor the BRT 
Alternative p,tovioos Ule transpe>rtalion enhancements requlced to draw atrport 
passengers away from ptivate vehicles to transll, 

Aviation/Century Station 

Like MelfO, LAWA recognizes lhe importance of providing passengers with an 
effortless connection between tho propos0d PtoJ,eot aod LAWA's future APM. 
This slallon connection will be an extremely important d,iver for potontlal 
ridership and ultimately for regional airport access by public transit, Whlle l AWA 
has conducted a setles of ptann:iog studies for the proposed APM. final decisions 
tegarding its alignment and specific station k>ca11ons must stlll be determined. 
The planning studies Indicate tho linkages betw,,en the APM and the LRT would 
bo roost advantageous for both systems if Oestgn Option 1, or a varlatloo thereof, 
was the seklcted LRT Alternative. 

A 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Page2 

Design Option 1 provides an aerial station near the lnler$eclion of Aviation/ 
Century in place of o,e baseline option of an at-grade station approximately 
1,500 feet north of Century Boulevard. The various corrtdor and station options 
belng considered for tho LAX APM lndicate that an LRT station between 98" 
Street and Century Boulevard wotJld offer sl.gnifieanlly better opportunities for 
convenient connection between the two systems as opposed to the at,grade 
station 11ear 9611

' StreeVAvialion Boulevard in the Base LRT Alternative. We 
agree with the statement on Page 4·52 of the DEIR: •r110 a9fla/ slalion wo11ldbo 
localed closer to Contury Boulevard where I/Jo majorlly of pedestrian activity in 
the area occars. This center of pedesJr1an activity would make a mors OOslrab/e 
/oce/lon /or connecting passengers to LAX." 

Avlallon Corridor botwoen Century Boulevard and Imperial Highway 

The alignment of an LRT through the runway prolecUon zone of the LAX south 
runways has been a point of discussioo since the Green line to LAX was 
proposed several years ago. FAA's coocom regarding the potential interference 
by an LRT's ovorhead contaci system on the airport's aviation navigation system 
fs a critical issue which must be addressed to their satisfaction. Tile graplliC on 
Page ES-23 or the Crenshaw Transit Co,rldor DEIS/DEIR shows the proposed 
LRT In a covered trench as it crosses the approaches to the south airtield. 
LAWA Is encouraged that Metro recognizes the Importance of this issue and is 
propo.sln9 a potential solution. 

Page ES-24 states •Approximately 20 feet of additional right-of-way or easement 
would be roqulred In some see/Ions either lhrough acquisition or easement: If 
the LRT is chosen as the preferred alternative, LAWA encourages Motro to begin 
discussions with our staff ,egardlng aoquisi6ons or easements of aJrport property 
as early In the process as possible. Please 1\0te the granting of airport property 
for an easement is s.ubjecf to federal I.aw regarding airport revenue diversion and 
requires FAA approval. Acquisitioos and/or easements woold als~ be subject to 
the City or Los Angeles approval process 0ncludlng but not limited to the 
approval of the Board or Airport Commissioners). 

Page 3·81 of the DEIS/DEIR slates: "The southsmsec/ion from t11"' Street lo 
1041t1 Stroot Is des/goaled for cut and covor constn;cf/011. Alf east-west crossings 
would be prohi()ilod for approximately eight months." Because 111'' Street 
(and to a lesser degree, 104" Street) is an important accoss point ror airport 
C8(90, this dosure would (6quire a coordinated effort to detour trotflc during 
constn.icUon. In addition. LAWA requests thal Metro consider widening 1111h 

Stroot where It crosses Metro's right~of-way (wesl or Aviation Boulevard) as part 
of this project. The current lane conflguration, combined wilh the short distance 
between Aviation Boulevard and the cargo service road west or AvlaUoo 
Boulevard. creatas queues and difficulty with larger sized vehicles 1urn111g right 
onto o, from 111"' Street. 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Roderick Diaz 
PEll)e 3 

Addltlonal Comments 

LAWA requests that 0 1) Figure 4-15, AvJeOon/CeotulY Station Area Land Uses, 
the designation for the bollom half of the flguro be changed from · existing Land 
Use Designations• to 'Existing Uses of Land." The area south of CenlUry 
Boulevard and west of Aviation Boulevard should be shown as "Airport Alrsldo'' 
f()( bolh the "General Plan Land Use Designations· and lhe "Existing Uses of 
Lancr doplcilons. 

LAWA looks forward lo working with your agency to Improve transl! to LAX. As 
LAWA continues to evaluate the final route and station locations for Iha proposed 
APM, LAWA also looks forward to working with Metro to plan a seamless 
passenger connection between transit and the future APM. If you have any 
questions regarding any cl tho above comments, please coo tact Patrick 
Tomcheck of my staff al (424) 646,5192. 

cc: Stove Martin 
Debbie Bowers 
Mict,ael Molina 
Cynthia Guidry 
Suzanne Tracy 
Jaideep Vaswanl 
Yolanda Mancilla 
Mansoor lshfaq 
Patrick T omcheck 
ConRAC file 
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Response to comment 10-25-A. 
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives 
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a 
Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in 
the DEIS/DEIR.  Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro Board of 
Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light 
Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership 
for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic development, and 
connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).  
The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow operation and the slow 
speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  
Additional traffic impacts would occur from the conversion of mixed flow lanes in narrow sections of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 10-25-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors acknowledged the necessity for ensuring a seamless 
airport connection for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and included Design Option 1, an aerial 
station at Century as part of the locally preferred alternative to facilitate this connection. 
 
Response to comment 10-25-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges the concern expressed by LAWA and has designed the portion of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project alignment to comply with FAA regualtions where it is 
adjacent to the airport runway.  Throughout the planning process, Metro has been coordinating with 
LAWA and the FAA to ensure compliance with all applicable airport and aviation regulations.   
 
Response to comment 10-25-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Throughout the planning process, Metro has been coordinating with LAWA, the City of 
Los Angeles, and the FAA to facilitate any potential easements or acquisitions of airport property that 
would be necessary to construct and operate the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  It is anticipated 
that the LRT facility will fit largely within Metro-owned right-of-way. 
 
Response to comment 10-25-E. 
 
Metro acknowledges that 111th Street is a primary access point for airport facilities along the west side of 
Aviation and should 111th Street require temporary closure during the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, alternate access would be provided for the duration of the closure.  During the 
construction of the LRT at 111th Street and 114th Street, it will be necessary to temporarily detour traffic 

© Metrd 
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around these points until the structures are built. During the construction of the 111th Street crossing, 
traffic destined to the cargo area 25L – 7R will need to use Imperial Highway to N. Douglas Street to access 
this area.  
 
Response to comment 10-25-F. 
 
At the request of the commenter, Figure 4-15 on page 4-26, of the DEIS/DEIR was revised to “Existing 
uses of Land and the Airport Airside designation was corrected as noted. 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-197 August 2011 

 
COMMENT: 10-26. South Coast Air Quality Management District. 

 

«, Metro. _________ _ 

-
_1_0;n,,2009 __ , 7 :..... sc~• .,.. ._ .... ➔ 91213922&996 

10-l6 

I South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
2l86S eop,ey Ori"t·. Oi1.tnond 81U',CA 91765-.4ll'l 
~09) J96-20(l() . ......... .aqo,c1.Co" 

FAXED; (&tober 23 2009 

Mr. RodtricJ<[)iat 
Proj«:< M1111g« 
Los Angeles COUllty T _,,on Authority 
Ono Gatc,..y Pleu, MS 99-22-3 
Lo, Angeles, CA 900 I 2-29r.l 

Oct<:ba 2l, 2009 

Rniny of tbe Dnf't £oyiroa•t11.tal Jau,,ctfStatuaaat R!tod (DE'[R/DFJS) 
{or fbt Prop0$td Crr-o.sba.'1¥ Transit Conjdor froiet« 

The S<>uth Coast Ai< Quality M111agement District (SCAQMD) app<cciat<s the 
opporrunity to comment on the tboVC-mCT1t1oncd documcPL Tbc follo"m, eotnme~s 
Ill< meant ,s gui<l>n<-e fo, t!IC Iced ageocy 111d should be lllCOrpO<lted into a revised draft 
or final Environmental Impact Rtp0rl/Swcmcnt (final EIRIE1S} .. appropri.at,. 

Tb, Iced ~lit)' fail<d to q111nti(), crit...-ia p0lluwi1 crniuions d1111ng construcl1on. 
a..cd on lb< projoct description the proposed p,ojcct includes • ~ >mOUl1I of 
C<>n$11U<Uon activitrts. Emissions frorn ..,nsin,c;;on eQ\Jipmtnt should be quanlificd 10 
detcrmioc: if c:oostNCOO.O itn_paclS .vc significant recionaUy 1nd loce.lly. Witboul 
qu.lt\tifieatior'I of COIJ.$truction emiuicns. ~ air quality analysis it deficient.. Tbcrdorc. 
tile SCAQMD mlf requesu 1h11 lhe lead oa-ies quantify all the col\"1\IChon cmiuions 
and l'C'Yise the CEQA documtnJ u appropriate. ff the projce1'5 COnstruc;rion crrus:siou 
result u, significant implC\$ tile SCAQMD stall" r«<>fflll'IClld tbot !lu: lead 1geocy 
n,itip1< tlle,e ur.p,cts JJW'Ulll1 IO CEQA Guidelines Soetion I 5370. Pica~ refer 10 
c,ommcot #4 for rcc:ommcndcd rnhigalion me.sure!. 

Pu,s...,.10 Public Reoo= Cocle Socdon 21092.S, please provide lhc SCAQMD w,lh 
written response• to oJ.1 eommenis containc<l hctcill prior 10 !he adoption of lhe final 
EIR/E!S. Futlher, siaJTis available 10 ,.,>ri< ,.jib lhc iead agaicy IO address th<:5e issues 
and .. y olhc, que5tiom Iha! rn•y arise, Please contlC)t Dan Oa,,;ia, Air Qva~IJI Sp,cia).i,i 

A 
I 
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---------~~ Metro 

10/23,,2021_ 9 _ _:.17~ _SCj'.:(2ND --t 9 12139226996 

CEQA s~c1ion. at (909) 396-3304, if yoo h&'-'t any questions regarding the enctostd 

com.menu .. 

SS:EE.D0 

L,..C:090909,!)1 
Conuo) Number 

Sincere!.)'. 

~~ 
Swan )'lalcamura 
Planniog Manager 
Planning, Ruic De-.•eloprnent & Alea SoW'GcS: 
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fl> Metro --------
19'23'2009 _ _ ,_7_: l4 ____ SO~q;;,c, • 9Ut~ 

I. The lc>d agencies did not quantify c:otl$tNClion ail quality i.mpocl$ &om the ""'posed 
P«>J<CI. To ldequatdycvJ!Ulleairquohty ,mpoc,s, iii:. w, tuqudify 
- am,s,ocs ind_. them lO appllC&blc signific:anu threshold>. 
Th..-efo,c, SCAQMD staff rcqoem 1h11 the Iced tgency revise lbc di.it EIR/ElS so 
icla,lify Ill potcnu.l advtne.., quali1y impads thal could ooear fJOm lbc 
<OOSl1vctioo phosc oflhe project and •U 11r poUu""I ,ourocs related \0 proJe<I 
contlnl<tion (indoding dcinobtion, ;r ..,,.~ Cor~ air qu,lity impacts 
typically mclud<, t,,,t.., DOl limiw! to, •m~ fiom thc ""'of coNZN<tion 
cquipm<n1 suoh as bo111<>1 limJtcd to hca")'-duly oqwpmen1 from a,tding. eallli• 
loading/unloading. povin&, an:hitee1unl ~ used for ,nipiac traffi< lailC$ 0: _, 

,._cd stnldW<S, olf-<Oad equipment u;d O<Moad mobile $OlllteS (e.g., 
eo~on wotka vducl<: rnps, m&lc:nal -.,.t trips). 

The SCAQMD odopt,d ilS Colifo,,,ia Envuonmenw Qualil)' Act (CEQA) Air 
Quali1y Handbook in !99l to assisl 04hcr sd>licogcncies "ilh lb< ptq,arKioD ofai, 
q,Bllty &Mlyscs. The SCAQMD «<4mmCnds dlOI the lead •&"D'Y - dus 
Handtiook as gu!- wt.a, prtporing iu ...,,..s.;, quali\)' ooal)'sis, Copie, of the 
Handbook arc available from the SCAQMD's Subscription S,,,.ias ~ by 
calling (909) 39&-3720. Additiaoally, the lead agency moy be ahle to use the 
URBEM!S 2007 Model. This model 1S 1wi!able on the SCAQMD Wobsrl< at: 
www,aomd.1ov/cegafM9f'e!tlmn,. 

2. In addiuon to analyzu,g rcgional air quali1y i.mpocl$ the SCAQMD sWf ~ 
calctilatiog localiied arr qualiry ,mpaas m,m Ibo iwc,ect's eoastNCOOG,... opcnc«m 
aruSSIO<\S (busa. mainkmncc yards, pan:ing sttUCwn:s and/or parl<ing lots). The 
l'<$\tlting localized Air quality impacll sbould be cc,mpot<d to ti,, localiml 
sig,,,li<--. lhrubolds (LSTs). LSTs w, bo used in acid!,- to the ,ccomma,dul 

r<gior,31 signffi<- thresholds as • second indication of air quality impacts when 
prcporlng • CEQA documenl Tbercr-, SCAQ~ sttlT c<qu<sU dw thc lcod 
aa,ncy pctf0<t11 • localiz,d sia,,ificancc aoolysis by <ithcr usmg !he LSTs de,clopcd 
by the SCAQMD o, pe,1'onniag dispersion modeling as-...ry. Ouidanu for 
pcr{onning. loclli=cl air quality aallysisca,, be (oo,,d at: 
p ,n,,,.w aamd,gov/9<9~STtLST.htm. 

3. ToeCalifoflli•Aif Reso\llcalloo,d (CARil) idclll:if,od PM fromdiueHuelcd 
a,gines as• tOJCic .,, COCWDinmt (TAC) iD 1998, followmg an exh...ii>e 10-y.>r 
■c1cntmc as-..nc p,ocq,. b, addinon, as part of the identification procc,1, the 
Office of El,vimnroent>J llcalm 11-.d A,._ 11<nl (OERHA) oval- 11:t 
pccctill for<ficJd ttbaust 10.tfe<1human beal1h. OEliHA found thal ._10 
diesel PM resulted in an uv:r<aScd risk of.-and an u,crcasc In chtooic oon
wur heallheffea, indudlag • gruicr lnodcnce o( to11gl,, bl,o,ed lxad,i,,g, dicsl 
lig),mas, ~ . brondlltis, 1.0d asdma. 

>0. 3!11 _, 
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_________ _:~Metro 

2 

There are a .number o( srudies that show a coaelal.io.n of ach--eisc heaJtb itnpac.U of 
diesel PM 111d proximily to roadways. CARB r0C<)[!Ut>Cnd$ avoiding de~lopment of 
u,b,n roads with 100,000 vehielts/day, that aie within 500 feet of scositi.., Ja,,d uoes 
due to inereaS<d cancer ,isk from diesel PM1• The lmfth effects &om diesd PM can 
ind must be q1Jinlified in the draft lllR/£1S. Thm are• variety of air dispersion 
models ovaiable, including but not limited 10, CAUQHCR and AERMOD to 
conduct aJr di,persion rnodclift8 of mobde source cm1s:sionL AddJtioNJ infonnauoo 
on th~e models can be~ n www epa goyJscrwOQlldisoenion p:ccfrtc,htm, 

The Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project will ae-a•• additional bos <rips increasing 
mobile source em1s:sicns occ:urring dose co titDSlti\"e receptors along the affected 
GOtridoJ. Tbe«!O<t, SCAQMD •wf urges the l<>d agency to use themotive tu.eled 
buses such as compressed nan,ral go., (CNG) buses for lhc pn>po"-<I proj«L If dl<Stl 
I\Jelod buse, arc .,cd for the propoood project SCAQMD reconunend.s <bat the leod 
oaenc:y pm'om, • mobile source beallh risk asse<Sment (HRA) that includes ai, 
dispersion modeling, quan1ified health risk, Ind a sill)lifi= delenniN!ioa in lhc 
draft ElR/eJS from implunonution of the~ projed. There are several 
guidMc:e documents av&ilable for au dispersion modeling and HR.As. Below i.s ,11 

discussion to assist the leod agency ,.n dev.loping • HRA for the proposed project. 

HRAGmrtrrr 

The SCAQMD's Health Ri.sl: Assessme111 Guidance lo< Analyzin& Cancer l\jsk$ 
from Mol,jle Souroc Diesel Idling £mission., fot CEQA Air Quali1y A.,.lysis and be 
folllld at: http•//www.agmd gov/cc:qallJl•ndbook(mobile to<iclmobilc toxic.htm. Also, 
both Ports of Los Angeles and Long 8eacl, have SCAQMD oppro~ HRA prOIOCOls, 
ARB has air clispenion guidance ln Appeodl• 7 of the Diesel !wk Reduction Plan, 
which. can be fouod ai: http;/twww.atb.<&.goy/cf1tseJ1doeumen1s/m,apo,lttm, a:id 
HARP can be downloaded !tom Ille ARB wcbsit< 
at.htlpJ"'·ww.art,.ea.gov/tolli<sllwJ>'barp bun. 

If the SCAQMD's Health Rm AS$CUClcnt Guidanee fo< Analyzing Cancer Risk, 
!tom Mobile Sour« Diesel ldfu,g Eou.ssioos for CEQA Air Quality Analysis is used, 
the health iisk estimales should be complctcd oceordlng to OEHHA 's canea potency 
methodolo1w. The SCAQMD's m:ommcnd<d thrubold for co,,cu nsk .should 11()1 

exee,d JO in ooe million at.,.,. rooepcor loeatioit wbeo co,nparod 10 the pre-ptoJ<et 
n.,k. 

CALfNE3 Ind CALJQHCR are the curmu EPA regu4toiy models for utitnaw,g 
maximum CO cooccnntions 11 roedwaya.. Oarcinogeoic risk it e$UJ'D.a.tcd bued on 
annual •"·eng,c a>Mentrttions o\lcr 70 yc1t:s ror resldential aod sensitive recq,c:ors 

'Ca!irotnil Air ~n::ct So,atd, A,,pnt l00$. · Av Qll,.M)' IAd UQd USit fu:adboolc: A ~ H,altb 
Penptdl'Wlt. .. ACCUkd - MD-lfww'f Mt g,t9yfch(wwf;uu. hp 

>Cl.508 -
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and 40 yew for wori(er receptors. Chronic non,earcjnogeruc rid:: is aJso estimated 
baS<d on annual•-• <OOCCDU.rions. CAtJQHCR un be used 10 e,hma•• 
wcinogeni& health risk for roldw&}' risks. 
AERMOD and ISCSTI can be US<d IO estimate ••~inog<aic bulth risk f0< boll! 
roadway and ,-.roodway sourc,es. AER,'-!OD is the tll!TClll EPA approved model 
!or gcttend &ir dispe,.fon modeling. Sutc.C CAL3QHCR and AERMOD arc tbc: 
current EPA approved n,odeb, either may be US«! f0< oir t!isp,nion modeling. For 
CEQA moddiQg. SCAQMD staff recommends o.,e of any of these models 
(AERMOO, 1scsn. or CALJQHCR) 0< HARP, which uses ISCSTJ. 

MibUftoo Mu.sum 

4. In the: event thl1 the kad a£enc:y's revii,,l or lino! draft EIR/EIS requested in 
COOUllent # I tlvoug)> wrrunent #3 d<m4nstra1es that any cnlaia pollutant emissioot 
from th• regional and/or locahitd conslrU<tion enussioos lllllys.is crca« addillonal 
sia,,ificanr advcne lu,pacu Ille SCAQMD recommends that the l•ad agency ,equirc 
mitig•tlon p,;1suant to CEQA Guidelines §IS370, wl:icb colll4minimizeoreliminatt 
signifiw,t ad¼:roe mqu,lity implCts. To wist lhe lcad agency with identifying 
possible tni1)g.atjon mca.tu.rcs for lM project. please ref tr to Chapter 11 of the 
SCAQMD CEQA Atr Qua111y Handbook for sample liT qualil]I mitig,tion measures. 
A list of mitigation !1aSures CAil be fOW>d on lhc SCAQMO's CEQA webpage al the 
following Internet address: www.,amd gov/ccqa/bandj,oolc/trutjgatiqn/MM intro hqn 

Add.i1iooa!ly, SCAQMD'• Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the Jmpleme,,latton 
Ha.ndbook contain numerous meisw-es for coatroJliog COlllQ'UClj01Hc.lat.cd emissions 
lha1 sltould be --r..-... u CEQA mitig11ioa if no1 01borwisc requ1red. 

S. On page 4-161 of tltl: draft EIR/EIS lhe leachgency .Wes tlw "tberc arc no feasible 
mitig.atton mcasw-es lhal would rcduu these: emissions, ~refore. an wiavoidabk 
$igniftca.n1 Opcrttioru1I air quality impact l$ antieipattd." However. the lead a,cncy 
d0<$ net identify whld1 mitigalioa ,-,,s arc infeas;blc Th< SCAQMD 
roconvne.ods d\11. the lead agcocy consider the following rnifigstion measures IO 
rcduce &ir qualHy impacts 6'>m the operation phase of lhe project. if lcasible-

lmprovc txi.ffic flow by signal :iyneh,oniu.rion; 
R.equir< or J)(Ovide mccotivcs fO< ~ tnps Iha! m«t CARJ! certif,ed level 
3 rcquiranents; 
Restrict operation to ahcmati\'C fue-led buses, such as com-pressed MfWaJ gas 
,-.11ic,h is ustd in rhc pcoj«t'1 BRT Attttn.ti~ or rcstri"t the operation to "clean" 
btlS<:S, such as 2010 complh1nt velucles . 
Requin: all vehi<lcs and equipmffll IO be J)(op,tly IW>ed md maintained 
accmding to manur.crums' specificatioos; 
Electrify serviot cquipmcn\ at ser,.•ice f.aciliuc,, 

• Condutt air qu..Jil]I mooitonng II s<JISitive receptors; and 
R~uire a reduction io e:lcctricit)' use f'or hgh1 rail tra[l$il by imp!emenW'lg \he use 
of allen)ativc "'«lY, such as v.ind 1111d solar powc, 

F 
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Response to comment 10-26-A. 
 
The comment states that the lead agency failed to quantify criteria pollutant emissions during 
construction.  Section 4.15.5 (CEQA Determination) on Page 4-481 of the DEIS/DEIR concluded that 
construction activity would result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.  The discussion 
references mitigation measures previously discussed within the NEPA analysis.  The mitigation measures 
applicable to the CEQA air quality construction analysis include Mitigation Measures CON4 through 
CON17 on Page 4-451 of the DEIS/DEIR.  The mitigation measures are: 
 
CON4  Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to 

prevent generation of dust plumes. 
 
CON5 Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out shall be 

removed at the conclusion of each workday. 
 
CON6 Contractors shall be required to utilize at least one of the measures set forth in South Coast 

Air Quality Management District Rule 403 section (d)(5) to remove bulk material from tires 
and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site. 

 
CON7 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6 inches of 

freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114. 
 
CON8 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or 

other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions). 
 
CON9 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph. 
 
CON10  Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph. 
 
CON11  Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts. 
 
CON12 On-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty materials shall be covered or watered at least two 

times per day. 
 
CON13  Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper 

tune per manufacturers’ specifications. 
 
CON14 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline 

generators, as feasible. 
 
CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and off-

site. 
 
CON16 Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference. 
 
CON17 Construction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to off-peak 

hours, as feasible.   

©Metrd 
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For informational purposes, Table AQ-1 shows regional and localized construction emissions for the BRT 
and LRT Alternatives based on SCAQMD calculation methodologies.  Emissions are shown for volatile 
organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOX), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOX), particulate 
matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.5), and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM10).  
The emissions have been updated from what is presented in the Draft EIR using additional calculations.  
Construction emissions for the BRT Alternative would exceed the regional thresholds for NOX and the 
localized thresholds for NOX, PM2.5, and PM10.  Construction emissions for the LRT Alternative would 
exceed the regional thresholds for VOC, NOX, CO, and PM2.5 and the localized thresholds for NOX, PM2.5, 
and PM10.  Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust 
emissions and emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels.  BRT and LRT Alternative construction 
emissions would still exceed the regional and localized SCAQMD significance thresholds, and would 
result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.      
 

Table AQ-1.  Regional and Localized Construction Emissions 

3 The localized thresholds were based in the smallest project site used in the SCAQMD guidelines (one-acre) and a 25-
meter (82-foot) receptor distance.   

4 SCAQMD has not developed localized significance methodology for VOC or SOX. 

Source:  TAHA, 2010 

 
Response to comment 10-26-B. 
 
The comment states that the lead agency failed to quantify criteria pollutant emissions during 
construction.  This comment is addressed in Response to comment 10-26-A.    
 

Scenario 

Pounds Per Day 

VOC NOX CO SOX PM2.5 PM10 

BRT Alternative 

Maximum Regional Emissions 66 287 157 <1 28 34 

Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150 

Exceed Threshold? No Yes No No No No 

 

Maximum Localized Emissions 22 164 69 <1 20 26 

Localized Significance Threshold1 --2 91 664 --2 3 5 

Exceed Threshold? --2 Yes No --2 Yes Yes 

       

LRT Alternative 

Maximum Regional Emissions 173 465 686 <1 76 92 

Regional Significance Threshold1 75 100 550 150 55 150 

Exceed Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No Yes No 

 

Maximum Localized Emissions 45 388 164 <1 55 70 

Localized Significance Threshold --2 91 664 --2 3 5 

Exceed Threshold? --2 Yes No --2 Yes Yes 
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Response to comment 10-26-C. 
 
The comment states that SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized air quality impacts from the 
project’s construction and operational (e.g., buses, maintenance yards, parking structures and/or parking 
lots) activity.  Localized construction impacts are presented above in Response to comment 10-26-A.  The 
level of detail needed to complete a localized operational analysis for maintenance yards and parking areas 
was not known at the time that the Draft EIR analysis was completed.  A localized analysis was completed 
during the final design stage of the project. The results are located in the Air Quality section of the 
FEIS/FEIR.  
 
Response to comment 10-26-D. 
 
The comment states that a health risk assessment should be completed if the BRT Alternative would 
operate diesel-fueled buses.  The BRT Alternative was not selected as the locally preferred alternative.  The 
light rail utilized in the LRT Alternative would be powered with electricity and would also not result in 
diesel particulate emissions.  
 
Response to comment 10-26-E. 
 
The comment lists approved dispersion models for completing health risk assessments.  As discussed in 
Response to comment 10-26-D, a diesel particulate matter health risk assessment is not necessary. 
 
Response to comment 10-26-F. 
 
The comment states that mitigation measures should be considered for significant impacts.  The Draft EIR 
concluded that construction emissions would result in a significant and unavoidable impact.  Mitigation 
Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust emissions and 
emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels.  The fugitive dust mitigation measures are based on 
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust).   
 
Response to comment 10-26-G. 
 
The comment suggests operational mitigation measures to reduce air quality emissions.  The suggested 
mitigation measures are addressed below. 
 

1. Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization – The majority of the transportation corridor is 
located in the City of Los Angeles. Over 82 percent of Los Angeles' signal-controlled 
intersections are now synchronized.  The transportation corridor also runs through the City 
of Inglewood and most signals in Inglewood are wired or connected to the central computer 
at Traffic Management Center through a web of underground cables.  In addition, both the 
BRT and LRT Alternatives would include signal priority, which would improve travel times 
along the busiest roadway segments. 

2. Require or provide incentives for particulate traps that meet CARB certified level 3 
requirements – As discussed in Response to comment 10-26-D, buses operating as part of the 
BRT Alternative would be powered by CNG.  CNG buses do not emit diesel particulate 
matter and particulate traps would not be necessary.  The LRT alternative would be powered 
with electricity and would also not emit diesel particulate matter. 
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3. Restrict BRT operations to alternatively-fueled buses (e.g., compressed natural gas) or restrict 
operations to “clean buses”, such as 2010 compliant vehicles - As discussed in Response to 
comment 10-26-D, buses operating as part of the BRT Alternative would be powered by CNG.   

4. Require all vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and maintained according to 
manufacturers’ specifications – Metro has a comprehensive maintenance policy to ensure 
that their vehicles function properly with efficient engines.  The suggested mitigation 
measure is already part of Metro standard practices.  

5. Electrify service equipment at service facilities – While not electrified, service equipment at 
service facilities use low emissions technologies where appropriate and are properly 
maintained for efficient function.  

6. Conduct air quality monitoring at sensitive receptors – The Draft EIR identified an air quality 
operational impact on a regional level.  Air quality monitoring at sensitive receptors would 
provide information on localized impacts.  A localized carbon monoxide hot spot analysis was 
completed and no impact was identified.  In addition, neither the BRT nor LRT Alternatives 
would be powered with diesel fuel that would increase localized particulate matter 
concentrations.   

Require a reduction in electricity use for light rail transit by implementing the use of alternative energy, 
such as wind and solar power – Electricity used to power the LRT Alternative would be provided by the Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power.  At the end of 2008, LADWP had increased its renewable power 
to over 12 percent, well on its way to meet the target of 20 percent for 2010.  (Sustainable LADWP 
Evaluation and Report, August 20, 2009).  In 2009, LADWP completed the construction of the Pine Tree 
Wind Farm which is the largest municipally owned and operated wind farm in the nation, delivering 120 
megawatts of wind power to Los Angeles, and contributes 1.4 percent renewable power towards LADWP’s 
20 percent goal.  An additional ten turbines (15 Mega-Watts) were slated for construction in 2009. 
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COMMENT: 10-27. Southern California Association of Governments. 
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October 26, 2009 

Mc. Rode-tick Diaz 
PrOje(;t Manager 
Los Angeles Cou.nty Metropol!tan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
MS99-22-3 
Los.Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
diazroderick@metrg ne l 

10-27 

RE: SCAG Comm~ on h Oraft Environmi:nbl lmp;,ci: Statcment/Or.tft Environm-etrbll lmP-'ct R$port 
for the Crenshaw Transit corridor Project {SCAG Mo. 120090573) 

OearMJ. Diaz, 

Th:,nk p., ,or iiubmitl#\9 tile Dr.stt Emlironmentsl Impact su~nwmt (OBSJIDran Envifonment31 lmp"ct 
Report (DElR} for tht: Crenshaw Ttansit COl'lidot Proje-C1 (SCAG NC>. 120090573] 10 the Soutl\em California 
At1'0Cialion of Go\•efomen1s {SCAG) for review and oomme(ll. SCAO is lhe authorized reglonal agency for 
lnte:r-Govemmental RtMe'I.' of Programs proposed f0< fedec-al financial a&SistaACe .and direa development 
actNiti8$, p.ir.;uant 10 Presidential Executive: O«ter 12372 (rcpl-1Qf'lg A.-95 Review), ~ ion3!1y, pvir'$U~NI lO 
Putf1¢ Re!'IOUl"¢e$ COd~ se~lon 2 1083(iJ) SCAG re,Ae-,..s Environmootal tmpscls Repons of prejecls °' 
regional s.1gnificance lot oonst1>1eocy 'Mth regional plans pee- lhe Calibmia Environmental Ovallly Aa 
Guideines, Sections 15125(d) and 15206(a)(1}. SCAG is also the dcsignatOO Reoioool Tmnsport.J4ion 
Pl;)imn!J Agency Md ;)!'l $ueh 1$ te$pon$1~ fOii' !>0th preparo1i0n of lhe Regional TmnS[)Oftm.ion Plaf'I {RTP) 
and Reg!onaf Transpo,tatlon lmprowmenl l'>rogram (RllP) under Ca!lfomla ~nl Code Section 65080 
and G5082. As the dearinghouse for ,~ signfficant projects per Execut.ive Order 12372, SCAG reviews 
the <:;onsislency of k.x;.'11 p1M$. p,o~$. ~ Cf¢9r;)l'tl$ with t~{ll pl:Jn$. Tod ()Cttvity i!'l OOsed on SCAG's 
responstbild!e$ as a reglona! _pl8tlnlng organltatton pursuant 10 state aoo federal laws anc:1 regutations.. 
Guidance provided by these 1eviews is fl.tended to assisl locaJ agencies and projoct sponsc,s to <ak.o actions 
th.)t <:;ontribvl~ lo the ~tttlintnelJI ()! regiono1 go~I$ t'lnd pOliGit:$ 

SCAG staff ha& reviewed this Ptoject and determined that the p-oposed p1oject is rcgionaly sigl'lfflcant per 
C-Oliforniai £nvironmenUII ~Y Acl {CEOA) Guidelint=S, ~ 15125 :,1~/or 15200. The projecl 
OEISJDE1R conSiders \lallous transportadon solutions In tile nonh-sooth oriented Crenshaw TranUI Cofridor 
lnducllng the No-Buld Altemative, Transportation System Managemenl (TSM) Atternativo, Bus R.apd Transit 
(BRT) ond l,ight Rail Tronsil (LRT), 

We have evaluatad lhis profect based on the policies of SCAG'8 Regional lraosportstion Plan (RTP) and 
Comp;:,ss Gr~ Viision (CGV) that m~y be ~pp1ic.lblc to your projeci. The RTP ~nd OGV <:;an be klund On 
Ole SCAG web sl!e at hCtp:llscag.ca.govligr. The atteiehed detailed comments are mean! to provide guidance 
lor cofl&idering the pc"opc,$00 prcjea within the conti:'Xl of our regional goals and policies. We al.so eoOOOfage 
the use of lhe SCAG Ut;t of Milis.i.itiOJ'I Mc~IW!'CS clC.tr..et<Xf from the RTP to ;.'tid " ith demon$1r-".itlg 
consl$leney wilh ,eg~Q\81 plttns and policies.. Please provide a copy of the Fil,al En-hOl'lffiefllal Impact Report 
{FEIR) (Of cur review. If ycu haw any questions. regarding the attached comments, please oon4act Bernard 
lee at{2t3) 236-1800. Thank yoo. 

Si<lc•~ ! 
Jacob L b. Ma r 
Asses nt, l-lousi~ & B R 

DOCS# 153814 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Diaz 

SCAG No.120090S73 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT 

CORRIDOR PROJECT 
[SCAG NO, 120090573) 

PROJECT LOCATION 

The Crenshaw Transit Cotridor study ,area is generally a nort~south oonidor that extencls approXU'Oately 
ten mllcs In length through much of Central Los Angeles. The study area includes approximately 33 
squate miles and portions of five j urisdictions: the C!tie-s of Los Angele~ Inglewood. Hawthorne, and El 
Segu.ndO, as well as portions of uninoocporat&d Los Angeles County. The study area, as shown below, is 
generally defined as the area extending north to Wilshire Boulevard and the Patk Mlle area of Los 
Angeles: east to Artington Avenoo: south to El Segundo Boulevard and lh& downtown Hawthorne area; 
and west to Sepulveda Bout.ward, la Tijer() SouJevard, and La Stea Av~nue-. Three major interstate 
hjghways traverse the study area, inoluding the Santa Mon)Ca Ftooway (1-10) and Glenn Anderson 
Free-way (1-105}, running east-west and the San Diego Freeway (1◄05) which n,JflS north-south. The 
Harboc Frooway (1-1 10) parallels the corridor, running north-south immediately to the east of ttle study 
area. 

PROJECT DESCRIPT(ON 

Travel demand forecasts prepared by the Soothem California Association of Governments (SCAG) and 
Metro over the past decado have identified the need for transit improvements throughout the Southern 
California region, partlculatly in Los Angeles County, to meet the mandatM of the federal Clean Air Act 
and address the increasing mobility needs of the region. 

The 2008 SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) ootoimlned flavel conditions in the Crenshaw 
Transit Cotrtdor will worsen by 203& and the area wllJ not mee.t regional objectives for transportation 
mobility, acoessibility, reliabality, or safety without acfdftional transp0r'.ation improvements. Subsequent 
travel demand forecasting oonducted for the current update oJ the Metro Loog Range Pfan h.as oonflrm8d 
tho continuing need for mobHity improvements In the conidoc. 

Existing transpor"Wtion facilities and seMoos within the Crenshaw Corridor Mlclude .arterial streets, 
freeways, bus routes. and tail lines.. Th& topography and s.treet grid of the cotridor present unique 
challenges to existing ttanspoctatlon facilities and services. There Ore few notth-south arteriafs in the 
corridQf' that aoss the western portion of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. Af. a result of this constrained 
netwolt, pressure is placed on nearby north-soutn arterials such as La Cienega Boulevard and La 8'ea 
Avenve. 

The fol1o\tllng factors liighfight the need for transit improvements suoh as the p,opos.ed project. 

- Peak P~riOd Congestion 
- Limited Transportation Accessibility 
- Poor Connections with Regional TransportaHon 
- Limited Aooess to Services Outside of the CorridOC' 
- The C01ridor's Economic Future ls Oepend&nt on Improved Accessibility 
• High Transit Demand, Transit Oepandency, and Transit 
,. Operation Chaltenges 
- Benefit to the Environment and Improved SUstainabillty for Corridor Communities 

Tl\e purpose of the Crenshaw Corridor Transit Project is to provide f0< the implementation of transit 
imp,ovaments that addresses the identified transportation needs in the conido<. The proposed proj~t 
would address the needs by expanding transit capacity in the corridor to accommodate exi$ting and future 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Diaz 

SCAG No. 120090573 

travel demand and by providing a higher speed and reliable transit alternative that impl'Qlle$ mobility in lhe 
corridor by (:Oflllecting with or extending existing lines. s-tJch as 1he Meuo Green Line; or transit lines under 
construction, svch as the Expo LRT line. 

Several alte,natlves have b&en considered. 
No-Budd Alt8roative 
Transportation Systems Management {TSM) Attemative 
Two build alternatives - a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Alternative and a Light Rail Transit (LRT) 
Alternative 

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Regional Growth Forecas.ts 

The DEIS/DEIR should refl~ the most current SCAG forecas.ts, which are the 2008 RTP (May 2008) 
Population, Househokl and Employment forecasts. The forecasts for your region. subregion, and cities are 
as fo!IO'ws: 

Adopted SCAG Reglonwlde Foreca-sts' 

Population 
HousehOfds 
Ernployment 

2010 2015 

19 418 344 20 465 830 
6.086,986 6,474,074 
8 349 453 8811400 

21 468948 
6,840,328 
9 183029 

Adopted City of Los Angeles Subregion Forecasts
1 

2010 2015 2020 

Population 
Househok:ls 
Employmon1 

4,140.516 
1 386 658 
1,860,672 

4,214,082 
1445 177 
1 905,337 

Adopted S8COG Subregion Forecasts1 

Population 
Households 
Employment 

2010 2015 

913 321 934 398 
307,091 313,990 
402 615 408 809 

4,292,139 
1 506 564 
1,933,860 

952 278 
319,699 
412 765 

22 395121 
7156645 
9 546 773 

4,367,538 
1554 478 
1,967 393 

969641 
323 897 
41 7 420 

Adopted Unincorporated County of Los Angeles Forecasts 1 

Population 
Households 
Employment 

ill!! Zill ~ ~ 

1,188 321 1 282624 1 378 398 1 471 608 
325,615 357,468 391.383 411.848 
320 171 338 371 346 717 358 881 

23 255 377 24057 286 
7 449,484 7,710,722 
9 913 376 10 287 125 

4,440017 4,509,435 
1 600 754 1638823 
2 003,196 2,037.472 

986683 1 002927 
328,084 331,386 
422,386 427 141 

1 561 983 1,648 694 
443414 464,468 
371 868 384 300 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr, Diaz 

SCAG No, 120090573 

Adopted City of Los Angeles Forecasts'' 

Population 
Househokts 
Employment 

2010 2016 

4 057 484 4,128 125 
1 366,985 1 424,701 
1,820.092 1,864,061 

Adopted Ch.y of Inglewood Forecasts' 

Population 
Households 
Emptoymen.t 

2010 2015 

118 488 120 185 
37.205 38 149 
33.599 34.327 

Adopted Cfty of Hawthorne Forecasts1 

Population 
Households 
Emptoyment 

2010 2015 

94042 98587 
29,143 29614 
20,866 21,159 

A dopted City of El Segundo Forecasts1 

Population 
Households 
Empioyment 

2010 ~ 

17267 17 495 
7 182 7,269 

55146 55645 

4,204 329 4,277,732 4,343,282 4 415 773 
1 485519 1532998 1578850 1616578 
1,892,139 1 925.148 1,960.393 1,994.134 

120,678 121,065 121.669 122 200 
38708 38 989 39345 39 564 
34,792 35,339 35,922 36481 

103 236 107.748 112.120 116,312 
30 1 10 30497 30870 31.178 
21 347 21 567 21,803 22,028 

17 500 17 505 17 510 17 515 
7,264 7.269 7,274 7,279 

55 964 56339 56 739 57 122 
1. The 2008 RlP gn,w:h fore::~ .rt the reg10nal, $ubt<!910n;I, .ind city ~I w.a5 .._,OD(4d by tnec Rqgion;J Col.M!CJI 1n M;y 200$, 

SCAG Staff Comments: 

Households tables 4-84 and 4-86 (on pages 4-484 and 4-485) appear to vse inoorreci. figures. 
The SCAG figures utilized are prior to 2008 RTP growth foreca:s,t. We recommend that the Final 
EIR iococporate the ~dopted 2.008 RTP growth forecasts, 

The 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also ha.s goals atld policies ttlal are pertinent to thi'S 
proposed project. This RTP i nks the goal of sustaining mobility with th& go&Js of lostering economk 
development enhancing the envi'onmen-t, reducing energy consumption, promoting transportation-frfendly 
development pattems, and encoutaglng fair and eiquit.at:Ae access to residents affected by socio-economic, 
geographic and commercial limitatiOos. The RTP oonmues to support all app6cable feder81 arid state laws in 
imf)lemooting the proposed project. Among the relev~t 9~1s ,.md policies of the RTP are the following; 

Rcg;onal TransportllUon Pltm Goals: 
RTP G1 Maxim® mobility 8/ld accessibifity for all people and goods In tho rfJ{Jlon. 
RTP G2 Ensure tr8vel safety and reliabifity for all people and goods }n the f6gi'on. 
RTP G3 Prese,ve and onsuro o sustalru,we r(J(Jlonal trt.1nspolfalio~ system. 
RTP G4 Maxlmizo thO ptOduct.l\rity of our t1ansport11fi0tl Syst9m. 
RTP GS Ptotect the environment, improve air quality and promote energy eff/Qency. 
RTP G6 Encourage land use ond growth patterns lhat compfement ot1r transport8tion investments. 
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Mr. Diaz. 

SCAG No. 120090573 

RTP G7 Maximize the sec.ut#y of our transpo(laUOI) sysu~m lhtovgh Improved sysrom monitoring, 
rapid recove,y plenning, and COQrdination with al.her $6curity lfl!}(Jrtdes. 

SCAG Staff Comment,: 

SCAG staff has assessed the proposed project's TSM, 8RT, and LRT alternatives and finds that the 
prqett meets, consistency with RTP G2, G4. and G6, and generally tneel.$ consistency with RTP Gt 
and G5. Based on information provided in the DEIR, SCAG staff i$ unabl& to determine whe-1h0r tM 
project meets consistency with RTP G3 and G7, 

The proposed ptoject generally meets consistency vMh RTP G1. Mobility pertains to the speed at 
vAllch one may travel and lhc dotay, °' difference between the actual travel time and travel time that 
would be experienced if a pe<soo traveled at the legal speed llmlt. Under the No,Build and TSM 
Alternatives, only 12 out of th& 46 study int&rsec11ons are expected to operate at an acoeptable Level of 
Servioo {LOS) Dor better in 2030. While this would improve to 13 out of 46 ..mder the BRT Mernawe 
and 14 out of 46 under the LRT AJlemawe, the majority of lnler·sectk>ns would operate at a peal< hour 
LOS that is belO'N acceptable. However. the proposed projed is expecled to itnpt'OV& ,egiOnat mobility, 
as it would connect t>1to heavily-traveled corridors - adjeoent to lnte1states 10 and 105. Ao::iessibilily 
measures how well the lransportation system provides people access to opportunitie~ such as jobS, 
education,, shoppin9, recreation, and medical care.. Section 1.6.3 (Land Use Integration) discusses 
various destinations bolh vMJ'\in and outside of the study area. On page 1~30, the DEIR indicates that 
"With the Implementation of troosit improvements in the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. many of the 
ttansit-de~ndent residents resld-'9 in the stucty 3'ea would be ab)e to eas!ly aooess destinations 
outs.id$ of the oortidor." 

With regard to RTP G2, the pcoposad pro,cct mMts conslstc~. Per pages 4-430 and 4-431. after 
m~atioo measures are applied, the TSM and BRT MetnabWs would result In no safety impacts and 
the LRT Alternative would result in no or sess..than--slgniticant safety i"r'lpacts, depeodlng on the Design 
Oplion selected. 

RTP G3 cCtlcerns sus.tainability ot the regional transpor1a1ion system. A sustainable 1ransportatioo 
system maint8ins overall performance over time with the same oosts for its users. Based on 
i'lforma.tion provided in the OEIR, SCAG s.taff is unable to determine vihether the projed is consistent 
Y>ith RTP G3. 

With ,ega,d to RTP G4, the proposed project meets consiSleocy. Productivity is a $)"$1em efficiency 
m~asu,e that reHects the degree to 1/mich the transportation system perlorms during pea~ demand 
conditions. Pages 3-49 through 3--51 indicate that uoder the TSM, BRT. and LRT Mernatives. the 
proposed pro;&d would yle-ld a teductlon il delay a1 study intersections (41, 36. and 29 out of 46, 
rnspeciivety} during peak hour~ when compared to the No.Buller Alternative. In addition, as mentioned 
earlie1, the BRT and l RT Altet'nalives w'Outd imp,-ove the number ol intersections operating at LOS D 
or better. Similarly, improvements in prOductivity would be expectGd etsewhere In the region. 

The proposed project is generally oonsistent wilh RTP G5. Per pages 4-159 and 4-160, th& TSM 
Atternattve Vi0u1d meet all SCAQMO criteria pollutant th.reshofds, while the BRT end LRT Attarnatlves 
would meet al SCAQMD criteria pollutant thresholds, e)(cept NO., As incficated in Table 4-55 on paQ8 
4~257, au Attematives would decrease BTU consumption. reiative to baseline conditions 

Th& proposed p,-ojoct meats consistency with RTP G6. Per page 1-30, •Toere is. a strong 
connection be1wo&n tE!dewlopmenl and revltaflta~on of these ar<ias and transportation system 
improvements. Increased accessibility, mobtlity, and links 10 l!ansit provide opportunity for inaeased 
development dens.ities. Some improvements and s1rategies being employed focus on increasing 
pedestrian amenities and reducing or eliminating vehicular traffic, which place increasing demand 
on increased transit access and on the level of transit service to he!p s.upport existing and future 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Diaz 

land use development obj(!ctives." 

SCAG No. 120090573 

Wi~h regard to RTP G7. SCAG staff is unable to determine whether th& project meets consistency. 
based on information provided in the DEIR 

GROWTH VISIONING 

Tha ftJndamantal goal of the Comp.nt Growth Visioning effort is to make th& SCAG region a better 
place to live, work and play for all residents regardless of race, ethnicity or rncome class. Thus. decisions 
regarcfing growth, transportation, land use, and economic development should be made to promote and 
sustain for future genetations the region's mobility, livability and prosperity. The folklwing ~Regional 
Growth Principles" ar& proposed to provide a framework fOf local and regional decision making that 
improves the quality of life for .all SCAG residents. Each principle is followed by a specific set of strategies 
inte1lded to achieve ttus goal. 

Principle 1: Improve mobility for all rcsldonts. 
GV P1.1 Eno<:XJroge tran-sporlation investments and land us.o dee.iSions that are mutu&lly SJJJ>l)Oriive, 
GV P1.2 Locate new housing near existing jobs 8nd nGw jabs near exi$1ing housing. 
GV P1 .3 Encct.1,age transH-arlemed d6w:k>pm9tll. 
GV P1 A Promote a vodety of troYOI Cfl0ie9S-

SCAG Staff Comments: 

Where applicable, the proposed project meets consisteocy with Ptincip!ac 1. GV P1.2 does not 
apply since the project is transportation--oriented. 

The proposed project meets oonslstency with Gv P1 .1. Section 1.6.3 diswsses transit supportive 
land u:SeS that are wi.hin and just outside or the study aiea. and also the ability of transit to 
enhance development potential. 

With regard to GV P1.3, tho ptoposed project meets consisteocy. As mentioned eartier, 
transponation improvements ptOVkie Opportunities fOf' increased development densities and tend 
to promote redevelopn'lent In addition, an or parts of 11 different redevelopment project areas are 
located in the study ataa. 

Tho proposed project meets consistency with GV P1 .4. The proposed project Is conslstent, as it 
wouk:I create another travel choice optioo for those traveQng through the COl'ridor study area. 

Principle 2: Foster /ivst,i/ity In all communities. 
GV P2.1 Promote infill development a/Id redevcloprnent to rsvi'tafizs exist.ing CQmmunifies, 
GV P2.2 Promote developments, which prc,vid9 a mbt. of uS&s. 
GV P2.3 Promote .. people scaled," walkab/Q communil:i9s.. 
GV P2.4 Sw,port the pr&SCNation of Slab{9, Siog,l.a..famity neighborhoods. 

SCAG Staff Comments: 

Principle 2 is generally not applicable to the proposed project, except for GV P2.1, with which the 
pro;eot meets consistency. Additional transportation improvements would promote redevelopment 
and higher densmes. 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Diaz 

SCAG No. 120090573 

Prlnclp/0 3: Ertabfo prospor/ry for o/1 people. 
GV P3.1 Providfl, in ench community, a van'ety oi hovsing types lo meet the hovsing needs of 9N il'K;X;>me 

GVP3.2 
GVP3.3 
GVP3A 
GVP3.5 

loV8/S. 
Support educalional oppOttunfties thal promote oolanced growth. 
Ens1.1re environm&ntal justice regard/6ss of taCQ, ethnicity ot income class. 
Svpport Joc81 snd sl8fe fisl;al policies that encoutag& ba!atlOOd growth 
Encourage civic engagement. 

SCAG Slaff Comments: 

Principle 3 is generally not applicable to the proposed project. Gv P3.3 would apptf and generally 
meets consistency. The TSM alternative would not resun In any advo,se impacts. The BRT 
Alternative woukl result in disproportionate adverse impacts 10 aesthB6c msoutces, due to 
removal of mature trees along the Hiltbor Subdivision. The Base LRT Al1emative may res-ult In 
some adverse impacts related to the oorial structure in Hyde Park. However, the Bas0 LR'T 
Alternative Design Optioos would not re&.1I1 in any adverse impacts, 

Principle 4: Promote sustainability for future gonorotlons. 
GV P4.1 Pr900fW ,uraJ, agricultur.,J, (QC(QtJb'onaJ, and environmentally sensitive sreas 
GV P4.2 Focvs dev910pmef)t in urban C6rll61S ond &xfsllng cities. 
GV P4.3 Develop strate{lie$ IO .lccommodare growth that uses resources efficiently, eliminate pollution 

and signif,cantJy red~ wasre. 
GV P4.4 Utffize "green" development techniques 

SCAG Staff Cgmme;ntg: 

Whe,e applicable, SCAG staff finds that the project is generally consis1ent wi;h Principle 4. GV 
P4.1 and 4.4 are not appficable. 

With regard to GV P4.2, the proposed project meets consistency, a.s the project wouk:I run through 
an existing urban area. 

Where a.pplicabte, SCAG staff finds that the project generally meets cons,stency with GV P4.3, 
The DEIS/DEIR doos not discuss waste reduction efforts. From an energy standpoint T~ble 4~55 
(Estimated Energy Consumption) shows that th& TSM, BRT, and LRT alternatives would all result 
in energy savings of et least 44 million BTUs PM yoot. hOf"l'I an air quallty standpoint. per pages 
4-159 and 4-160, the TSM Alternative would meet al SCAOMD cri~tia pollutant thtesholds, while 
the SRT and LIU Alternatives would meet a11 SCAQMD crifecia poltutant thresholdS, exoept NO •. 
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October 26, 2009 
Mr. Diaz 

CONCLUSION 

SCAG No. 120090573 

Where applicable, the proposed projec1 generaily meets consistency with SCAG R8,Qional Transportation 
Plan Goats and Compass Growth Visioning Principles.. 

All feasible moosures noedad to mitigate any Potentially negative regional imp&ets associated with the 
proposed ptoje-ct should be implemented and monitored. as required by CEQA We recommend that you 
review the SCAG list of Mitigation Measures for additional guidance, and encourage you to folkl·w them, 
where applicable to your pr()fect. The SCAG List of Mitigation Measures may bo found here. 
http:l@Wf-scao ca.,goyfjgr/documents/SCAG IGRMMRP 2008.pdf 

'When a project Is or statewide, regional,°' aieavlkle significance, transportation information generated by 
a required monitoring or reporting program shall be $Ubmitted to SCAG as such information becomes 
ceasonably avaltab!G, in aCOOf'dance with CEQA, Public Resouroe Code Sec1ion 21018.7, and CECA 
Guidelines Section 15097 (g). 
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Response to comment 10-27-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 10-27-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 10-27-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro has incorporated the list of SCAG mitigation measures from the RTP where 
feasible and a copy of the FEIS/FEIR has been sent to the commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-27-D. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR has been revised to include the most recent SCAG population, housing, and employment 
forecasts as provided by the commenter. 
 
Response to comment 10-27-E. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR has been revised to include the most recent SCAG population, housing, and employment 
forecasts as provided by the commenter. Tables 4-84 and 4-86 of the FEIS/FEIR have been updated to 
include this information. 
 
Response to comment 10-27-F. 
 
Table 4-4, Comparison of SCAG Polices to the Proposed Project in Section 4-1 of the DEIS/DEIR include 
policies from the Regional Comprehensive Plan as well as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  The 
additional policies from the SCAG RTP suggested by the commenter were evaluated in the FEIS/FEIR for 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 

Response to comment 10-27-G. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates the guidance from SCAG and generally concurs with the consistency 
analysis of the additional RTP policies.  Metro has established a set of comprehensive security activities, 
which are documented in the System Security Program Plan. The main goal of the System Security 
Program is to minimize the threat to and vulnerability of patrons, employees and assets, while 
maintaining awareness of the need for security throughout the Metro organization. All Metro facilities and 
vehicles are designed using Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED). In terms of 
system security, Metro is in cooperation with the following regulatory agencies: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC), Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC).  
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Response to comment 10-27-H. 
 
A discussion of the Compass Growth Visioning effort was included in the land use policy analysis of the 
FEIS/FEIR.  Metro concurs with SCAG that the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would be 
consistent with the principles and strategies of the Compass Growth Visioning Effort.   
 
Response to comment 10-27-I. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  All mitigation measures for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project shall be 
implemented and monitored as provided for in the Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program.  Metro has 
incorporated the list of SCAG mitigation measures where feasible. 
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K.6 Response to Community/Organizations Comments 

COMMENT: 20-01. Baldwin Neighborhood Homeowners Association. 
 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

20-1 

Abbotl, Matthew 

From: c n iteracy@aot com 
Sent: Sunday, 0.."1ober 25, 200911:40 AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Cc: damtienwg@gm~ll <x:rn; CSMnmon&@$Uo:::e$$net net 

Subject: Response to EtRIEISCrerrShaw • South Bay Une 

The Baldwin Ne\Qhborho«J Homeowners Association $Upports a 100% ofalde separated or,oon for tne I A 
Crenshaw light Rail Line with stations al Exposition, King, Vernon and Slauson. 

We ob,ect to l:tie proposed pf:an to run the train at '$lree1 IeveI between 48th to 59th &reehl. 
Clur objeO'ion relates to noise, utety and equ!!Y: for the resident3 cf a Seni-or Facility at 60{h and Crensha.w 
aa elementary ca1hoOc SChool • SL John the E\•anoelisL view Park Preparat«y Mldd!e 300 HIQh scnool near 
Sfauson Md Crensha-,,•. aoo as well. CrMShaw High School. g 
The eaS1-west flo'o'I of traffic at Slauson, which currently back6 up throughout the d.iy, will be furthe1 congested 
with UIe frequency of the t(ain travelir"Q along Qenohaw. 

'Mly ts there 9rade separatlon au atong ttle p<oposed ,oute btJI nOE bemg ooosldered between 481h and $9ttl 
&1teets? 

Carol Tucket. President 
93.ldwln Ne!QhbOrhoOd Homecmners As,oclat'°n 
Post Offce 80)(' 7 81329 
Los Angeles, CA 90016 
<323J 934.22n 
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Response to comment 20-01-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 20-01-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice concerns.   
The noise impact analysis in the FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would be no noise impacts with the 
implementation of mitigation measures.   
 
The segment on Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 60th Street was determined that light rail could 
operate safely without the need of a grade separation.  This determination was based on the availability of 
right-of-way within Crenshaw Boulevard along this section, traffic signal proposed operation 
modifications, and proposed street geometry changes. 
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COMMENT: 20-02. Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Se-nt: 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

20091023085450,p 
<lf{2$K6) 

Smi th. Walter N (Watter.Smilh1@bOsl.com] 
Friday, OC:tober 23, 2009 7:56 AM 
Diaz, Roder ick 
OEIS/OEIR Comments from 8NSF 

200910230&5450.pdf 

Rodei::ic.k : Walt. Smlc h 
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RA/LWAY w-t ... N. Sfflith 
Gtfl~ OWCIOI' 
C~COl'l'&lll'/WCo, 

IIHSP "-itw~ ~•Y 
1•0 E. Ce•M!llt Ori•'9 
Sarl Bcrllllldi:Y.1, C8tr0n'ie 

'"" 

20-1 
Mr Roderiek Olaz. 
Project Manager 
IACMt A 
One Gateway P laza 
MS 99-22·3 
Loo Angel ... CA 90012-2952 

OctOber 22, 2009 

Dear Mt. Olaz; 

This letter is in t8f8'ence to LACMTA;s Release of Crenshaw Transit Corridor Draft El"MronmentaJ 
Impact Statement and Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEJSIOEIR) 

8NSF has completed a ptelimtnary revlew of i;he document and tf'lls letter provides our initial 
oommel'lt$. As you know BNSF retains a property Interest in the HarbOr SubdMsioo Vttlich wil be 
impacted by the Crenshaw Transit CorridOI'. There are active curstomers on the tiartx>r Subdivision 
which BNSJ: must oontinve to serve. 

All important ele:tnent for oonsideretion during the review of ttle plans and the document, Is the fact 
the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) and Fede1al Railway Administration {FRA) has made avaltabte 
joint rule making parameters 'M'llch discuss guiclelin!Qs fOf heavy fre,gh1 rail and fight transit tall 
sharing the same physical corridor. 

A 

ShOUl<I the Crenshaw Transit Corr1d0r pcog1ess, SNSF and LACMTA wlU need to work togethec so that 
that bOth organiz.ations can provide th& respec:dve se.rvice desired as wen as p(0tea the ability to 
maintain theif assets within the corridor. A ma}or Issue addressed in the joint rule making, is the B 
requirement tor sufficient separation between ttie two types of service to insure that each can be 
maintained without impacilrtg the other. tt is p,eferred for ttis separation to be PhY$1cal distance; 
however, in some inttances an appropriate barrier may be aoc:eptable. 

It ~$0 was noted that th8r$ l$ the .n1ent to relocate BNSF's freight tr3Ck to the edge or the prop&Jty. If I 
this oo:vrrs, there must be a tuffldent dearance envelope to al!O\v freight train movement and c 
malntenanoe/svpport activities to occur wllhovt impact to a* cent property interests. 

The items mention above are considered major areas of concern for tile 8NSF; however; we I 
anticipate there will be additional details tnat our two organizatfOns wm need to work through a~ the 
Crenshaw Corridor project progress.Gs. The exis.tjng Shared Use Agreement between BNSF and the D 
LACMTA. governing the Harbor Subdivision, will be a vseful referenc& le> guide bOth parties as we 
contii'lue our discusslon the many ·issuM that will ari$e as we move forward in the foint develc>pment 

Watter N. Smith 
General Director 
Commuter Construction 
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Response to comment 20-02-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that BNSF still retains a property interest in the Harbor 
Subdivision Railroad right-of-way.  In addition, Metro has reviewed the FTA and FRA guidelines for light 
rail transit and freight rail sharing the same corridor and has incorporated these guidelines into the final 
design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
Response to comment 20-02-B. 
 
Metro has coordinated with BNSF throughout the planning process to ensure that both services could 
operate independently of one another and without impacting each other.  Distance between the two rail 
systems was maximized where feasible and in areas where adequate distance could not be maintained, 
barriers will be erected to facilitate the independent operation of the two respective agencies. 
 
Response to comment 20-02-C. 
 
The relocation of the BNSF tracks will occur in a manner to provide sufficient clearance so that 
maintenance/support activities, and operations could occur without impacting adjacent properties along 
the right-of-way. 
 
Response to comment 20-02-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of 
the planning process and has been working cooperatively with BNSF throughout the planning process.   
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COMMENT: 20-03. Chevron Products Co. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Espinoza. Enca (EEspinoza@chevron.com) 

Monday, October 26, 2009 4:43 PM 

Oiat, Roderick 

gcarpenter@elsegundo.org; Craig, Lily; Ctms.Norton@LW.oom; Spackman, ROd (rksp) 
(RSpackman) 

Subject: Che:vr()(I comment Li~ttet - UTA Crenshaw Transit COtridor Ptojocl 

Attachment$: MTA.pdl' 

Sent on bch~_lf of Rod Spac-kmru.1 

<<MTA.pdr» 

E,ic.t 

Erica Espinoza 
Adm inistrative Assistant 

Policy, Government & Public A f fairs 
Chevron Products Co. 
El Segundo Refinery 
324 W. El Segundo Boulevard 
El Segundo, CA 90245 
Tel 310 6 15 5254 
Fox 310 615 5520 
EEsptnoza@dlevron.com 

l l/5n009 
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Chevron 
R.K. (Rod) Ss,•~••1..11 Cli~vron Prod•ct~ Company 

• 
M~ - Po{icy, (joycmmen1 & Publie Afr., in £ 1 &iu:ndo RtfiJ'lf,J')' 

October 26, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Los Angeles Cowlly 
Metropolitan Tru,spo11ation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 201 
Lo.s Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: Comments on the Cn.:nshaw·TranSil CQqjdgr Prgjeqt 

324 W. El Scglltldo Bouk:vm'd 
a S,:gundiu, CA 90245 
Td310 61$S2SI 
Fax 310615 $$20 
,sp~kma,J@.cbC\TQO,Cffll 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report 
State Clearinghouse No. 2007091148 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Crcmhaw Transit Corridor Project 
("'Project") Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Envlronmcntai Impact Report (the 
"DEi.SiR"). Chevron Products Company ("Chevron") has significant concerns ove.r the Project's 
selection of proposed "Site D" as the maintenance and operations facility (the ''Maintenance 
Faeiliry>? located in the City of El Segundo (the "Cityj . After legal consultation, provided a.re 
Chevron's comments on the Project OEIS/R. 

Based on the DE.1S/R 's limited and inconsistent information about Site D. it appears 
possible that the Project oouid preve,it C11e\'ron's El Seg,mdo Refinery (the '·Refinery") from 
using the Union Pacific or BNSF railroad lines th3t run proximate to Sitc-D (the "rail lines"). 
Operation of the Maintenance Facility in El Segundo may interrupt rail service to the Refinery, 
and oonstruetion of the Maintenance Facility would t1ssw·edJy result in rail service interruption. 
Any disruption to the rail lines (eiU,er temporarily or pamanently) would materially impact the 
Refinery by elimioating the use of rail cars to transport large-quantities of Refinery product - an 
essential compo.neot of opemtious. The alternative method for transporting product wooJd be via 
a 0cct of heavy-duty trucks using a new docking station to load product. Even i f feasible (which 
is doubtful, given economical~ technical and regulatory constrnints), this alternative of moving 
produet via truck would trigger a suite of environmental impacts which have o<>t beeo analyi:ed 
in the Project DEIS/R. Our concerns over any potential disruption to I.he Refinery rail lines 
cannot be empliasized enough. 

Chc'Vl'0n is a major <takeholder in the DEIS/R. ·n,e Refinery is one of the largest 
employers in the City aod is one of lhe largest refineries iu California, capable of refining over 
270,000 barrels or crude oil per day. As such, any disruptions in our Refinery operations by tho 

A 

8 
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Project (either temp0rarily or pcmumently) would adversely impact Chevr<m, lhe City, and 
Caliton'lja as a whole. Regrettably, we were not approached by the MelrQpolitan Transportation 
Agency ("MTA'') ,egarding the Projoct and only recendy received notice of the Proj"'-1. 
Co-n~-idering the in:ip0rtance of the Refinery to regional fuel supplies, we are disappointod that 
MTA did not reach out to us as a major stakeholder regarding the Project. 

The Projcot DEIS/R is deficient wider both die California E,,vironmcntal Quality Act 
("CEQA") and tho National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"). The DEIS/R's analysis is 
ti\tally Hawed because it does not disclose, evaluate or mitigate numerous potentially significant 
envi,ronmcotal impa1..is associated with the selection of Site D as the Mai.nttnuncc Facility 
location. The DEIS/R also falls fur short of regulatory requirements to analyze a reasonable 
range of alternatives and cumulative impacts. Site D should be e.ilher eliminated as infeasible or 
ranked as the least preferable alternative site for the Project's Maink.·rumc<: Facility location. 

Ana.Jysis and disclosure of significant environmental impacts resulting from construction 
and operations of the Project is required. To comply with CllQA ond NEPA, the• DEIS/R must 
be rcvisod and recirculated co address d1e com.mems raised i.n this comment letter and in the letter 
submitted by the City ofl!I Segundo (which we incorporote by ,cfcrcnce). 1 111c DEIS/R's 
fundamental defects preclude a meaningful review of the Project by the public or decision• 
makCTS. Failure to revise and recirculate the DElS/R would oon,1itute an abuse of discretion by 
MTA for fhlling to pro<:eed in a manner required by CEQA. 

I. The DEIS/R DO<'$ Not Meet Basic CEQA Requirements For Analyzing 
Environmt·nta.1 Impacts Associ-ated \Vitb Site U 

A. The DEIS/R Does Not Include a Stable, Coher<nt De..:fiption of Site D 

CEQA.roquires an ao-.,-uratc and stable project description in an lllR. Title 14, California 
Code of Regulations, ("CEQA Guidelines")§ 15124; Countyofhryo v. City of Los Angeles, 71 
Cal. App. 3d 185, 199 (1977) (a "firute project desc.-iption is indispensibk to an infonnative, 
legally adequate EJR'"). A project description that omits integral compencnts of tho project may 
result io till EIR Iha! fails to disclose all of the impacts ofciie pr(1jeet. Sanliago County Water 
Di;;t. v. County of Orange, 118 Cal. App. 3d 818, 829 (1981). 

The DEIS/R fails to provide au accurate, stable de;,¢ription of Site D. Although Site Dis 
only a oomponent of the overall project, it is essential to the potential impacts at the Refinecy. 
\Vithout a stable description of Site D. it is impossible for Chevron to evaluate and comment on 
the Projoct in any mcaningM way. The Dl!lS/R 's ruscussion of Site D lacks coherency and 
oonsistcncy. for example, au ael'ial photo diagram identifies Site Das .a landlocked rectangular 
portion of land 14.8 acres ln size, bounded by vacant Janel on 1,vo sides and by existing rail 
oorridorson two other sides. See DEIS/R, pp. ES-1 6, BS-21, and 2-17. However, a list of Site D 
affected pa,cels reveals the 13 parcels have a toial area of29.88 ac,cs. S,,e DEIS/R, Table 4-12. 

Cbevmn•s con1menu arc. focustd(II) the jmpa,c.1s A$$OCiatc:d with Site D becauseofits potential 10 diJtrupl 1be 
Refmery s opera1foos. Nonclhclcss, "~ request that MT A coullider du: <:01JtD1Cois in the coatext of the 
DEIS/k 1\1 a whole bev,tiUi;t: many., if not all, of the comtnCnts arc equally applicable to (be entire documeot 
As such, we te11CS'\'e the right to clu.Ue11se t.lst legal validity of any aspect of lhe DEIS/R's anaJysiit 
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In additio,~ this list of p,ircols docs 001 include either the Union Pacific or the BurlinS10n 
Northern Santa Fe ("llNSF") railway right-of-woy ond, as such, fails to provide an adequate 
description of the nlfccted parcels. See the City's C:Ornmfflt letter fur other e.umplC3 of 1he 
shifting deseripcion or Site D. 

The dl$jointcd, con1licting information about Site D a-ca,cs a legal infumity in the 
DEISIR. Without• mble description. cnvironmenw impllCIS caunot be properly considered. 
Furthennore, it is impossible for the public to wldcrstnnd and comment on the Projcct in• 
thorous), and meaningful way. The DEJS/R mu,1 be revised and recircuJated to address these 
inconsistenefc:i. 

B. Tho OEIS/R Includes an l11con11>lcto t; nvlronmcntal Setting of Sito D 

An ll!R cannot mo.kc a proper assessment of potential environmental effcel> withou1 first 
ctw.r•ctc:rizing the bll$dinc: environment See Sa1-'t'. Our Pl9lin.rnla Comm. v. Mont~ny Cou,uy 
8d. o/Slfl)t!rvison, B1 Cal. App. 4th 99, 120 (2001). Couns have held that a deficient 
descripcion of the environmental setting can taint the entire impoct anal)'Si$. San Jooquln 
Ropwr/Wildlifo R1scuo Ctr. v. Cou,uyofSumlslnllS, 27 Col. App. 4th 713 (1994); Galon,., 
1"""'.)'IV'd, v. Montuey Pe,unsu/a Water Mgml. Di"• 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1122 (1997). 

The DEIS/R f•il• to provide a legally suffic,cm deseriptioo of Site D's eovironmcnt•l 
sClting. Withoul an ucc..·u:ratc environmental ~ ting, it is bnposltl'ble for the 081$/R to M:cumlcly 
evaluate ).lOtOntial environmental impacts associated witl1 Site 0 . The DEIS/R repeatedly refers 
to Sito O as '"vocunt" but a list of parcels and oonccprnal drawings in the DEIS/R strongly 
suggest that Site O includes several buildingg. possibly the rail lines, and potentially parcels thnl 
have e:dstiog Industrial uses. See DEIS/R, pp. 4-75, 4-3 18, C-436. Sec the City's commont 
letter for other cxomplcs or the shifting description of Sir,, D. 

The inconrutcncies in the enviroomcnlal letting undamine the DIES/R's dctcrminallon 
thm then, WOllld be no sig,,ificant impacts associated with using a "vacant" Site O fi>< th, 
Maint,nancc Facility. The DEISIR must be rovued and rocirculated to addres$ the 
inconsistencie!I in the envir<>MIMW ~ting. 

C. The OEIS/R Fails To Analyze Numerou,- Sfgni0cagl Enviroon1e11tal lmpacll 
Auodated With Site D 

Au BIR must be prepared with a suffic.ient dcgrco of analysis to provide docislon-mnkcrs 
with the infonnotion needed to make an in1eUiget1t judgment concemiag a project's 
environmental lmpac,.i. CEQA GuideLines § 15151; Nopo Citizens/or HoMSt Gov'/ v. Napa 
County Bd. o/Sup<n#Ms. 91 Cal. 4th 342,356 (2001). CEQA also requires an analysis or 
indirc:ct project impacu. CEQA Guidelines§ 15126.2(a). Ahhough thcRelinuy may not be 
directly impa<:tcd by the selc:ctioo of Site D, anydillnlption of1be nul lines would dnmatkally 
impair the Rcfinay's Op<nrioos, lriggeriog the occd to Sllbstitme a la,ge fleet ofbeavy-duly 
bucks fur the current USC or roil c:ars. This change in use is a reosonably foreseeable 
ooosequcnoc of selecting Site D and disrupting the roil lines, and thus must be anal)'7.cd under 
CEQA, S,,e CEQA Guidelines § IS04(dX3}; 15358(aX2); El Dorado Urdon High Sch. Dist. v. 
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City of Placerville, 144 Cal. App. 3d 123 ( 1983) (an EIR's ru1alysis of indirect effocts includes 
a<.,1ions that are a foreseeable oonscquence of the project). 

The DEIS/R fuils to analyze the indirect environmental impacts on the Refinery 
associated with selecting Site D. ln fact., it appears that the Refinery i:,; only mentioned once in 
the eutire DEISIR, with respect to an arcltaeological reconnaissance survey. Sec DEIS/R, p. 4-
276. Any disruption oflhc rail lines - even a temporary disruption - would likely require u,e 
Refinery to sub.~itut.e trucks for the current use of mil cars to transport Refinery product. Such o 
switch from rail cars to trucks would require a .substantiaJ truck fleet a1ong "~th the construction 
of a new truck docking station. Based on 2009 data, the Refinery would have to use 
approximately 100 to 200 !nicks per day to replace tho Refinery's currentu.;c of rail cars. This 
represents approximately IO to 20 trucks per hour over a l 0--bour workday. or approximately one 
truck even' 3 to 6 minutes. The DEIS/R does not even consider, let alone: analyze. or attempt to 
mhigate, the re--d.8on~bly foreseeable impacts from truck traffic as..wciated with Site D. 11le 
following outlines a partial suite of environmenta) impacts that may result, based on the limited 
infom1ation available at this time. 

1. Air Qualiry - The addition of approximately 100 to 200 !nicks per day 10 
replace U1e Refinery's current use of rail <:an; may cause an increase in criteria pollutant 
emissions. Diesel truck traffic may also genetatc an increase in diesel particulate matter 
('"DPM") emissions relative to the rail Cllnl. Toe California Air Resources Board has indicated 
that ''[r]educing diesel particulate emissions is one ofgts] highest irublic health priorities and the 
focus of a comprehensive starewide CQtitrOJ program., Air impacts should be considered. 

2. Gr,,nhouse Gases-The addition of' 100 to 200 trucks per day to replace 
lhe Rctin<.,'fY,S curreot tL'ie of rail cars would also cause an increase in greenhouse gas emissions 
relative to chc rail cars. This increase over ''business.as.usual" <.,missions may be incousistent 
with the-goals of AB 32 and may constitute a significar1L environmental impact under CEQA, 

3. Trafftc - The addition of approxwatcly I 00 to 200 trocks per day- which 
amounts to 01\e truck every 3 to 6 minutes - may impact intersections and freeways du:rin.g peak 
periods. Refinery operations demand export of product during the workday. 

4. Environ.mt>.nta/ ./'u$JU..!e-The City's comment letter documents the 
serious environmental conocms associated wilh Site D. The addition of approximately JOO to 
200 trucks per day has the potential to cause environmental impacts on the community. 

S. Noise - The addition o( approximately I 00 to 200 trucks per day could 
lead 10 increased noise in proximity to office, n...1ail, and other commercial uses-. A noise 
assessment should be prepared to evaluate I.his potential impacL 

D. The DEIS/R failed to Conside,r a Rea1onable Range of Alte.r11atives 

California Air ReM!urocs Board, Air Q\laliry nnd Laod the. HaMbook., 200.S. 
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The DEJS/R must develop and analyze an~• feasible altemative that wou1d result in fey;er 
environmental impao1s than the Project. 14 Cal. Code Reg,s. § 15 I 26.6, 23 Cal. Code Regs. 
§ 3777(oX2), Public Resouro,s Code§ 21 159. Wheo analy;>ing alternatives, the DlllS/R is 
required to compare tho impacts of the alternatives \vith those that tvould re."-'llll from the Project. 
&, 14 Col. Code Regs.§ J5126.6(d). 

The OElS/R attempts to include an evaJuation of all reasonable alternatives with respect 
to transit options (see DEIS/R, p. 2--1). but the document fails to provide a detailed alteoiativcs 
anal}sis to the potential Maintenance Facility locations. See DEIS/R, p. 2-16. Admilledly, lhe 
DElS/R includes a type of screening table that considers four poLential Maintenance FaciJity 
locations, which are ranked in order of preference, w ith Sile D ranked as lhe roost preferred. See 
Table 2-3 (discussing attributes of Sites A d1rougJ1 D). This sc,eening 1able, however, falls far 
short of CEQA requiremenlS for a detailed, meaningful al1erna1ives analysis. Tho methodology 
of die screening is entirely unknown, the ranking system is not ideulified. and tbe values nppcar 
arbitrary or at least not based on substantial evidence. See DEIS/R, p. 2-16. In short. the 
screening anaJysis in Table 2-3 appears more like a "back of the enve1ope" or preliminary 
assessment than a real alternatives analysis as required under CEQA and NEPA. Table 2-3 fails 
to consider the numerous negative attributes about Site D that are raised .here and in lhe City's 
comment letter. See OEJS/R, p. ES-26, 3-85. If these negative attributes were considered, Site 
D would likely have been eliminated as iitfeasible or ranked as the least preft,.Td.ble alternative. 

A seminal CEQA ca~e involves a similarly deficient alternative analysis as the DEIS/R's 
consideration of the Mainteoance FaciWy location. In Mowttain Lion Foundation. v. Fish and 
Game Comm 'n, environmental groups chnllen,ged th.e California Fish & Game Commission's 
decision to rernove the Mojave ground squirrel from the threatened species list under tho 
California Endangered Species Act in part because of a failure to adequately consider 
allematives in iis BIR. 16 Cal. 41h IOS, 110-11 1,137 (1997). The court found that the CEQA 
requirement to analyie alternative:, "ensures thc..TC is evidence of the public agency's actual 
consideration or alternatives .. . and reveals to citizens the analytical process by which the public 
agency arrived at ibl decision." Jd. aL 134 (emphasis added). The "public agency bears the 
bul'\l~n Q( •IJiTJ!llively ?rot9U§!r\lling lbat, ,,!bi, «g~ncy's flpprova! of the proposed projecl 
following meaningful oon~ideration ofaltcrnatives." Id. (emphasis added). Accordingly, the 
oourt rejected the Fish & Game Commission's BIR for only providing a cursory, unsubstantiated 
alterolllives analysis, 

Similarly, lhe DEIS/R fails 10 show the "analytical process" by which Site D was selected 
as the preforred Maintenance Facility location. Tablc-2~3 does not ''affirmativel)• demonstrate" 
that th<: selection was based on "a meaningful consideration of the alternatives." On the oonttary~ 
the sc-rcening analysis in Table 2·3 is opaque and confusing, making it impossible to discern how 
the ranking was achieved. This oonclusion of deficiency is reinforced by the fact that none of the 
negative attributes about SiteD raised here or in the Cit).-Js comment Jetter were included in 
Table Dor Table 2-3, 

There arc other feasible alternatives that would result in fewer environmental impact$ 
than Site D, which the DEIS/R ls obligated to develop and analyze. See MounJain lion Found, 
16 Cal 4th. JOS. For example, the DEIS/R should consider lhe following feasible alternatives: 
(1) expand o.nc• or moro existing bus or rail maintenance facilities; (2) use 1wo or more sma)ler-
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maintcnanoe facilities instead of a single maintenance facility; (3) use a oonfiguration of the Site 
D location that ensures the rail Hnes would not be disrupted, even temporarily~ (4) use Sites A 
and C as a single or combined facility, since theses sites were eliminated based or1 1h_e faulty 
screening analysis; and (5) oomplete a new search for an environmentally superiQr Maintenance 
Facility location based 011 a screening analysis that includes the infonnation obout Site D 
included in this letter and in the City's comment letter. 

E. The DEIS/R Did Not Prcpart a Sufficient Cumu,111.th•e Impacts Analysis 

An EJR must include a detailed and infonnative cumulative impactS analysis. Fn'ends of 
the Old Trees v. Dept. of Forestry & Fire Protection. S2 Cal. App. 4th 1383, 1393 (1997) 
(overturni11g environmental docwnent prepared under a certified regulatory program for failing 
to prepare adequate cumulative impacts assessment); MoU1Uain Lion Coalitit>n v, Fish and Game 
Comm 'n, 214 Cal. App. 3d I 043 (1989)(same). The DErS/R discussion of cumulative impacts 
related to Site D, however, is cUfS(),y. While the imp•cts of Site D .,.. analyzed with rcspc<:t to 
transportation and other such categories (See Table ES-8), thcre is no oomprehen:i.i.ve cumulative 
impacts section in the DElS/R relaling to Site D. 

There is one conclusory chart that purports to identify the eumulotivc impact, of the 
Maintenance Facilily JQCa.t-ions; minimal, j( any, unalysis or discussion is providod. See DEIS/R, 
p. ES-I 02, Table ES-9. None oflhe negative attributes of Site-D raised ho7e or in the City's 
comment letter were addressed io the cumulative impacts analysis. 

A conclusory cumulative impact assessment similar to the DEIS/R was rejected in 
Whitman v, Board of Supervisors, where the EIR's analysis consisted of on.ly m.i.nimaJ references 
to cumulative impacts. 88 Cal. App. 3d 397 (1979). The coun held that this analysis was plainly 
deficient; noting that the discussion lacked even a "minimal degree of specifidty or detai1," ruld 
I.he discuss-ion must be more than a conclusion "devoid of any reasoned an.a1ysis." Id. at 4 11 ; :ree 
also San Joaqwn Rapror/lf'ildlife Rescue Ctr. v. County of Stanislaus. 27 Cal. App. 4th 713 
(1994). 

The DEIS/R must include a thorough cumulative impact assessment with regard to Site 
0 , lts failure to do so demonstrates that lhe document is insuflicient and fatally nawed under
CJ:iQA and NEPA. As sucl~ the DEISIR needs to be revised and recirculated. 

F. Th• PubUc Comment Period Should Be.Extended To Allow A Meaningf11I 
Rh'iew of the- Projt.-c1· 

The public notice period fot the Project should be extended beyond the minimum 45-day 
comment period required by CEQA. Public Rewuroc, Code§ 2109l(a). The comment period 
can be up to 60 days for• l)-pical EUR and can be extended under unusual circ\lmstances. CEQA 
Guidelines§§ JS087(e), ISIOS(a). Given lhooomplcotity of the Project, tho full 60-dayp11blic 
commen.t period should have been provided. lnsiead, the public review and comment period for 
this substantial Project has been shonened. Considering MT A• s fai lure to reach out to Chevron 
which is• major s1akeholder that could be significantly impacted by tho selection of Site D, lhc 
current 45-day public comment period is legally deficient und should be c~tcndod. 
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n. The Fun<bmcntal Flaws In lhe DEIS/R Pree.Jude a Meaningful ·Review of The 
Project By The Publk and D<cislon-Makcrs, Requiring Recirculation of the DEIS/R 

The California Supreme Court has unequivocally held that when new information 
identifies a previo1L~ly undisclosed significant impact i 1t a draft EIR. recirculation is mandated. 
Vineyard Area Citizen$ for Respomible. Growth v. Cily of Rane/to Cordo~·a, 40 Cal. 4th 412. 447 
(2007). Tiie DEIS/R does not meet the requirements of CEQA. lhe document's defects are 
systemic, precluding meaningful review by the public and decision-makers. 1he DEIS/R must 
be revised and recirculated to account for the substantial new infomiation about the significant 
environ.mentaJ impacts associated witl1 Site D identified in this comment letter and the-City's 
comment letter. S.e Public Resources Code§ 21092.1; Title 14, California Code of Regulations, 
§ 15088.S(a). The MTA mu.st follow all CEQA noticing requirements when tlte DEIS/R is 
(e(:irculated. and C]).e\ll'(ln requests that it be involved. as a major stakeholder. 

cc: Jack Wayt, City of El Segundo 
Mark Hensley, City of El Segundo 
Lily Craig, Chevron 
Steven D. Schell, Chevron 

Very truly yours, 

R. K, (Rod) Spackman 
Moru1g<T- Policy, Govc:rnment & Public Affairs 

Christopher H. Norton, Latham & Watkins LLP 
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Response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. Nonetheless, no rail service interruption would have resulted 
from a Maintenance Facility considered at Site D.  
Response to comment 20-03-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-C. 
 
The El Segundo Refinery is located more than one mile away from any of the proposed alignments.  
During the initial noticing of the Crenshaw/LAX project, the Refinery was not considered to be a 
stakeholder in the project based on this distance and the unlikelihood that the proposed project would 
interfere with the Refinery’s operations or any rail service servicing the Refinery.  Potential Maintenance 
Site D, which was incorporated into the proposed project at a later date, has since been removed for 
consideration.      
 
Response to comment 20-03-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A.  A reasonable range of alternatives and cumulative impacts were 
analyzed in the DEIS/DEIR and are described in detail under Sections 2.0, Alternatives and 4.0 Affected 
Environment in the DEIS/DEIR. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-E. 
 
Analysis and disclosure of significant environmental impacts resulting from construction and operation of 
the project were identified in the DEIS/DEIR.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro 
Board of Directors eliminated both Sites B and D from the proposed project and called for an additional 
evaluation of potential sites during advanced conceptual engineering to identify another preferred site.  
The evaluation of additional maintenance sites constituted new information and, therefore, the new 
potential maintenance sites identified underwent a supplemental environmental review.  All commenters 
who commented on the maintenance facility sites in the DEIS/DEIR, were notified of the additional site 
analysis and asked to resubmit comments based on the revised site analysis.  The public was solicited to 
participate in the initial identification process and a public meeting with a hearing was held to receive 
comments when the revised analysis was circulated.   
 
Response to comment 20-03-F. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-G. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
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Response to comment 20-03-H. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-I. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-J. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-K. 
 
While the 45-day comment period was not officially extended, all comments received after the close of the 
comment period until March 2010 were addressed and included in the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 20-03-L. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-03-E. 
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COMMENT: 20-04. West Adams Neighborhood Council. 
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October 19, 2009 

Roderick Diaz 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

WEST ADAMS NEIGHBOAHOOD COUNCIL 

2528 West Blv<l. 
Los Angeles, CA 90016 

323 998-9000 

Los Angeles County Mctropoli1an Transportation Authority 
Crenshaw-South Bay Transit Linc Project Manage, 
One Gateway Plaza, MIS 99-22"3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
diazroderick@metro.net 

Re: Crenshaw-South Bay Line Draft EIR/S 

DEPMTIEff Of 
NIEIGtl&OfaotOOO EMPOWfftMDfT 

,~1u.s, 2CCWii01,1mtt.'1 
l.06 AIIGflE&. <;,, $)OU 

"ffl.8'MiJNe fti)j .. ,. 
~ ,.,., 

l',\11;~~ e.M:...,..--.cwv 
8($,l(;IHltfMl,I 11111 

Oll)lqW.~ -~-

The West Adams Neighborhood Council (W ANC) is a certified City of Los Angeles 
neighborhood council rcprescntillg over 20,000 stakeholders. After much community 
discussion, W ANC unanimously adopted' the following position ~ the Crenshaw-South 
Bay Transit Line study. 

The WANC requests that the cntin: Crenshaw Boulevard portion of the Crenshaw Light Rail 
Line be placed underground with stations at Exposition Blvd, Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd, 
Vernon A vc .. and Slauson A vc. 

Arca stakeholders an: particularly concemed about the ~ety ofohildren, elderly, the disabled 
and motorists along the corridor. South L.A. is already home to America's dcadlie,;t light rail 
lioc, MTA's Blue Linc, which has ral:en 95 lives and maimed and injun:d thousands more in 
over 842 reported accidonts to date. Stal:ebo)de,'s lives should not be placed in jeopardy by 
225-ton trains traveling at high speeds down Crenshaw Blvd. The only way the safety issue can 
be adequately mitigated is by placing the mil line underground on Crenshaw Blvd. 

The noise, vibration, and traffic impactS of at-grade croosings are also of profound concem. To 
add 24 Crenshaw Linc crossings per hour during rusb hour to the 24 proposed Exp<> Line 
crossings at the problematic Exposition/Crenshaw cn,ssing will lead to a train crossing every 75 
seconds and total gridlock for the area. 

20 - 3 
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As the center of Los Angeles' African-American community, Crenshaw Blvd is currently home 
to many public events and street festivaJs that would not be possible ·with an at-grade line. 

Furtbennore, proposing at-grade C(OSSing.i in South )...A. on the Crenshaw Line when the rail is 
proposed to be 100% underground when it is extended north of the 1- 10 freeway would be yet 
another case of environmental injustice perpetrated by the MTA and the region's ltanSpOrtation 
agencies. Jefferson Park deserves the same treatment as Haneoek Pad:. We.,t Adams deStrves 
the same treatment M the conununi1-ies on Wilshire. 

Be advised the 

Sincerely, d . / , 
~~ 

Hattie Babb 
President 

mt 
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Response to comment 20-04-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade segment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Significant improvements to safety design and operation for light rail transit within Los Angeles have 
occurred since the inception of the Metro Blue Line.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that a less-than-
significant impact to safety would occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Achieving 
pedestrian safety near the operation of a light rail transit line is the result of several conditions, including 
safety oriented design, light rail operator training, and public education.  When the light rail transit line is 
at-grade, it would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised 
curb.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations during protected 
pedestrian signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety along the proposed 
LRT line will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro standards for crossings. Each crossing 
will be reviewed during design based on the California Public Utilities Report “Pedestrian – Rail Crossings 
in California”. Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the LRT tracks will be controlled using 
normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be provided at the traffic signals 
for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. A pedestrian refuge area will be provided in the 
median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the 
tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  
Each crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on site visits and engineering design.  The 
evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation measures identified in the Safety and 
Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of safety at crossings.  The final determination of 
safety measures to be implemented near school zones is determined through consultation and approval by 
the California Public Utilities Commission. 
 
Response to comment 20-04-B. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR determined that a less-than-significant impact to noise and vibration would occur with the 
implementation of mitigation measures.  
 
The traffic analysis acknowledges that there would be a significant and unavoidable traffic impact at the 
Crenshaw Boulevard/Exposition Boulevard intersection.  The at-grade portion of the alignment from 39th 
Street to Exposition was determined to be physically infeasible.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 into 
the project definition would eliminate this traffic impact. 
 
Response to comment 20-04-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.    
 
There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated 
and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among 
options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of 
Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as 
public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions 
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have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation 
measures have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on 
adjacent minority or low-income communities.  No adverse effects related to environmental justice were 
identified with the light rail transit system at street level. 
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COMMENT: 20-05. Neighbors for Smart Rail. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Colleen Mason {cmasonheller@yahoo.com] 

Monda-/, October 26, 2009 3:33 PM 
Oiat, Roderick 

crenshaw@fi:xe:xpo.org 

Crenshaw Corridor Transit Project DEIR Comments 

Attachments: NFSR Cienshaw Corridor.pdf 

1~ -ar r-.fr. Rt)(ferick. 

AtLac"hed hcrcl9, in Por: fon:m11. are Lhe (.'Qnsidcred ~.(lntment,; Qf' Neig.bbQ1~ For Stnart Rail (NFSR) that 
we kindly request 1>e entered into th t DEIR of th.a Crenshaw Transit Corrido1· t>roject. 

·numkyou since(ely, 

0.)lleet'I Mas.Ofl Heller 
NFSR, V_ic.e Pro;.idtnt 
., J0-8J7-865 I 

1vsnoo9 
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October 26, 2009 

Roderick Oi:1z. Project Man:tgeJ' 
Los A.ngck~ CouuLy tvfotrupolitan Trsmportalfon Authority 
One G•kway Plaza, MIS 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

20 - 4 

Thank you for the opportunity Co conuntut on the• Cr,m.shaw Corridor Transit Project (Crenshaw 
Linc or ''tho proj.¢ct"), Ncigbbon., for Smart Rail (NFSR) submits this let1..:r in response to the 
draft e,wironinental impact repon (U61R) for the project here.by requ~sts that these comments b~ 
included in the administrative record. 

INTRODUCTION. 

Nei_ghbor~ for Sma11 R,·1il (Kf'SR) is a non-profit Ca1ifon·1ia corr>0ration (26 lJ.S.C. § 501 (c)(3)) 
conipri.sed of a coalltioo of homeowners' associations. cooimttnity groups and Ulla.ffili,ned 
-.;_itizc-u.<i: who support lhe devc:lopmeot of intelligent trao:spor1atioo solutions for Los Angeles 1ha1 
ate safo. well-planned, eJfo.:ient itnd conform to dk: higbc~t lederal $tandard~ for :--afety. 
en"'ironniental impacu-. and tranxportation be-nefiLS. Our goal is to examine and intloe:nce the. 
proocs.s of transi>or1.:tt:ion planning in Los A.nge1cs :md thus to impro,•c. the final produ.::t Though 
tr:ms.portalion projcc-ls may take yc:u:s to pltw and build, their bcocfits and imp:,cls arc. measured 
in decades. Cous.equeutly~ safety and public uecd and ncc-eptunce are the p..-e1Jtisc from which we 
composed our comments in response to the G'r-eushaw Trru.1sit Corridor Draft Enviromnental 
Impact Report, 

I. SAFETY. 

1-\n at•grnd~ street rwming light rail alignnwnt that pulS pedes1riau.1' and vehicles al coutimL1I risk 
for catastrophic iocidents does oot ~ rve the public n\!.ed for transportation. To comply with 
C£QAIN£PA requirements that.,lll reason,lble altemativ~ for the project be consid~d, an 
underground aligiuneut of the Crenshaw Line must be studi~d for all segments oftb-e project, 
including south of the l-10 Freeway. Gtade separated roil Wldeoiably provides ittc.reased b·.avel 
benefits. enhaocitS safety e:--.-pone11tial1y, aod eliminatts the se.vere eovironmeotal impacts caused 
by rail ,u grade. fo consider.atioo of tlte tmg.ic history of the rvtTA Blue Line, still the deadliest 
ligh[ rail line in the nation~ i.1 ,vould he Hnconscionable to infl ict yet another at-grade train proje..:-t 
through Los Angd~' majority rninority cot'lln lwlities. If it is reasooable to consider grade 
separations on .. s.oine" projects in .. sornt:' 11eighbort1oods then the same <lnalysis. must be 
~C)J1~jdered reasonabk before CBQAINEPA in ~11 com.1nuuities. 

·111e ri.•ITA Grade Cro~~ing Policy (GCP) i:- not a sa.fl!ty based ()1)licy. It i~ not a rdiable tool for 
dc1cmnining what cn.llSsing.1> can be saJbly gn1dc. ~c-paral.cd. Traffic count5 nud tr11in frcqueucics. 
wbich 0Je GCP currcully uses I.() dctenuillC what c...-rossingi; wm be-grade se-p::u:alod, 1e1J Hui~ 
alxmL the sjte- condjtious (j.c:., pt>pulaLil:m <ler'l$ jty. demog.rn.phic pn.>JiJ~. locaJjQn of $CUSitiVe 

A 
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rcccpLon- likc s..:bools and lwrnt:s) of a11 alignment or trrn;Sings that may rnnkc il l:utt ardous. lo 
addition, ii is u fac t that lrall'ic coun[s, Jik6 any data, can bl! maoipuJated a.nd thl.1$: may produce 
concJusions al odds v,1itb safety in ;;i re:nJ environment. Gnidc-scparalcd mil is s~fcr th;in at-gr.idc
rail aud thus must be cousidcrcd c1wironrucn1ally superior. Further. raj] lhnl is buil1 below gr:tdc 
climioalcs additional adverse: i.mpads lbaJ c lc\1ulc:d rail m:1y not 

II. Traffic 
NFSR offers tlmt iiny ai-grodc aligumcnt in the Crcmhaw c-0rridor will :1dvcr.;cly i.mpacl poor 
performing intersections and streets in South Los Angel<M U1at have long sine~ exceeded 
cap.tcity. Grade separatjon of rail crossi1,igs diminat~ the adverse impacts of at-grade rniJ and 
thus it should be studi~d as miligatiou for those imp~~cts. 

Ilf. f..conomic Impacts 

Under CEQAINEPA tJ1e adverse economic impacts caused by a change. in the e1wlronineru 
a.ttribui..,ble to a projeet 1111L-tt be idc::_1.11ified, st1.1die.d and mitig_ated. 11,e e.:onomic impact._ C-lflL"'itd 

by the Cren:;h:w•• l.ine. m tL'.l be studie.d for area IH1sines~e5; and properly owne.rs, for l>oth Lht 
coostructior1 period .:t.lld after the trains begio sel'Vice. 111e adverse eco11omic in-1pacts must be 
compared for :,JJ tn1in und crossjug designs. indudiug below grade, lo dctenuine the 
environmentally !;,upetior ()pl.ion. 

JV. Air Ounlilx Im2:tc1s-Qrecnhouw Gnsc-s 

t-\t-£Fuck nUJ \Viii .:nuse addWonJ1l tr11fjjc .:oogestion and thms additicmal taH-pipcd e-n1jssfou.$ at 
rail-blocked intersections. f m1hier, the production of additional Gre~nhouse Gasl!s will increase 
and thus needs to be studied ~nd compared for at-grade and gr..-dc-scparntc<.t mil. Any reduction 
in air <1uality must be. considered adverse uud ,:.·arcfully cvahiatcd in light of the projcct·s 
proximity to any sensitive receptors such as schools, conummity centers, homes, churches,. senior 
centers. or hospitals, housing or confining children. the elderly. or those with compromised 
healtl1. near 1be source oflhe adverse impac1s. Grad• separawd crossing,; will eliminate tl1<1 
1uajority of advel'sc air quality Md Gre . .eohouse Gas impacts-of the Crensb,lw Line. 

TI1.ank you sin~rdy for this opportunity to comment on the-Cr~nsh,lw Transit C'otTidor DEIR 
NFSR looks forwatd to you careful considetatioo aod response to our cone.ems ex pre.ssie:d hetein. 

Terri Tippit., Pre~ident 
Ct')lleen !vta..-.ou Hel1er, Vic.e Presideot 
Neig.hbo,·s For Smart Rail 
P.O. 0()X 64496 
Loi:; Ang.des~ CA 90064 
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Response to comment 20-05-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-05-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to determine if the 
project would cause disproportionate adverse impacts related to transit service equity, traffic congestion, 
parking, displacement, community cohesion, health issues, historical, archaeological, paleontological, 
community facilities, economic vitality and employment opportunities, safety and security, and 
construction.  The following considerations were utilized in the environmental justice evaluation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative: 

 Whether the proposed project would provide transit equity; 
 Whether the proposed project would have any potential adverse effects that would be 

disproportionally borne by minority and low-income communities; and/or 
 Whether low-income communities have had opportunities to actively participate in the 

planning of the project. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated 
and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among 
options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of 
Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as 
public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions 
have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation 
measures have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on 
adjacent minority or low-income communities. 

Section 12 of the Metro Rail Design Criteria is used for safety, security, and system assurance.  Safety is a 
primary consideration through the evolution of each Light-Rail Transit and Heavy Rail Transit System, 
from preliminary engineering through revenue operations.  To achieve safety goals, all applicable codes 
and regulations, augmented by modern safety engineering technology and industry standards, are to be 
used to ensure that each Metro Rail Line achieves a level of safety that equals or exceeds that of the rail 
transit industry.  Safety can be achieved by eliminating, minimizing, or controlling hazards through 
analysis, review, and design selection. The objectives of the safety program are the elimination or control of 
condition that may endanger human life or property.  It includes acceptable and unacceptable hazardous 
conditions.  Unacceptable Hazardous Condition means a hazardous condition determined to be an 
unacceptable hazardous condition under the Accident /Hazard Matrix set out at APTA’s Manual for the 
Development of Rail Transit System Safety Program Plans.  Acceptable Hazardous Condition means a 
hazardous condition inherent to the operation of the transit system which, based on review and 
concurrence of the transit agency management and the Department, is impractical to eliminate, but may 
require special procedures to reduce risk of accident.  Identified hazards shall be eliminated or controlled 
as applicable, using the following hierarchy of hazard resolution: 
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1. Design for Minimum Hazard 
To the extent permitted by cost and practicality, identified hazards shall be eliminated or controlled by the 
design of equipment and facilities. 

2. Safety Devices 
Hazards that cannot reasonably be eliminated or controlled through design shall be controlled to the extent 
practicable to an acceptable level through the use of fixed, automatic, or other protective safety design 
features or devices. Provision shall be made for periodic functional checks of safety devices. 

3. Warning Devices 
When neither design nor safety devices can reasonably, effectively, eliminate or control an identified 
hazard, devices shall be used to the extent practicable to detect the hazard and to generate an adequate 
warning signal to provide for operating personnel/public reaction. Warning signals and their application 
shall be designed to minimize the probability of incorrect operating personnel/public reaction to the 
signals. 

4. Procedures and Training 
Where it is impossible to reasonably eliminate or adequately control a hazard through design or use of 
safety and warning devices, procedures and training shall be used to control the hazard. Precautionary 
notation shall be standardized, and certain safety-critical tests shall require certification of personnel. 
Furthermore, the Metro Grade Crossing Policy does actively consider safety at each crossing. Safety is a 
major factor at any determination of a grade separation. Constant consultation with CPUC also dictates a 
heavy emphasis on safety in early system planning and design. 

Response to comment 20-05-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade segment along Crenshaw Boulevard.  
Response to comment 20-05-D. 
 
Chapter 4-13 of the DEIS/DEIR analyzes the economic impact of the No Build, TSM, BRT, LRT, and LRT 
design options Alternatives in compliance with CEQA and NEPA.  As none of the anticipated long-term 
operational economic and fiscal impacts of the project alternatives would be substantial adverse effects, no 
mitigation would be required.  The results of this analysis factored into determining the environmentally 
superior option.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to 
communities during construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of 
the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to 
members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the 
alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 20-05-E. 
 
The commenter refers to the air quality impacts from increased congestion resulting from operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology 
and analysis. 
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A localized air quality analysis, which includes the emissions from automobiles queuing at intersections, 
determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would not be exceeded during the operation of 
the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of automobile 
trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
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COMMENT: 20-06. Natural Resources Defense Council. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 
To : 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Goldbe,g, Sherry [sgoldberg@nrdc.org) 

Monday, Octobef 26, 2009 4:22 PM 

Oiat, Roderick; rayrnond sukys@fta.dot.gov 

Martinez, Adriano 

Crenshaw Corridor DE~-R Comments 

Attachments: Crenshaw Couido1 DEIS-R Comments 10-26-2009 pdr 

Good afternoon, 

Please sae Iha attached oomments ,eia~d to the oran Envlronmeotal Impact St1..-dy/En111ronmen1a1 Impact R~port 
CEJS/R') for the Crensnaw Transit Corridor Project 

Thank '/~. 

Sherry Goldberg, 
Coo11oonlct1ionsaod 6tlv11w1111c11W.AlSlk CPtO~lfll As;{Mw 
~:llmll Rcwm «1'! o«ws.e C(ll(,ctl lNR.DC'.I 
Ul4 ~~ Slttd. 
S~l MOOlcl. C,\ ?IXOI 
Td . J I0.O~.2300 F&.\!: J IOJU-t:?39!1 
!..~ 
,A f'u:-atlo coM.tdcr I.be c-ovin>s\lne-nt bci,n: prmUl1ij ttu, t!nxul 

111snoo9 
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www.nrdc.org 

~ DC 
Y'lo1 r ... ,.,...St.UO.•"" 

Octl>ber 26, 2009 

Roderick Oiaz 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Crenshaw-South Say Transit Line Froject Manager 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22·3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012·2952 
dia zroderick@metro.net 

Raymond Sukys 
Federal Transit Administration - Region IX 
RegDn IX Director of Aanning and Program 
201 Mi$Sion Street, 5uile 2210 
San Francisco, CA 94105-1926 
raymond.•uky$@fla.dot.gov 

Re: Crt:nsh•wTransit Corridor Project 

Dear Mr. Diaz and Mr: Sukys: 

20-5 

NATI.JR."!. RESOVRCES DEFEPf5£: COUNCIL 

On behalf of the Natural Resources Defense Council ("NRDC"}, I am prov.::ling commants on the 
Or,,ft Envronmental Impact Stvdy/Envin:>nrnentol Impact Report ("EIS/R") for the Crenshaw 
Tr,,nsit O:>nidor Project, We are plea<ed ti> ... !hat the Los Angel .. O:>unty Meiropoliton 
Tr>nsportali<>n Authority ("MTA") is pushing p<Ojects ti> feduce autl>mObile, depend~ in th• 
region and provide. tr.msit-dependent corrrnunities with rrore effective options to m:ive 
throughout the region. Concurrently, we are concerned that the MTA is not considering and 
analyzing key issues ,aised by seve.ral cormu,l'lity groups in the study area- namely, the need to 
prevent at-grade crossings in many communities of colcx- in the stooy area. These transportation 
equity i$$ues remain ovcial ai we rrove Loi Angele$' outd.ate::I b'clnsportation system into a 
modem system with the amenities one would expect from the naOOn~ second largest city. 

tlRDC's concerns play out in MTA~ prbritization of projects throughout the, region. Excessive 
allocations for highway widening projects, induding the 1~710 expanS'K)fl projects and the l~"fOS· 
Sepliveda project, ha¥e stal'\led funds fof' transit projects that need m:tre resources and would 
provide dear benefits to lhe region. The Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project is a prime exa~e of 
this problem. This projec.t should gamer wkle and 1,r1animous support from 4// oomm..mities
afong this Une. Instead. the project has generated criticism from several groups becat.llSe of the 
propositd atijrade crossings in their oomrnunities. The advocates raising these concerns tend to 
repre.sent corrrnuni6es of color that have long been promised more equity in the transportation 
system. This attempt to sh:ut·change these residents ca.nnot be tolerated, and this should be 
fixed in this eiwironmentaf n!:Vi~ docurre.nt. Accon:fingl"y, we ~cou~ e>cploration of h::,w to 
ensure this project is safer, deaner and more equital:le by eliminating at-grade crossings.. 

We remain exceptionally concerned that until MTA progra~ our transportation dolt,;,rs more 
efl¥!ctively, these types of skirrrishes wil continue to arise over projects that everybody .stioukl 
support, V\~ are rrore than willing to work with MTA to ensure its funding priorities better 

13~ Second Sueet 
$,;nt,;1.Mom~ CA 90,IO<f 

Til.)10 4,34•2300 
fAX )10 4)4·2)99 
l(OVl'vly-..llf:<:(.IHl',pc• 

.NEW YQi;tl( • WA$>11t(GTON, OC • SAN ~0.SOO • &~IJ!NG • CH!CACO 

...... 
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www.nrdc.org 

Roderick Diaz, MTA and Raymond Sukys, FTA 
October 26, 2009 
Page 2 of 2 

represent the need to eliminate congestion, Improve ,eglonal and localized air quality, reduce I C 
greeohouse gas emiSsions, and J)tOVide for a more equitable transPOrtation system. 1 appreciate 
y<>ur consideratiOn Of these comments. 

Slncerely, 

Adrian Martinez 
Project Attorney 
Natural Resoun::es Defense council 

IJ'\4 Second sueet 
S,rtta Mol'liea.. CA90,401 
,n. 310 4)4·23,00 

fA>t)l04J4·,m IO'lf,..__~...,., 

Hf.W YOfUC • WAS>lfHGTOM~ OC • Si\N AA~CISCO • 9iUl1'1G • Ol!CACO 

-



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-247 August 2011 

Response to comment 20-06-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 20-06-B. 
 
Comments concerning the allocation of Metro funds for transportation projects should be directed towards 
the development of the Long Range Plan. There has been an extensive public outreach process where 
alternatives have been formulated, evaluated and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the 
affected residents of the relative impacts among options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal 
alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the 
engineering and environmental documentation, as well as public comments and concerns.  In instances 
where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions have been revisited.  In instances where adverse 
effects have been identified, design options and mitigation measures have been formulated to reduce or 
eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on adjacent minority or low-income 
communities. 

Metro, during the public participation process, responded to community concerns regarding the safety of 
at-grade sections by including grade-separated design options in key sections of the corridor with the 
exception of the segment on Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 60th Street, where it was determined 
that light rail could operate safely without the need of a grade separation.  This determination was based on 
the availability of right-of-way within Crenshaw Boulevard along this section, traffic signal proposed 
operation modifications, and proposed street geometry changes.  No adverse effects related to 
environmental justice were identified along this segment. Metro applies these criteria consistently across 
Los Angeles County in all types of communities.  
 
Response to comment 20-06-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Comments concerning the allocation of Metro funds for transportation projects 
should be directed towards the Long Range Planning commission.  Metro is willing to work with the 
Natural Resources Defense Council to eliminate congestion, improve regional and localized air quality, 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and provide for an equitable transportation system. 
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COMMENT: 20-07. Save Leimert Neighborhood Coalition. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Diaz, Roderick 

Sent: Wednesday, November 04, 200911 :01 AM 

To: Asuncion, Fvlgene: Pan, Fanny 

Subject: FW: Save Leime,rt Nelghborhci)CI Coatrtion Crensha\V Transit Corridor DEIR/S Comments 

Follow Up FIOjl: Follow up 

Flag Status: Rsd 

Attachments: Save L8lme,t Crenshaw u ne Commen1s.pjf; otaz. Rode-tick vet 

Rodene1< e, D!az 
Trans:portatioo Pla.nning Manager V 
South Bay Area Team 

Los AngeJes County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop• 99-22-3 
LosAn~ies, CA 
90012-2952 
(213) 922-3018 
di,;;,rp~e<ie!@~rQ.!let 

From: Damien Goodmon [mailto:damlenwg@gmail.co.mJ 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 20093:12 PM 

20 - 7 

To: ~rcy Pinkney; Trevor Daley_;, Juan ca macho; Charles Stewart; Bla11ca Jimenez; Tim Lee; Eric Boyd; SerMtor 
Curren Price; James Westbrook,$; The Honorable ~peaker Karen Bass; Sylvia Castillo; Jenny Wood; 
Assembtymember Mike Davis; Stipervisor Mark Ridley4 Thomas; Vincent Harris; Oan Roseofeld; Fernando Ramirez; 
Mary Jones; Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa; Jaime De u Vega; Borja Leon; Larry FrMk; Brenda Anderson; 
Councilmember Herb Wesson; He:r,b Wesson; Andrew \Yestalli Kimcmi Black; Albert Lord.; Sy'lvia l.ac:y; 
Councilmember Bernard Parts; Dennis Rodriguez; Ta•l ecia Arbor; Cathy Davis; Councilmember Tom l.aBonge; 
Coundfmembet 8111 Rof.endahl; Marguerite l a Motte; Vemall Skaggs; Leslie Rogers; Raymond Sukys; Ray Te Ills; 
Ara Najarian; Leahy, Arthur; Doo Knabe; Doug Failing; Edel Vizcarra; Gtoria Molina; John FMana; John Fisher; 
Jose Hui:tar; Mike Antonovich; Nico.'e Eng lund; Pam O'Connor; Ray Harris; Richard Katz; Rita Robinson; Tony Bell; 
Vivian Resc.alvo; Zev Yaroslavsky; Oiaz, Roderick; Monks, David 
Cc: Lark Galoway; Hattie Babb; Stevie, Stern; Theodore Thomas 
Subject: Save Leimert Neighborhood Cooition Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEJR/5 Comments 

Senators Feinstein and Boxer, Congresswomen Watson, Waters and Richardson, State Senator Price. 
Assembly Speak.er Ba.."'s, AS..•>t-e:mbly Member Davis, Supervi1>or R.idley-l11001cfoi, r-.fayor Vil l1m"li_g1,l$a, LA. 
CityCouncllmembers Wesson. Pati<s, LaBooge and RosendahL LA.USO Board Member LaMorte. fTA 
Rcgioual Adu1intslral<>r Rogers, MTA & :trd of D:irecLO r:5 and ~1atr: 

1l1c. following attached docume1H fne tlte Ol)mrneut,:; of the Save l.c iiuert Keighborh0t.)d Coalition 10 lhe 
Crenshaw Trru1sit Coi1·idor Drat\ Eiwitonineotal hnpact Repo11/ Draft Eoviro nm~ttal hnpact Scatemeot 
C'o1npile.d by the MTA und FTA In $.l1mmary, Q\trpO!;jtion i.~ $pecified in StcliQn l ofthe 12 puge 
d(>eument: 

TI1e Save leimert. Neighbortiood CO...lition supports The People's Option, lo underground the Crenshaw l ighl 
Rall line on Crenshaw Blvd with a l eimert Park Village station at Vernon. To be unequivocally and perfectly 
d ear, MTA shoukl not conskler this project. to be supported by the Save Leimert oroanizatlon unless 
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it is light rail transit ("'LRT"} that is entirely underground on Crenshaw Blvd, with stations at 
Exposition, King, Vernon, and Slauson. Any other option on this project proceeds in opposition to 
our mandate and without oqr compliance.. At such time as MTA presents The People's Op()on tor the 
Crenshaw Line we stand, as a group, ready and w illing to advocate passionately for the project's timely 
completion, 

The attacli-ed PDF is roughly 3.8 f\•IB . .If you have any trouble downloading the 1xff attache-d to this 
email, lhe. document is available for dovmload and on line viewing at: 
http://www.sc-l'ibd.oom/doc/216664I6JSav~•Leimert •C renshaw-Line .. Comments 

111e Save Leime11 Neighbothood Coalition hopes that you provide thorough consideration of our 
recomm.:ndnlions~ dcm:inds ;;and concerns. 

Sincert.}ly, 
Isl 
Damien Goodmon 
on behalf of Sa\'e Leime11 Neighborhood Coalition 

P.O. Box 8508 
Los Angeles, CA 90008 
www.Savel.timert.org 

CC: 
Lark 0-aUoway.-Gilliam. £ mpowennent CongNSs Wtst Area NOC Chait 
Hallie Babb, \Vc:st .Adarns Ncigbb()rhcx)d Council Preside,ut 
Ste.vie Stem, United Neighbol'hoods Neighl>ol'hood Comtcil President 
1l1oodorc. TI1omas, Park ?\fos{l Heights C<>rumunlty Council Pr<.-sid¢n1 

11/1012009 
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October 26, W09 

R.oderlc.k Diaz 

SAVE LEIMERT 
NEIGHBORHOOD COALITION 

Raymond Sukys 
tos Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project Manager 

Federal TrMSit Admklktration - R.eglOo IX Office 
Region IX Director of Planning and Program 

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012·2952 
dlonroderick@metro.net 

Oear Mr. Oia2 and Mr. Sukys, 

201 Mlsslo,, Stree4 Suite 2210 
San Francisco, CA 9<1105-1926 
raymood.sukys@fta.dot.gov 

Founded in 2006, Save Leimert Neighborhood Coalition (Save leimert) is a community-based group of residents, property 
owners and business leaders positioned on nearly every community board and advisory body for Lemert Pait. We strive 
to pre~rve Leimert Park's unique Afrie211\·Anlerican culture, business environrtH?nt, and the char.icter of our historic 
neighborhood. We endellvOf to make certain that growth contributes to our cultural assets and economic revival, and to 
ensure that such processes Include adequate c.-onsideration and refinement based on community input. The following are 
our comments to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Proje<t Draft Envltonmental Impact Report/Draft Environmental Impac:.t 
Statement completed by the MTA M d FTA. 

I, SUMMARY OF OUR POSITION 

The Save l eimert Neighborhood Coalition supports The People's Option, to underground the Crenshaw Light Rail Une 
on Crenshavt Blvd with a Lelmert Park vmage staUon at Vernon. To be unequNocally and perfectly dear, MTA should 
not consider this project to be supported by t'he Save Lelmert organization unless It Is light ralt transit 
("LRTj that is entlrely underground on Crenshaw Btvd, with station-s at Exposition, K'lng, Vernon, and 
Slauson. Any other option on this project proceeds in oppositiol'.I to our mandate and without our 
oompllance. At such time as MTA presents The People's Option for the Crenshaw Une we stand, as a group, ready and 
wifing to advocate passicmately fo.r the project's timely completion. 

Our position can be succ:inc.tly summed up in three words: equity, safety and community. We believe that it is 
reprehensible. for Mi A to ptopbSe a light rall llne, whkh north of the l· 10 fre~vtay would be all underground but has 
dangerous, traffic-clog9U1g at-grade crossings in the heart of Los Angeles' black community. 11,is propo~d actioo reveals 
a coolinuing agency pattern of inequality in Los Angeles especllllty in light of: MTA's proposed $6 bitlion "Subway-to-Sea" 
currently planned to run under the region1s wealthiest neighborhoods; MTA's failure to fix the Blue Une, whic.h rampages B 
the majority minority communtties of South LA, Watts, Compton, a11d Willowbrook and is America's d~adllest light rail li»e; 
the inequality of design and resources between the South Los Angeles portion and the OJlver City portion of Phase 1 of 
MTA's Exposition Light Rail. Proceeding with the Base LRT alternatNe without a full underground alignment on Crenshaw 
Bfvd would feed the narrative that MTA c-onsklers some communities worthy of adequate resources and South LA is not 
one ot them. The message is that children, elderly and motorists in leimert Ptirk: should ~ forced to navigate around 
22S·ton tfains traveling up to 40 mph, but not Hancock Park; that P'ark Mesa Heights shookl endure a<klltionaf traffic 
conges.tlon, noise pollution an<I vlsual blight, but not Park Mlle. Furthermore, the h1story of inequity as it pertains to 
transportation pro}ects In Los Angeles Is a moral stai'I on our region. It ls our every hope that this proje<:t will not further 
contribute lo it. 

Time and again the region's agencies and polltldans have promised that devastating transportation projects would 
provide economic development In mklorlty c0«1munlt ies, wtlieh never material zes. We are stdl V/altlng for the Jobs and 
new businesses that were promised from the MO freeway, which sliced our communl y in half. 95 people have been 
kllled and thousands more have been Injured In over 842 repotted cl<dde.nts on MTA's Blue line, and still nearty' 20 years 
later Watts, WIilowbrook: and Co~ton still wait fo.r the economic beneflts of the light rall Hne: to milterlatae. The !·10 
freeway facJlttated wfllte flight aod inaeased opportunitie:s in u,e county's \Vf!Stem communities, and t11e Blue line has 
been a good e.i«use to redevel:op Downtown L.A. and Downtown Long Beach, but what has been the benefit to the 
minority communities ID bet\•teen, espcdally i1 comparison to the immeasurable damage? 

P.O. Box 8508 · Los Angeles, CA 90008 • Fax; 323.295.9467 · www.sziveLeimer1.org 
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SAYE LEIMERTI Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIR/DEIS Comme11ts 

The Crenshaw Une project was resurrected in the aftermath of the 1992 civil unrest as an entirely grade separated light 
rail line to assis.t in the economic revival of Crenshaw Blvd and alleviate some of the region's disparities and inequities 
that led to the ctvil disobedience. Our communny has patiently waited nearly two decades, \vhile our tax dollars were 
spent building projects in other areas and for other areas. It is impof«lnt now that Crenshaw is at the head of the line 
that the project be built right . Save Leimert s.tands firmty rn place, united and ready to ensure that promises made ,-AU be 
promises kep<. 

II. OUR INVOLVEMENT IN THE AA/EIR/EIS PROCESS TO DATE 

B 

Members of the Save Lclmert or93n12atlon have anended and provkfcd wrbal comments at each stage. In the Alternatives 
Analysis/Environmental Impact Report/Statement process. Our organi,:ation submitted official wnlten comments to the 
S<oplng report. We have Informed the community and held meetings to encourage community comments be submitted c 
Into the record. We have been specific and consistent In our requests, whkh were attlculatcd by a majority of other 
members of the public as well. Hov,:ever and unfortunatety, based on the Ornft Environmenta1 Impact Report/Statement 
Base l RT and options, the community's views are not yet being reflected in this. pr0<.:ess. Indeed, given the public 
comments at the meetings, we're amazed that MTA would propose any at~grade crossings oo Crenshaw Blvd. 

Ill. SPECIFIC ISSUES IN THE DEIR/DEIS 

A, JOBS - ECONOMIC IMPACT 
Job training and apprentice programs/polkies for our community's youth and wllling need to be immediat~y established. 
The many construction projects that MTA will build over the next decade and beyond, necessitate the immediate 
establishment of programs and pol cies with community partners (I.e., the Los Angeles Urban League and Los Angeles 
Tr.'lde Tech College) to ensure that candidates from the Crenshaw community, such as high schooJ sl udenls, young 
college students and able-boc:Ued adults are equipped and qualified to compete and be placed in good-paying construc.Uon 
jobs provided by the taxpayer Investment. 

PcimarilY black oeonle shookl build orotects it blac·k communmes - a 30% loc:il hire PPill is not eoouah 
South Los Angeles leads the city In unemployment and underemployment. African-American men in particular have the 
most dtfUc:ulty rinding work In this economy and h~torlcaOy. Given these conditions a 30% local hire "goal" ls completety 
Inadequate. A toe-al hire. tequlrement of 50% shoukt be Included In the project. f urthcm1ore, the S-mlle radius can be D 
probJem11tic in fu MiUing the spU of the local hire 90.11; it lit~ralty allows Beverly Hills residents to quaify as a local hire. for 
a project built In South L.A. It Is South Los Angek'!s and Inglewood areas that are In the greatest need of the Infusion of 
dollars and opportunity for employment, and where the local cconomk benefits of the taxpaver lnve,stment should be 
moi:,t visthle. Perha1>s tbe local hire boundary sllould be 3•miles and a separate at•risk. hire go.,I of 10% should be 
established. Alternatively, if• 50% 'requirement" is not inth>ded in tl>e tontrntt, the ··oool" should be intreoS<!d. 

LOcal artlst'~collaboratlon. 
The Crem;haw <orridor and Leimert Park in patticulil r, is home to many world-renowned and respected artist$. Continued 
.collaboration w ith the arts community will be required throughout the desi.gn process. 

B. BUS RAPID TRANSIT ('BRT") 
The RBI alte.mative i§ a not-~ctrreH hidden attemnt to stp..al public resource; ;nyav from the <;renshaw communitv so Shat 
our r.,x dollars c.m be diverted to thf! Wilshire subway Wffi:tion and barm the health i!Dd econorov of South I -A 
TIie bus rapid transit alternative should be completely elimlna~d from further conside.ratkut The only appareot reason 
the BRT alternattve has been tallied this far is beca1.1se poUticiilns on the Wilshire corridor want to take the resources 
dedicated to the Crenshaw line ~nd put them towards the "Subway•t~the-Sea." This action is not only an attempted E 
theft of future Investment in the black Crensllaw economy, but it will harm to the current environment. 

Articulated rapid buses already serve Crenshaw Blvd and they are currently packed and woefully insufficient to meet the 
futu.re needs of our transit dependent area. The most congested portions of Crenshaw Blvd are where lane removals, to 
accommodate the dedicated bus lane, w!II do the moSl harm to the cutrent traffk nightmare, by Increasing congestion 
aloog the corridor, espec.ially directly on Crenshaw Blvd. The parking lanes proposed for removal are essent.ial to 
cond'ucting commerce in tile Crenshaw area, which Is currently struggling. Their removal would only worsen a bad 
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economy. The BRT alternative is not fast enough to appeal to choice riders and will not attract or supplement smart~ 
growth development to the area, meaning people will still drive with the same frequency, but their trips will take longer. 
This will lead to additional conge:stion and vrors,med air quality, illdUding more gmenhouse gas emissiOos ~nd cancer
c::aus,ing particulate matter in our community, which ()ltfeady has s.ome of the highest cancer rates in the nation, The 8RT 
alternative has all of the adverse impacts of the Base LRT and provides no benefit, 

C. PUBLIC OPINI ON & ACCEPTANCE 
At every Crenshaw Line meeting, the overwflelmllg majority of residents e:xpressed support for a grade separated light 
rail line, almost all requesting the line be placed below grade (underground) on Crenshaw, Indeed, as community leaders 
in UK? battle with the MTA to provide a safe and equitable E}(po Phase t in South LA, we are astonished that the DEIR/'S 
would propose walking down the same destruc.1ive path by proposing the unsafe and inequitable Base LRT des.gn with at
grade (street level) crossings on CreMhaw. SpeclOcally, we find lt Incomprehensible and unjustifiable that the MTA 
Crenshaw Line OEIR/S proposes: 

At~grade crossings directly adjacent to the South Los Angeles s.c:hools of View Park Prep (at ,Slauson Ave. and 571t1 
St ,)i just one block away from one of the last remaining majorlty·b0ck high schook In LAUSO • Crenshaw High 
School (at sdi' and 52nd Streets); and just two blocks away from St. John Evangelist School (sgf' Street); 
A rail line designed to be underground north of the T• 10 freeway in Hancock Park/Miracle Mile, but at•grade in 
Leimert Park (from Exposition to 3~) and in Park Mesa Heights/Hyde Park (from 4~ to 59"'); 
A rail llne that would Just pass through Lelmert Park VIiiage, the premiere Afrlcan·AIYl(':rlcan 
cutt.uraljintellectual/polit ical center of Southern C1lifomia, without stQPping; and 
The unmitigated removal of pre<.ious parking import,nt to the e-ommerce of struggling, primarity black.•owned, 
small busilesses oo Crenshaw ~ d. 

D. ENVlRONMENTALJUSTICE 
When the light rail line is extended to Wilshire, every portion north of the I~ 10 freeway is proposed to be underground. n 

F 

Is not acc4!!ptable. to ~ quire residonts in Hyde. Park, P-ark Mesa Mei9hts and Leime:rt Part to efldure. train accidents, baffle G 
coog.estion, pollutiOn, and severe nOiSe potlutb ns rrom streeMevel trains, while reside,ns in Mancoclt Park, Part Mile and 
Otympic Park will not. 

E, SAFETY & HEALTH 
Los Angeles' black communities have suffered enough pg.in and destruction from MTA's at•grade crossKlgs. 
A.J)parently it is not good enough for Los Angeles' black communities of Watts, wg1owbrook and Compton to be home to 
America's deadliest light rail line • MTA's Blue Line, Jmd for the defective Blue line design to replicated through the. 
majorily·mioorily communities of Jefferson Pllrt and West. Adams on Expo Phase l . Astonishingly, the OEIR/S proposes a 
Base LRT design identical to the most ac:ddent-prnne portion of the Blue Line (median stree.t•running) down C~ nshaw 
Bl'vd. This Is clearly unacceptable. We are especially troubled by and opposed to the proposal to operate 225-ton trains 
adjacent, across walking routes, and in close proximity to several schoots, numerous churches and a large. senior Citizen 
home. \'rtth the at•grnde crossings on the three lines (Blue, Expo and Crenshaw) it is reasonable to assume that South 
LA, would be subjec.t to <1pproximately 2. accidents every week because of MTA. Tn our part of town incident rates this 
high typkalty necessltdte gang lnjunctbns and F.6.1. raids. MTA needs to f>top inatming and kllllng the people of South 
L.A. and provide an under<Jround option for the entire portion on Crenshaw Blvd. 

DEIR/S faili to provide an annual acddent oredktion re:oort for at·9rade c:-cmhrns. 
The OflR/S falls to provide M annual accident prcdktlon rc?t>Ort or Identify their costs to the MTA over the llfe of the 
project, includlng all c;osts. for lit.igation, reconstruction, infrastructure repair, recovery teams, and • public relations 
team/campaign. Though it is the norm for MTA to blame every accident oo the public and never accept 11genc.y 
responsibility, It is in the publk Interest, and the lntcrest-s of due process and transparency that inf0tmatkm on acddonts 
and costs be made available. Accordingly, the Operation and Mahnenance Cost Estilnat~ section of th& 01:.IR/S fails· to 
accurately depict the costs of operating the Ba.se LRT project \vith street-level crossings. 

At-grade crossinQS will further stretd• the south LA's limitOO ~mernency S<'rviees and re--;trk:t emerg~ocy acce-ss. 
At 21 time of seV(!re budget cuts straining local services, Crenshaw Blvd do~ not nee.d m<>re acddent·c.ausing street 
running trains and at·grade intersec.tion designs. Furthermore, tightened traffic signal sequencing at the intersections, 
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whkh is necessary to integrate the light rail c.rossings into the congested area, will cause more accidents either directly 
with the train or independent of the train (vehicle-vehicle or vehicJe-pedestrian) . These additional accidents will require 
the use of the. area's scarce police and l'lre-emergen-cy resources, and lengthen owrall resporise times, resulting in 
deaths. The DEIR/$ does not study these impacts, nor does it identify funding for more LAPD officers, firefighters, or 
additional stations for the area as a mhigation to compensate for the accidents that the Base LRT design will cause. 

At~grade crossing will worsen air quality and may impact Greenhouse gas emissions. 
Crenshaw corridor is currently home to one of the countty's largest cancer cllsters and highest asthma rates. At-grade 
crossings will Increase traffic congestion, leading to more idling engines, which worsens local air quality and will 
e:xasperate the crisis. An underground alignment would eliminble- the severe impacts to 1til'quality caused by at-.grade 
crossings. The effects of at-grade crossing must be evaluated and mitigated to eliminate any additk>nal Greenhouse 
Gases resulting from the project. 

F. TRAFFIC 
Our view is simpie: transportati(Xl proj ects should not worsen traffic. Traffic along tile Crenshaw corridor is bad and 
9ettffig worse, aod at4 grade crossings In the Base LRT wlll lncre.ase congestion. currently, cars backs up several blocks In 
both directions at several streets ak>ng Crenshctw, including Slc'luson Ave. during rush hour, and the situation will only 
worsen with at-grade <.:roS,Sings. Indeed the OEJR/S traffic study fails to illustrate the true level of expected delay and 
adverse traffi<.: impact of at4 9rade crossings in the <.:orridor by omitting information on streets parallel to Crens.haw. Any 
changes to trafOc on adjacent or parallel stteets resultln9 from the project must be studied aod m~auon proposed. An 
underground alignment ·would efiminate the impacts to proximate streets caused by at•grade c;rossings. 

The DEIR/$ traffic study also shO'l\!S that the Crenshaw/Exposition intersection wrth~1t the project vffll be operating at 
"LOS F" (aJc:.a. worSt possible. conditions), in large part due to the at·grade Phase 1 Expo Line crossing. Yet this 
apparenttv isn't enough to consider beginning the tunnel at Exposition in the Base LRT. Thi$ c;onclusion is an error, and 
the impact of adding 24 additiooal at49rade train crossings, on top of the 24 train crossings of Expo, in such a small area 
wi• worsen the al~ady bad traffic: situatio,:1. The inter"SCctioo wouki literally have an at~grade etossing 48 tirnies per hour 
duri1\g rush hour, which e.quates to a crossing eve.ry 75 seconds. The DEIR/S tS right to de.termine that traffic conditions 
between 39th and Vernon do not permit at-grade crossings, and that a lane drop and/or res.tricted turns are not possible 
from 601n to 67'fl Streets. The DEI R/$ must study the cumotatiVe effects of the Expo project and the Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor project to traffiC and mitigation must be proposed to nHtigale impacts identified. 

G. UFE CYCLE COSTS 
The OEIR/S fails to study the Ba.se LR'rs li!e cycle cost as defir,ed in the United States Department of Tran:sportation 
Guidance o n Traffic Cont rol Devices at Highway-Rail Glade Cros.sio9s: 

"Investment In 11 grade separatioo structure is long~term and Impacts many users. Such dedsklns shookl be 
based on long term, fuUy allocated life eye~ cos1s, including both highway and railroad user costs, rather than on 
initial construction costs. Such anatysis slmuld consider the following: 

eliminating train/vehicle collisions ( induding the resubnt property damage and medical costs, and 
l~bllity); 
savings in highwarrail grade c:rossing surface and crossing sign11I installation and maintenance costs; 
driver delay cost savings; 
costs associated with provldk\g ilcre.ased hlghway storage capacity (to accommodate traffic backed up by 
a train); 
fuel and polh1tion mitigation c0$l: .savings (from idling queued vehicles); 
effect5 of any "spillover .. congestion on the rest of the roadway system; 
the ~ neflts of Improved emergency access; 
the potential for closing ooe or more additional adjacent crossings; and 
possible train derailment c.osts ... 

H. LEIMERT PARK VILLAGE STATION~ECONOMIC IMPACTS 

H 

I 

J 

"Close station spac:iflQ"' only ap~ars to be a c:oncem of MTA in black c:ommunitie-s. I 
We find it unacceptable for the Leinert Pait Village station, whkh was always tons-ktered a headliner and il the baseline K 
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of every MTA study of this corridor to date, to be considered "'optional." The explanation, per presentations at OBR/S 
pubfft hearings, is that the st:ation Is "'problematic:"' bocause of its proxtmity to the King Station. Indeed, this "'problem" 
has erupted in every light rail trne designed by MTA and predecessor ageocies. 

The Blue Line has closely spaced stations In Downtown Los Angeles and Downtown Long Beacll (as dose as 1000 
feet/0,2*mlle), but a long stretch (2,4 mlle.s) in Compton and Willowbrook. wlthout a station despke being surrounded by 
densely populated majoritrbittck and Hispanic neighbOfhoods witf1 high transit dependency. 

On the under construction Expo Line Phase. 1, despite having s.tatlons that are just 1000 feet/0.2-mile from each other 
around U.S.C., Uiere are no .stops at Normandie or Arlington, including a gap of t.6 miles from Western to Crenshaw. 

MTA's Green l ine has closely spaced staUons In El Segundo (as dose as 2250 feet/0.4 mile), but no station between 
Vem)Ont and Crenshaw (a distan<e of 2 miles), meaning there is no slop at Western Ave. (the 1d most heavity used bus 
line in the entire MTA bus system), which is directly adjacent to Southwest College, a large communiy college with a: 
student population that is 75% African•American ,md was created in response to the tensions that led to the Watts Riots. 
The Green line also has Hmlted access to Lynwood, another community of color. Indeed, despite high transh 
dependency and the most heavily patronized bus line east o( the Los Angeles River (Att.,ntic), the are., has the distinction 
of being part of the longest gap in the MTA light rail system (4 miles behveen l ong Beach Blvd and Lakewood Blvd 
station$). The g~t irony is that the Green LIile was the concession for the predominantly minority communities that 
~tc t ipped In half by the constructloo of the 1-10s fret:way. 

Given this history, it appears that MTA's "'station spac;ing standard" only appties when the lot.al (ommunity that would 
benefit f rom in(teased transit ac:cess is primarily Afric:an·America. failing to add an underground station at Vernon for 
Leimert Park Villag~ would contribute to the well·documented institutional racism of MfA and n.s pred~e:ssOfs as It 
pertains to the region's transportation policies, indeed, it will undoubtedty become the pos.ter child. 

The disrance between the Lelmert PMk VIilage star.on aod King statiOn rs- 11ot yet koovm. 
The exact localiOns of the King and vemon statiOns have yet to be determined. The dist2.11\te between IM statioos could 
increase from cu1Tently projected 0.S mile to 0 .7 mile. For exampte, the leimert Park Villilge station portal could end up 
being placed at the southeast corner of Vernon/Crenshaw, and the K'119 station coukl be placed around the current 
parking lot d the LADWP Just south of Martin Lud,er Killg, Jr. Blvd. 

Pladnn the Kinn station clooer towards Stor:frer Street doos onr mitiQate thP. 'ack of acces~ to I eiroert Park v:maoe 
Placing the King Station cl~r to stocker would not sotve the problem ol lin'lited/insuftidenl access to Leirnerl Park 
Village in the Base LRT1 nor would an increase. in bus frequency from the King Station to Lehnert Park Village. Several 
t ransportat ion and real estate industry studies indicate that t.t1e ma,timum distance the large majority of people a;re willing 
to relfabty walk is 0.25 mlies, a stat confirmed In Pg. 449 of the DEIR.IS, and even with a portal at or around Stoc.ker the 
heart ol Leimert Park Village would be 0.4 miles, which is well beyond th11t length. 

The $ 15.-, million c;D!it P.stim.ite for the Lehnert Park Vill.aqe station is wildly off the mark. 
The $1SS ml lkln cost estJmate of the cut· and·cover underground Lelmert Park Villa9e statk>n (of whkh $'96 mllllon Is 
SOieiy fM the station) is comp)etely ine.xpUcable and wildly off the mark. (A similar c;ost is estimated for the option #6 the 
c;ut-cmd•c;over underground Expositioo station • $90 m·ilJion). Per MTA/FTA's. environmental impact report/statement fo r 
the Eastslde. Extension, whkh will open this winte r, MTA was able to co1tstruct hvo underground cut·and·cover .stations 
and six at-grade stations for approxJmatety $97 million. Either one. of the two fastslde ExtensiOn underground stations 
and all six of the at•grade stations were the cheapest light rni stations c;onstruc;ted in the 21• century, or the c:ost 
estimates for the underground Crenshaw stations a:re wildly off t.he mart<. We SI.ISP«t the latter, and the implications to 
the ent ltc project are great. Slmply, though the DEIR.JS doe:s not specific.ally delineate a cost estimate for the King Blvd 
station, it is reasonable to suspect that g?ven that the optional underground Leimert Park Village and Exposit ioo stations 
are nearly identical in cost, the underground King 8fvd station is in the ·same ballpark and similarty way off the m.ark. 

Wildly inacturate cost prO:fedioos are not without consequences in the DEIR.JS process, especially in the case of the King 
Stvd stat-ioo, whieh is in Ute Ba~ LRT. If the. project proceeds without considering grade separatiOns in the CNlly porti01'1 
of Crenshaw Blvd that the line is proposed at•grade without an 1mdergroond option {~to sg'h), and further in the cost 
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refine1n:nt pr<:t&.S fvTTI.', realiies lne $1CIJ m 'Jijf'YJ do//,:J,.- nist~ r,:.9.;rdn\1 the Kirg s~cn , d-i; i::r~.edure to c::dQng 
g-ade. separaticns wilt cE,quire more re-Aew ti~, agen..:.y resot.roes, aid li~ely a SUPtl~ow,ta EIR./S This altt·h: is reasQti 
aicuah ID 93.ldy the full unckgrund Crensh ; •..., cpbcln na,; . 

t. lHE LBMERT PARK VIUAGE STATION AREA PLAN 

1he o.=lP.JS .e ready essumes a portion of 
ihe Uor.k n,;tt toe .:v.,q1)ired f(K oon~truction 
of a u·acticn power rubstation {red). 
Atq.i si jon of d-ie E:flti re blcx..<. for 
o:nstructim of a-. ofi-Sl:Teet lein1ert P,3rk 
'villq-;:ie S(cltion Q,ron7e) has numerQJs 
benefi-s over the w r,endy plarned 43-.J 
Place/Crensha'!I 01t-and-oo•,-e- station, 
in.:h>--:fng t.ut l'lOl linit::d to: 

Increased Staton spacing between 
the King staton and Lei1nen Park 
Vill.;'t;Je 51:Mi~. 
Sub.sranrid reOXtion/rritigaton of 
wisuv:::.titfl irrcacts to Leimert Perk 
Vtlla;e smc:il businesses; 
Su~tanti~ rec\xtio.-;/rritigaton of 
<.Ct'lstructi«i traffic irrp~ts; end 
Subsr.amiS reduction in the capirel 
<❖St of ihe ~ :ion by eli ninatin;i the 
need fur terrpor ery street d~cks. 

f1adpg ttte stat on cff·streP:t drMtic~ltv red tP:$ Jbe gpitfd cm snd oonwuaoo i OCP¾ts s:f bdcw; orade @tl9C§, 
F1acing· 'Tie. ~:ioo box for Leimert Park vmege (er othe< be'..ow grade stations) off-sn:et drasticePv red.ices o:instr~o."l 
o::6iS and time by eli:ninatir.9 i?1e need for temporary street decks (the st.srion box can remain ope~ak ct.ring 
oonstructivn)1 redu:ing ihe traffic impacts from corist11JC1irtg a staticn bo>: unden-1eath d'le OOJtevard. Triis substisntiel 
~ ital oost sa-,ings frequently offsets the additi«18' property e:cqUs:.ticn m O easement cost. 

Jbe Yemen n:irnq!e mw be an mcrwriw l"'cWro fgc sraqiog hwo;;hin"h :v:a::r,in? the tr noel $--rx:in" rre:•hioec's) w,i 
mstructino a cut-sod:w,:e sc~R'.:,~r 
R.e,gS<<2ess of whetr'l.tf the ~lP1aceiOenshaw or Vernon c,iangle. is deterrrined tc be 1he st8:i«1 box. loca~oi11 dle 
¼ert):x, tri.:io;ile m31y be an zppr(l.Ytere locooon to la~ ctl o: ,errove '!he runr)';I be<ing machine(s) necessary to oonstruct 
tle bore,j run:-.el(s) under Leirrr.rt ?a-l:.1 shou!d .e IJ'aiSfticn from bored 1llrnet(s) in le·rrert Park to a cut-cnd·OO\'le( 
rurne! scuth ol' '18th Street be reqlired. This.coo woYd d'ast.c.atly f ed.Joe <cnstruction irrpactS md costs-. 

Additicna!!Y. wi;h t-en-potS"Y o: pemenent L.t.Se. of the scottibound L~ merc Blvd IJ'a.~ic lanes from Vemm i:o Bf)'r.hu-st, a 
si?cble st.~1ng area (b&ackJ an be crestl:'d for genera oonstructio,.. a.1:ivities. The ~ thern portion of the stagi:-g area 
may be sn EPP:Cf.¥iare IOCEtb¢n f,x ccnS1r•Jclhg a OJt-md-co-;er rx◊'$tNl!r. 
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.An OOPrH·u t stnt-ion \\IOUld rPdurP rnnit,,1 r.os:t- E>:VP.n turltlPr ,ind iin f'.m•P ridPrsht,. 
ti.nothcr pol'Cntial bcncfl of constructrlg the station box fOf Lcimcrt Park Village off-street at the Vernon triangle ts. the 
<i>itiLJ l:o conslrucl: a m ne co~t effk:ient open·c:ut (b-end-1) Wllion, ·,vi h a pede~iriw 1 plaza i1l lhe ~ rf;xe km!I for t icketing 
ft.rl<.tlons. Crenshaw Transit Corridor rk:lers would arrive at the surtdce fastrr If the station Is shallow and com,lructed 
witho1.1tt1 nlE:!7.7.mhe level, incret)5i-l!J h·ansl: ri1E:'!f'Ship ,1nd rel'.I.J(.ing oi,er<1ting c;osl$. 

1.eirnE'ft P;1rl:. Vilbqe_ st,1tbn tnJst h;n,~ <:i mixP<:h 1~ pmk ;md ri:IP. fm:irty nnd is ;J hPHl!r loc,,tiln for onP. ttwn Khg. 
Regardless of wllCfe the station box Is located, the l clmc1t Park Yl la9c statbn must have a park and r ide fac.llty, The 
publidy owried LA Oep111l11ie11l of T1i1m,pottil li011 paiki,-., kit w~l of lhe Ofty!'kl11 6l"<l pi uperlies p1ese1ls Uu,• oppo1 tu11ly 
k,r a mix:ed·U5ed P<Wk <1nd Ride,. johtly 01,era~ betv~ MTA and L.AOOT. In <1ddition 00 mltioathg tr<1nsit patrons 
pmidng in r~sidP.nH,d ;1w..is or using !'ir.lrc:e sm.,11 business pmki1g,. ~ £.ldtity f i ln fulfill smnrt grmvth/pP.d(-1Sfi..-.1 oriented 
prticlpks or local plainhg pollclcs by scrvtig as Lelmcrt Park VIiiage's central perking locatlon and moct the parking 
re(J.li'e111e11ls Uattl will rl:!'s.rlt from: U,e Leimerl Park Villztye Cu:!f11'1~w Line s '2:llXm, UM! 1eupe11fly of l1 s li:lle·of·U1e·ml 
Vision Theater, a ne-o\l Atr lc:.an-Ameriu,n museum and cultural center (Schomburg West), and possibly a oorner market. 

VIC partlally sherc the vision for the Lelmcrt Park VIiiage a-ca (sec below) ll~1Slratcd by MTA dcsl!J') consultil'lts at lhc L 
Sepl:erriber ' 08 O-en:,fo1w Trnusit Couida workiny go1.4> rueeti,-.,. Al U1e LADOT p1:111<lr1y lot west of Deynm1 properlies, 
Save Lelmert envisions a taclllty with 2-3 sttfies of SUbterranean parkhg, a nrooncl floor level dedicated to retail Md 
~rt-term p.irkhg,. ltiE-'! IIPflPf "J to 3 levf':k de.dir.-, Mrl to offic:P. Sll<YP. ;im1 tP.IP.vision/mdio .studio, mrl ;1 rooft('.f) t"T,'l(P.. 

MI.,. Mx"'j i1•eYn k•ms:f!iAA 
• 2 :c 3 ie-.•efo r::f ! t..b t-=rrs-.~ ps-<1n~ 
• n \<:i:n:1 ft◊::< : r~1..,_1 t\ 1w l:1ng 
• Levd:; 2-a <,f1kt: & TV/:ei~io :;u..cli,; 
• R:.oft:p te't ece 

.e;'J. 2: ."d,=>?:diTo.11 .\fT,1'$· 5-)X ~ ,~ n:fuw !l.'V 
r~119go-.p 11:~<'tt".;I, >tfwre ~ !'M~f"IJ w:.s ;r~se:r<!<J· 
li;t ( rJ'l'..t't,t,..,.' ~v:;'tiJl';.;,~wµ.1;·~ ·(),·(~; 1i'I: w ,:...,'li:;-.( 
!xJx1::.· I.JIV;~:vJ'4''l i1C Sr~ le.'mei't ~l'Jv w. 

M,~.-! !'«r; :-1 lhfC'"l '";rn;;r 
• (.i'(.<J'l.:: fk,or: r~:sil 
• Le'ld:; 1·3: ''SJ,:;,11 l:uq,1 \\ 'l!:,t'' 

Potenti,;I 00n¥its lnd Jde the T,.uls Smiley 0-0lV,. 11ohkh previously e)(l)•-esse(t strong im:fest h moving Into a Lein1('1t 
Pai-k Village mixed,,se prop«tr, and should be accommodamd espec:ialtt if the station box iS located at the Vernon 
trimglf':, ·,11h idl -.wuld l'f!(JJJ'~ fttiP. ;1r.q11isl ion of lhei" buildilg. Th@. rooftop tffmc:e with viP.ws of ~ Downtown L.A. 
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SAVE l.flMERTI CrenshtNY Transit Comdor OEIR/DEIS Comments 

skyline \vould create a scenk fllmlng locatlon. AAgeles Vlst-!l Pet Medical center, v.tlich may be dls:pl8ced by positioning 
the station at the Vema, trltng!e_, could be relocated to a ground floor locatton on the 43"' St. side of the ne,,v fadllty. 11, 
addition to ideally btack•otM'led businesses, the Congressional District 33, Council Dist rict 8 and CRNLA South L.A. office 
could relocate to the mixed-use park and ride. To help foster a constant now of commercial activity, a small lA DWP 
p8yme-nt/customtr service otl'icc could be located on the ground ftoor, especially if the lAOWP l(jng Blvd locetiM ls used 
for the King station. lhe DWP facility COi.lid coovert' Into a community center ot student-run taf.!. The community htis 
also expre.ssed strong wpport for a comer market In Lelmert Park V1llcY,Je to provide a quality grocery store alternative. 

Design Md construction of the mixecf..use park and ride can and should begh immediat~y, and the structure can be 
funded from several resources not solely tied to the Crenshaw TrMsit Corridor project budget. Completion of the mixed· L 
use park and ride wcllld improve openl~ day tld«shlp, reducl~ early operatfonal costs, llllow bush1esses potentialty 
displaced by the Vemon triangle station optico to seamlessly move into the structixe aod reduce parking impacts. 

IrmrovinA the ocdt,trino UolsAacs; throuobout 1hr: 4:ims:t eork Ydlmu: orM y.fll inrrc-nsc rifkrshie 
lf'r'l)rov1ng pedestl'IM link~es to the s....ro...-.ding Lelmert Park Vlllage station tvea Is crocR'll to lncrelJSirlg Cr'i!nshtt.v 
Transit Corridor and transit ridership in general. It wcvld encour~e loca1 area residents to walk to the station and 
Leimert Part< V,Uage, area, reducing veh!cular trips. Tl'Vs Is true aid must be. considered for au of the Crensha\v Transit 
Corridor stations. VVldened and decorative sidtwalks, crosswalk improvements, addition8' lighting allCI lmdscaping a ll 
f&cilitllte a safer and more invtting ped~tr'ian-oriented env1ronment that conforms v.ith several toed plMning p0licies md 
generates more transit r1dCl"Sh.i). In the Lelmert Partc Vltlt,ge station these and othet pedestrian h~rovetnents should be 
visible from at least 43'..:t St,eet to 48"' Street tnd Leime,t to Crensha'lv. 

J, TU NNELS &STATIONS 
Then: roust bt bored tuoot!Cs) throuoh l&irocrt P«k - cut·ood·cmr WPYld h&'IC o dcvnstctino imPm::t/would likclv kr!I 
the prjmarjly black·ownerl small bu:!nesses 
The DEIRJS makes no commitment to construe.ting the below gr<,:1de with bcred tt.n, el(s) in the section beM-een 3gi' and 
Srynhurst, where Crensllcrw Blvd narrows and traffic is worst. This is troubling giYen the presence of primarily black• 
ownttt small buSiness along Cretlshaw Btvd in Leimert PM<. C'uNwid•cover constn.Jction in this por1icn is simply not 
feasible and would have a severe and avoidable economic, traffic, air quality and e/'Mronmerual justic.e in--,act. 

Cut·and:coyer construction mav be oossibfe in some of the wider sectio0s or Crenshaw Blvd 
Cut•and-cover may be possible in other wider sectims of Crenshaw 61'.d, but the a\ioidcb\e environmental impacts 
(induding, but not limited to traffic, air quality, lengthened e-01'5truction schedule, loss of mature trees, etc.) of wt·end· M 
cover' must be weighed &gainst the ~wlr'oomental benefits 21nd econorri~ of scale of a lengthened bored tlrlnef. 

Single tame bore tunnel sbm11d be-s:oosidectd 
The DEIR/5 fails to considet" a large bett 
tunnel, where one ti.rnnel boring machine is 
used to constri.rct a single large tunnel for both 
tracks, M" op.posed to two smaller sepa,.ate 
tunnels with one track ea:h ( kJiown as twin 
bore tunnels). Among other impacts, a single 
ltirg~ bore tunnel woU:d mitigate the 
congestion and air quality impacts asS-Oci\'lted 
!Mth crossover ccostruction, wtic.h typically 
requires <UN1,cf.cover· construction (the 
crossover can be tonstrutted withh a la'ge 
bore t1X1nel). Coupled with reduced required 
ma~ower Md other benefits, slng!e large bore 
tunnel often results In a significant overall 
capital cost savings. 

Crossover 

Rg. 3: Ftott the TfSOM 
~ll'ld l~/ify stw}" 
111',:n~« ~11..me,'.orp 

A single ltirge bore tunnet c~ also reduc~ the surface level footprint of the cut•lll'ld •covet station box by 8t least S,000 
square feet, by placing the platform witlin the tunnel, mjljgatina among other impacts ccooestion and air quality. 

Page 8 of 12 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-258 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

SAVE LfIMERTI Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIR/DEIS Ccmments 

---

Upper Platform Lovel 

Onf..n-art statims m•,s he fullv considered 
Based on the oost estimates for the project, open"-'t (a,k.a. 
trench) stations, as opposed to cut•and•CO\fet stations have yet 
to be fully considered. Optrn•cvt stabOns r~main .an optioo, 
particularly at leimert Park Village (~en Veroon and 
Brynhurst), Slauson alld at the LAOWP site at King. 

There may also be significant capital cost savings from open 
ell: stations. The capital oost of ti.No open cut stathns ( at 
Slauson and Vernen for example) could oost less than one a.it
and-c;over Leimert Park Village station. One open cut Leimert 
Park Village station, with the proposed mixed-use park and ride 
coold be. cost neutral oompared to one cut-and-cO\'er statioo. 
The Memorial Parl< (Pasadena), Mockingbird (Dallas) and 
Colorado {Denver) S'tations are examples of llght rall open cut 
stations. 

Oo.s$SeclionatStation~----~ 

I Fig, S,F<om 
T;soMTlln~.org 

Lower P1atform Level 
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SAYE LEIMERTI Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIR/DEIS Comme11ts 

Exttnsive monitoring of ground OJOVAments: and soil extraction Will be reouired, 
Among other nlonitoring processes, all tunneling must lwolve close observation of the surface level and structural 
properties, and daily evafuation of soil extraction volumes. 

K. AESTHmcs, NOISE AND BLIGHT 
Overhead c,atenarv wtes and elevated uructures on CcensMw Bhtd are- orohlbite<J bv me Creoshaw Soecffic P\10. 
jeopardize Crenshaw's scenic highway sftltus and woukl have a significant visual and aesthetic impact. 
Section 13 of the Crenshaw Coiridor Specific Plan prohibits overhead utility lines aJong Crenshaw 81Vd, A substantial 
amount of prtvate and taxpayer dollars have been .,vested along the corrldOf to meet this requirement, which has led to 
the boulevard's scenic highway status and subst'antElfy contributed to economic devel0pment. Acc:ordi1gly1 with elevated 
structures and an at--grade alignment bot:h feat1,1ring overhead wires on Crenshaw 61vd, the Base LRT would violnte of the 
Crenshaw Specific Plan, result In the revocation of Crenshaw's scenic highway status, and have a significant lmmltigable 
visual and aesthelk: impact. Constructing the Crenshaw Blvd portion of the LRT underground on Crenshaw Blvd. woutd 
comply with the Settbn 13 of the Specific Plan and mitigate this issue. 

Ao at•grade and/m elevated design YK!'l ld harm the Crnnsbaw «nnomv 
The at,.grade and elevated alignments on Crenshaw Blvd. in the Base LRT will be harmful to the Crenshaw area's film 
prospects and prohibit counties$ street fe5,tivc1ls/marches/p.c1rcldes. Crenshaw is an internationally recognized boulevard 
and approp,iately is the location of numerous film shoots. Additionally, ~s the African~Americ.an center of l os Angeles, 
Crenshaw Blvd. IS frcquentty the locaUOn of major street festivals and events (e.g., Taste of Soul, King Day Parade, 
Kwanzaa parades, etc.). These activities are currently the only notable infusion of 01,1tside dollars in our str1,1gglin9 
Crenshaw co1Tidor economy, and an at•grade or eiev<lted design would jeQpardizefprohibit them in the future. 

TractiOn power substations must be designed in conformance with the Crenshaw Spec-iOc Plan. 
The Crenshaw 8tvd section of the Crenshaw Uoe is within a Specific Plan area. J\coordingly, the tradion p0',\'er 
s1,1bs.tations (TPS5) must be designed in conformance with the Crenshaw Corridor Specific Plan Urban Design Guidelines 
and Standards. Furthern10fe, alt architectural des.lgo.s should be fonnalty presented to the neighborhood councils for 
input and approval, and must be approved by the Crenshaw oesigo Review Boord. 

At·arade or elevated ,wsinas would have a ~vastatin~ imoact on residential erooerties and Places of worshiP, 
The proposed e~vated sectioo between 6ri 1md 67 street \VOuld pl11ce the guide\'lllY ~s than 75 feet from the 
windows of residential properties and plc'lces of worship. In other sec.tions where at-grade crossings are proposed, ttie 
horns/goog and train propulsion noise will drastically imoact the quallty of life for existing residents and inhibit the 
p0tential for needed smart growth mixed·use properties along Uie COfridor. There is no adequate mitigation for the 
noise, blight and privacy im~cts from the Base lRT at"9rdde Of elevt1ted crossings alon9 the Crenshaw Blvd corridor. 

L. STREET FURNITURE ANO LANDSCAPING 
All street furniture and landscaping must conform to k>cal plans currently under co1lsiderdtion by the neighborhood 
councils and Crenshaw Corridor Specific Plan. 

M. HARBOR SUBDMSION CROSSINGS 
The PEIRIS should study and consider a@de seoaration of evecx intersection 
In addition to the grade separated option$ already under $1;udy along the Harbof Subdivision, the DEIIVS must evaluate 
grade separatJon altematlve,s of fj\/erv Intersection, locludlng extensions cl the existing grade separated optlons to 
mitigate the s.afoty, health, coi,gestlon, air quality and environmental Jus.tk:e lmpa<ts, among other's. Indc-ed, the on· 
going Harbor Subdivision Transit Corridor Alternatives Anafy$iS has narrowed only has rail alternativ~, some of which 
could do1,1ble t.he number of crossings during rush hour in the shared PQrtion of trac,k from 24 trains per hour to 48 per 
hour. The operation would dose c-ross traffic at street-level crossings 60% of the time during rush hour (48 aosslngs x 
4S seconds per crossing), resulting in substantial traffic backups and worse,1e<l bcal air quality, among other adve.tse: 
impac.ts. F1,1rthermore, incl1,1dilg grade separated options in the Fin.al EIR/5 'h"OUld avoid delay in project oon.struction 
should a CPUC protest result In a decls&on requiring grade separatlo1l . 

extend th~ Hyde. Park tunnel from Vittoria to Redondo with an open cut Fairview Heights/Hyde Park stl'ttiOn. 
The OEIR/S should consider extending the Hyde Park tunnel optioo (opt ion #4) west of Redondo (with an open· 
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cuVtJeoch s~tion near West Btvd) either as a trench or cut-and~oover tunnel to address park access and the safety issues 
related to chi cken frequentilg Edward Vincent Park. 

The f..edar/Harf>Of Subdivision cro5sinn 
The OEIR/S should consider closing the Cedar crosslrtg and constructing a drtveway to Oak on the rear side (north) of the 
properties as an altematlve to access, prtmarilV,i but not solely tor safety reasons. It is likely cost neutral if not a cost 
savings. 

Grade W®@tion of Oak/Harbor SubdMs.loo Cro$SI09, 
The DEIR/S sl1oukf study beginning the Base LRT La Cienega/405 aerial grade sep<'ir.stion 700 feet sooner, just east or p 
Oak, to grade separate Oak. Sound walls, in addition to other noise and privacy mit igation measures will be required, 
lnc.luding, but not fimited to privacy screens and/or tall trees. 

Grade separation of Hindry/Harbor Subdiv ision. 
The DEIR/$ should study an extension of the Base t RT La Cienega/40S grade sep,cuation to connect with ttie Maothester 
grade separation option (option .t2). The aerlal extensloo, \vhlch Is Just over 1000 feet, would grade separate Hlndry and 
create a safer elevated Manchester station that w oukt address several safety issues expressed by the local community. 

A grad!", separation at Arbor Vitae/Harbor Suhdiyisinn. 
The OEUVS shoutd ~udy a grade separation at Arbor Vitae/Harbor Subdivision. We. are partlailarty concerned about the 
5,11tety Qf this crossing given the proximity of Amino l eadership Charter School, which is: j ust a blo<:k away. If the crossing 
is determined to be at~grnde it should be designed so as to not predude the construction of a grade separatioo at the 
crossing in the future. A cost comparisori of future grnde separation at Arbor Vitae versus c.urrent implementation .shoukl 
be compiled. 

Property owners and small busln~s mer<:hams diSplaced or adversely impacted by construct101l of the Creosha\v Transit Q 
N. RfLOCATION/CONSTRUCTION IMPACT ASSISTANCE I 
Corridor proJe.ct should receive just compensation and/or subsidies, includiog, but not limited to ChriS' Burger. 

0. UNE COLOR & STATION NAMES 
We recommer1d the. color Sl1vCf' for the Crenshaw-South Bay Un.-Q, or l!}ltemativety Bronze. 
Both Silver and Bfon?e are colors that resonate with the community. 

StatiPns should be named to reftrd the tommuoitv secvM not $imPIY the iottcsetti9o 
\'le recommet1d the following statVn names: 

Exposrtion Blvd: Jefferson Park · Crenshaw Manor 
Martkl Luther King, Jr. Blvd: Crenshaw Mall· Ffeedom Square 
Vernon Avenue: Leimert Pclrk Village 
Sllluson/C.renshaw: Park Mesa Heights • Aogeles Mesa 
\Vest Blvd: Hyde Pttrk • Fairview Heights 
La Stea Avenue: Inglewood CMc Center 
Hindry/Florenc,e: Westchester 
Century/ Aviation: Century Stvd -- LAX, Connection 

IV. CITIZEN'S ADVISORY COUNCIL 

To e.nsure stakeholder involvement and OVi'rsight throu9h project progression, Metro should establish a C<e:1\shaw·South 
Bay une Cittze.1fs Advisory Council with represeotatives from each of the Crt:nshaw corndor's loca1Iy elected tommunfty 
bodies to work through issues and maintain transparency. Representatives from the city of Los Angeles s.tiould be elected 
by and serve at the pleasure of the respective neighborhood cooncils and CRNLA CAC/PAC directly impacted by the 
project: one repr~entative each from west Adams Neighborhood Coone-it, United Neighbortioocls Neighborhood council, 
Empowennent Congress west Area Neighbort1ood Oevel0pm~nt Council, Park Me.sa COmmu1Uty council, Westchetter
Playa Del Rey Neighborhood Council, Mid-City Corridor PAC( Crenshaw CAC and Crenshaw Slauson CAC. Representatives 
(rom the busioess community (spedflcally, the business lmprove1neot districts), art.s community and preservation 
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SAYE LEIMERTI Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIR/DEIS Comme11ts 

organizations should be included as v~I. Meetings should be held monthly, along the corridor, and at a place and time 
most acoessible for residents and business owners (weekday evening or Saturday morning). 

We look forward to a thorou9h consideration and resP(lflse to our recommendations, demands and concerns. It has been 
our intent to be comprehensive in oor consideration of the Crenshaw Tran.sit Corridor as proposedJ but our comments 
herein should not be considered exclusive or dispositive. 

Sincerely, 
Save Lehnert Stee:lng Committee 

CC: 
Senators Diane Feilstein and Barbara Boxer 
Congresswomen Diane Watson., Ma>cine Waters and Laura Ricliardson 
State Senator C:tmen Price 
Assembly Speak.er Karen Bass 
Assembt,, Member Mike Dav~ 
MTA Board of Directors 
Supervisor Mark RidlerThomas 
los Ange5es•City Coor,c;il Members Herb WeSS,Qn, Bernard C. Parks, Bill Rosendahl and Tom la8ooge 
lAUSO Board Member Mar9ucfile LaMotte 
Federal Transit Admini!;tration Region lX Administrator lesf:ie Rogers 
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Response to comment 20-07-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice 
Alternative. 
 
On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The 
inclusion of these two underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for considering 
grade separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such 
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and 
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where 
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s 
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The Metro 
Board also authorized continued environmental review of three design options including an extended 
below grade section between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade 
Separation) originally Design Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade 
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design 
Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.  The physical 
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts still do not require the alignment to be placed 
underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project 
along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the 
approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 20-07-B. 
 
See Response to Comment 20-07-A.  
 
Response to comment 20-07-C. 
 
See Response to Comment 20-07-A.   The additional analyses and incorporation of the design options and 
48th Street to 59th Street study are attributable in part to comments received during the public participation 
process.   
 
Response to comment 20-07-D. 
 
Metro will be implementing a jobs program for all the Measure R construction projects.  The jobs program 
will be designed to maximize employment opportunities for residents living in the construction area, 
provide for apprenticeship opportunities, and reduce unemployment for Los Angeles County residents. 
 
Metro will continue to collaborate with the arts community through its art program.  An arts advisory 
committee will be formed and artist workshops and information sessions will be held in venues along the 
corridor.  
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Response to comment 20-07-E. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-F. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-07-B regarding the equity of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the 
project.  The FEIS/FEIR found that the existing parking inventory along Crenshaw Boulevard is 
underutilized and that no parking impacts would occur with implementation of the project.   
 
Response to comment 20-07-G. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-07-B regarding an analysis of environmental justice of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
Response to comment 20-07-H. 
 
Significant improvements to safety design and operation for light rail transit within Los Angeles have 
occurred since the inception of the Metro Blue Line.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that a less-than-
significant impact to safety would occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please Refer to 
Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Each potential grade crossing has its own unique situation depending on site distance, signal timing, 
pedestrian circulation, as well as many other additional factors.  It is for this reason that grade crossing 
decisions are made on a case by case basis by Metro and the CPUC.  An accident prediction report would 
be extremely speculative and could not be based on any substantive data that could be considered 
applicable at all grade crossings.  Determining the costs from future accidents also could not be reasonably 
predicted for the same reason. 
 
The commenter refers to the air quality and emergency response time impacts from increased congestion 
resulting from operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The traffic model used for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project forecast the operation of the light rail system would result in a 
reduction of approximately 26,000 vehicle trips countywide.  The reduction in automobile trips would ease 
the overall congestion within the corridor and not restrict access for emergency vehicles.  The FEIS/FEIR 
determined that no adverse impacts would occur related to emergency vehicle access.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
A localized air quality analysis, which includes the emissions from automobiles queuing at intersections, 
determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would not be exceeded during the operation of 
the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of automobile 
trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
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Response to comment 20-07-I. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-07-H regarding increased overall congestion from the operation of the 
proposed project.  The traffic analysis includes the cumulative effects of the Exposition Light Rail Project as 
suggested by the commenter. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-J. 
 
Comment noted.  The document the commenter refers to is not a regulatory document and provides 
guidance for crossings where rail crosses a highway.  No further analysis of life cycle costs would be 
required. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-K. 
 
The commenter correctly asserts that several existing Metro rail stations are within close proximity of each 
other.  However, the stations referred to by the commenter are all at-grade stations and these examples are 
not comparable to the below-grade station at Vernon because there are major cost implications associated 
with construction of an underground station.  Please refer to Master Response 12 regarding the 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station.  
 
Response to comment 20-07-L. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 20-07K.  The vision of the Leimert Park area was provided to give an 
indication of what could occur.  Any potential development or joint development around the Vernon 
Station would be a function of the existing fiscal climate, the relevant political jurisdictions, and interest of 
private developers.   
 
Furthermore, Metro has undertaken work to identify how linkages and pedestrian infrastructure around 
stations can be improved. Metro will continue to work with implementing agencies such as CRA and 
LADOT to support the incorporation of these linkage improvements into each respective agency’s 
investment plans.  
 
Response to comment 20-07-M. 
 
Bored tunnel construction was considered for the Leimert Park Village and the construction contracts will 
be procured to allow contractors to propose them. Single bored tunnels were determined to be much more 
expensive than twin tunnel bores due to the higher volume of soil to be moved. The consideration of this 
technology was therefore not carried forward. Open cut stations have definitely been considered in the 
design of underground stations along Crenshaw Boulevard.  Due to physical constraints, they have only 
been incorporated into the design of the below grade station at Crenshaw/Vernon (Design Option 5).   All 
construction processes will be closely monitored to reduce any impact to soil conditions at the surface.  
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Response to comment 20-07-N. 
 
Section 13 of the Crenshaw Specific Plan requires that to the extent physically feasible, all new utility lines 
that directly service a Project shall be installed underground.  In areas along Crenshaw Boulevard where 
the alignment is underground, the utility lines that provide electrical power would also be underground.  
Where the alignment is at grade along Crenshaw Boulevard (60th to 48th Streets), it would not be physically 
feasible to place utility wires underground because the entire Metro light rail system is run by overhead 
electrical wires which require the utility wires to be above the light rail vehicles.  Therefore the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would remain consistent with the Crenshaw Specific Plan, as 
stated in the Land Use Section of the FEIS/FEIR.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project 
along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard, including the area designated under the Crenshaw/LAX 
Corridor Specific Plan, is beyond Metro policies and environmental considerations, exceeds the scope of 
the approved Metro budget for the project, and is financially infeasible.  
 
The large majority of community activities and events occur near Leimert Park or the Baldwin Hills 
Crenshaw Plaza, both areas where the alignment is below grade and would not prohibit these events from 
occurring in the future.  Should future events occur in an area where the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project is operating at grade, either half of Crenshaw Boulevard could still be closed for a parade and the 
other side could maintain restricted traffic flow. 
 
Traction Power Substations for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would conform to all 
applicable regulations and design guidelines, including those listed under the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor 
Specific Plan. 
 
The aerial segment originally included as part of the Base LRT Alternative was excluded from the locally 
preferred alternative.  The segment between 60th Street and the Harbor Subdivision Railroad right-of-way 
will now be in a below grade configuration. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-O. 
 
All street furniture and landscaping for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would conform to all 
applicable regulations and design guidelines, including those listed under the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor 
Specific Plan. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-P. 
 
Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the 
issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and 
engineering assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in a 
sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors 
regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.  The grade 
crossing analysis found that grade crossings were not required at Oak Street, Hindry Avenue, or 
Arbor Vitae Boulevard as suggested by the commenter.  
 
The Cedar crossing cannot be closed because it would eliminate or restrict access to the two 
industrial businesses and truck trips that rely on it for access.  Extending the below grade segment 
from Victoria Avenue to west of Redondo Boulevard would incur severe cost implications and would 
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not likely result in any benefits to safety and park access.  This section of the Harbor Subdivision is 
located in an industrial area and park access is to the north of Redondo Boulevard.   
 
Grade separation for light rail could result in increased safety, such as extending the aerial section 
from the LA Cienega/I-405 east to Oak Street.   However, it would introduce cost implications and 
could introduce substantial new visual and noise impacts.  The FEIS/FEIR found that no adverse 
effects to safety would occur from the light rail line operating at-grade.  A sound wall on an aerial 
structure would exacerbate the potential visual impacts to these residences and would have 
engineering constraints.  Similarly, extending the aerial section from the LA Cienega/I-405 west to 
the Manchester crossing would introduce cost implications and it could introduce substantial new 
visual and noise impacts to which the Westchester community has expressed concern.  A grade 
crossing at Arbor Vitae would introduce cost implications at a minimal benefit.  The Amino 
Leadership Charter school in Inglewood is located approximately 700 feet from the alignment, has a 
relatively small enrollment and a small number of students who walk to and from school.  

Response to comment 20-07-Q. 
 
Because the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is located along an existing railroad right-of-way and 
major arterial, the displacement that would occur would be limited to primarily industrial uses and some 
commercial uses.  The FEIS/FEIR found that only a few would be displaced as a result of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The socioeconomic effects of the displacement of businesses 
would be offset by the enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities, particularly near 
station areas that would occur with a light rail transit system.  In addition, for all of the property 
acquisition, relocation assistance and compensation would be provided by Metro as required by the 
Uniform Relocation Act and the California Act. Relocation assistance given to residents under the 
Relocation Act ensures that any potentially displaced residents or businesses are relocated in a similar 
situation than the one they were relocated from.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic patterns, reduce on 
street parking and change access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will work with and 
coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible.  During operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, access to surrounding businesses and residences would be 
improved. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-R. 
 
The schedule for the naming of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and corresponding 
stations has yet to be established. Metro’s naming policy is designed to provide clear transit 
information to our customers – both frequent patrons as well as visitors and infrequent users.  In 
addition, the policy is intended to ensure timely, cost-effective and rider-friendly property naming 
efforts.  
 
Properties will be named with the maximum benefit and convenience of the transit system user in 
mind. Naming will provide customers with travel information in a simple, straightforward and 
unified way in order to assist patrons in successfully navigating the transit system and 
correspondingly the region. Property names will reflect the following principles:  
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Transit system context – Names will provide information as to where a property is located within 
the context of the entire transit system; property names will be clearly distinguishable with no 
duplication.  
 
Property area context – Names will provide specific information as to the location of the property 
within the context of the surrounding street system, so that users can find their way around after 
their arrival and to support system access via automobile drop-off and parking.  
 
Neighborhood identity – Where appropriate, property naming will acknowledge that system 
stations and stops serve as entry points to the region’s communities and neighborhoods.  
 
Simplicity – Names will be brief enough for quick recognition and retention by a passenger in a 
moving vehicle, and to fit within signage and mapping technical parameters.  
 
The property naming process will include both staff consideration of the above elements and 
community input through a defined process.   
 
Your comments regarding naming will be included as part of this record. 
 
Response to comment 20-07-S. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will provide a critical link in Los Angeles 
County’s rail system, not only enhancing mobility for the corridor, but also generating economic 
investment and mixed-use development opportunities.  In anticipation of these opportunities, the Metro 
Board of Directors approved a community relations consultant contract to assist in the formation and 
support of a community-based leadership council.  The council will represent key constituent groups along 
the alignment to prepare the community for the introduction of this new system, as well as the short term, 
but significant, inconveniences associated with construction of the line.  The council will be a multiple year 
standing body that broadly represents the interests and population of the Corridor and will meet on a 
quarterly basis to provide input and feedback to Metro on major Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
issues, including construction impacts, design, transit system safety, economic development, contract 
procurement and job opportunities within the Corridor’s communities.   
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COMMENT: 20-08. The Sierra Club. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

From: 
Sent; 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Sierra Ouo 
$'\$ha.., oos ¢0n;m 

Darrell Clarke {darrciarke@gmaiLcom) 
Monday, October 26, 2009 3:55 PM 
Diaz. Roderick 
Sierra Club com.me,u on Cron.shaw Draft EIS/EIR 

Sierra Club Crenshaw DEIS comment.pd:f 

Attached Js 1:ht: Sierra Club ' s CClnment lett,H' 00 t he Cre))Shaw Draft EJS/EIR. 

Thanks, 
D-on:rell cta::ke 
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3435 Wibl1hc &u.k,,o1rd 
Suice 320 

Lot Atigtlt.$, CA 900 10-1904 

Oc:tob~r 26, 2009 

Roderick Diaz, P1<>i«:< Manago· 
Mclm 
One G3teway Ptaza, MIS 99-22-3 
Los Angd ... CA 90012 
Via eu:iail: diazr<idtrick'1>ms:1ru.on 

Re: Comment on Crenshaw T ramit Corridor Draft BIS/BIR 

2 0 -~ 

(2 13) 387-4287 phot1c 
(213) 387-5383 r ... x 

w\\w.u-1ttlU,$ittrt<.lub,org 

'fhe Sierra CJub recognizes the compelling need for improved Metro service in the area of 
the Crc.usb.aw Corridor. Acknowledging die Jong f lancliug public demand for a modem 
(t:t.nsh projeo: 10 serve {be neighbo,hoods .llong the Om:idor, the Club eooo1.1,.ige$ Mer.,o lO 

focus resources and attcntioo o n this projca so diat it may ffiO\'C from environ.mental review 
to construction :and operation as quickly as possiblc. 

\Ve would l.ikc ro sec: the C<>rridor reach its f. 111 pc:>rend::i.l :as :;1 Nonh-South line in •he over:a!J 
Metro system, The conccpts and ridership projections presented in the Draft EIS/BIR would 
bc:uefit gre-atly froru au espanded vlsioo of tt.a.O.Sit to se.cve the area. one that beuet links the 
mai.J"J strvi«. lioes iu ics vkl.tl.ily. In partku1at~ futlhtr <.'OUo.ectivity optlol)S should be 
o u1Jincd ro the North in(o l lollywood :md t~ the South ~i:a an cxt¢nsion ofthcGree.n Linc. 

Like,\<ls~ because p~r.nu11enc uansit iilfras-1.n.tccure caJ..l g:ready infl.ue0,C( b.ndMuse dedsio.ns 
and growth pauans., the C lub encourages considCJ"3tion :i.nd support for appropriate. tnrult• 
oricnrcd dcvd opmcm along the Corridor. In addition 10 JocaJ economic bcncfiu, mixcd•u.sc. 
infill de\'dopmcnl along ltansit liut'.s is a proven strategy for reducing automobile trips and 
(b.e,as-socii<ed polludoo tw:lt is bor.b hai·atl\11 ro public huld1 .l.lld ~ oujor c:onttibutor ro lbe 
climate crisj.s, 

8 

We 1.U1cit-r¥taJ1d the ft'.SOurc:t' (.'OtUtraiuts to t.ht t'On<:epts for au dtc:nded visiou. to the I 
Cori:idor a.rid r¢:ili1,e th:u these may O¢ed robe pu1i ·ued in finore ph.:ises. Con$ide.ring focure C 
linkages in pl'J.rul.i.ng the current project, bo,v~•cr, will only enhance the foundation for the 
Crenshaw T rmsic Corridot P1-<Jjecr. 

\Ve look forw:mi ro rhcsuco-... -.sfi.11 complcrion :tnd oper.arion of the projca. 

Darrdl Clai·kl, 
Angel($ Chaprer Chair :tod Transp(ln:uion C.,:,-Ch:iir 
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Response to comment 20-08-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-08-B. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The increased potential connectivity of the LRT Alternative and permanent transit infrastructure, 
which would be more likely to encourage future development, were two of the factors that led the Metro 
Board of Directors to select the LRT Alternative over the BRT Alternative.   
 
Response to comment 20-08-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Future linkages were considered by Metro during the final design of the project so 
as not to preclude these future connections. 
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COMMENT: 20-09. The Festival Companies. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Bt)'Ce Ross (B.Rcss@festivaloos.coml 

Sent: Friday~ Oct6be1 23, 2009 4:36 PM 

to: Diaz, Roeleook 

c c: RosaUnd Sctwrgin 

Subject: Crene.haw Transit COJridor OEISIOEIR Comments from 8a.kiwin Hill$ Crenshaw Plaz.a 

Attachment,:: Crenshaw Transit Corrtdof OEIS~DEIR Commenis from Balc:t.vin Hills O'enshaw Plaza • 10 .. 23-
00.pdf 

Roder.ck: 

On bel'lalf or the owner of the BaJct.Yln Hills C<enshaw P!aza attached are our comments oo the CrenShaw Transit 
corridor OEISIOEIR: we hav0 atso sent the comm~nt IMter to )'OUr att0ntion via owrnigl'lt courlef (tracking 
mfo1malfon is included in the a!laehed PDF). Please call n1e direcUy with any ques~ons. 

Regards, 

Bryce Ross 

The Festival Companies 
Fes1ivaJ Retail Fund Management, LI.C 
98-41 Airport 6ou1evaf"Q, SU1if> 700 
Los Anoeles. CA 90045. 
Direct (310) 665-S6:le 
Malri (310) 665-96CO 
Fax /310) 665-9000 
Cell (310) 022-9787 
b .r9:5§@f@slivalops com 
www.festi..,alcoH:om 
ORF. 011254111 

I J/$12009 
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--------------~ Metro 

Octobc.r 23. 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Maru1~er 
Los Angel-es Co-UJ1ty Metropolitan Transponatioo Autboricy 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99•22·) 
u,, AJ,gel«, CA 90012-29$2 

20-9 

B,yuRt'M 
JJU6s.9636 

RR: Baldwin Hilb CreoSbllM' f'laia • Crtnshaw Transit Corridor Projttf DEIS/DUR CommtnlS 

Dear Mt. Diaz: 

11ie Festival Companies oa behalf of Capri Urban 8.'lkSwin. J..l£ and Capri Urban Crenshaw, LLC 
(colle<:tivcly '"Owner") l~ o,,11er of Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza (BHCP) is .submitting comments on 
1he C~osbaw 'J)'aosit Conidar Pr~jcct DEIS/DEIR. BHCP is an approximllte 43 ;:!,(,;rt propet1y wh)eh 
concains an cncl05Cd and open air shopping mall in the hear1 of the Crenshaw OistricL \Ve have reviewed 
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Proje!'A DEIS/DEIR~ and enthusiastically support the project's objectives to 
improve the local trZlJU.it.$)"$lem. provlde greater acoessibiUty lo residents, eohaocc public safe,y Md 
proo,ote SU$Utinab-ility. 

This prop(Xk:'d projeict has gre.u poteotial for South Los Angeles in that it-tre-.i:td the opp0r1unh>' fot 1tew 
jobs. ll'lve.stme,u and econ<;>mic re,,•italization. It bas the abiUty io bring about $lgnificam l>el'.lefits, not just 
to our cu.,tomers but to the hundreds of thOU$tlnd.s of pe<>ple v.fto l i~>t. work. shop, recreste and won.hip io 
the community. 

While we undersr.and that MT A must consider ;di at1emJiti~-t$ snidied- in<:ludins the Ught Rail Transit 
(LRT) Alternative, Bus Rapid ir11nsi1 (BRT) Al:temstive, No-Build Ahcmati\'e and the Transportalion 
Systems Mao~1en1 (fSM) Altemati\-e- we belie\·e the LR1'altemative offer.; the grtatest p01enti.1I 
btneti1s 10 I.he com.in.unity. 

Due to the proximiry of BNCP t0 the pro~d corridor, alld our interest in cMuring cm future he.:ahh a,id 
vita.Ht}' of our cei1ter and the surrounding community, we have prq,3rcd the following co,nme1)lS oo the 
8RT and LRT alternatives with the goaJ ofse.:eklllg darl.ticatiOCl i11 Um.it.Cd areas covered in the 
DEIS/DEJR; 

L Light RaiJ T rnnsit Q;(R]') Alttrpative: 

i. The DEIS/EIR indi<:3.les W'lt die LRT Alternative will not create .signilkant trn.ffic impaci$ or 
additiof\31 delay$ in the vicinity of BHCP along the Crenshaw cc>rrid()(, 8HCP supports 1M 
LR.T Ahcmativ,e. 

fU·TIVAl, CQM)(l!fl,C:1-'t, Rf'J.I. l'.tTATII Sl(ll'l'ltU 
9!.fl A11r.,ot? 81:ut'\'AIW, &.In t:700 • ~A.'<Elt-S, ~u~~~\ S10(),4S 

Ttl.3)0.66S.~OO· FAXSIIJ.U,-,POO'-/ 
WW-.bli•'tk«.«ffi 

A 

B 

C 

D 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-273 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

BHCP Comments to DEIS/DEIR 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 
Page 2 

iL We strongly suggest tbnl the proposed Crcn$haw & Manin Lu!her King Jr. Station have 
u.cctss p0,t3,ls at all four (4) oorners of the station box and a pedestrian undercrossi.ns acoess 
as e-ach portal This saation is located immedlately ;idja¢C'l11 10 the BHCP (ak>ng with many 
ol.bet" pri\·ate proper1id) as wtll as many exiSting hcavit)' travekd transit routes and bus MOp$,. 
Also, 1here art hig.lt voli.lmes of pedestrians who <:nm at that pNl.iculllr inteNe<:tion, 
ProvidjnJ four (4) entrance/exit ponals to tbe suu.fon and creatiog iin undcrcrossing option for 
pedestrians would oot only improve pe,d,esu·fan access. to the LRT line, but minimize Utt 
number of 11t..grade pedes,rian crossings as well. 

i ii. What is the planned design prooe:1:1 for lbe propo.$Cd new station and bow Clltl BHCP and 
other local private property owners potentially integrate the new station inlo lhtir own uses? 

iv, 8H.CP support.<: the LRT Design Oplion S t'or 1.ltt additional station at Vernon A \'COUe and 
Lcimcrt Park. 

v, 8HCP docs not s.uppon moving the proposed Cremlt.tw &. Martin l,ulhet King Jr. Station 
south if Design Option 5 is no1 impleroC"JUed, a.1 it would make it more dHficuJt tor 
pcdes1ri.:u1s t<> ;M;<:t$$ tl~ l.RT Ststi<>n from BHCP. 

vi. It is undcar in the OEJS/DElR if in tbe Liff Alte:ms.tive lhc Nortbbowtd left tum lane on 
Crenshaw Boulevard 10 3!1'' Street would be. eliminated. BHCP (eels that ii is jmp«iant that 
1bls existing left rum be 1naintaincd in all cast:$. 

2. Bos Rapid Tnmsit WRD Aflernative: 

i. The OEIS/BlR indicatc:s tbal the BRT 1\llernative will signi.ticantly reduce pc.ik perlod 
roadway 1;11p;)(.:.ity. and ettate-significant ttanic impam and addittonit.l delays in the ,•teinity of 
OaldwU) Hill$ Cronshaw Plaza along the Crcosbaw Ol)fri(lor. This will also have significant 
adverse impacts on traffic cimdadoo on Cret'1$haw Boukward in the vic:inity oft.he Mall as 
well as to traffic .1ccesslli.g/egressing the Mall. As a result ofth~ .$lgni.t'icaot iro~ts ar:id 
lr.sff,c dtki)'S BHCP cannot support tbe BRT Altemalhi: (as defined .'tdj:w:ent to the Mall in 
the DEIS/DEIR) beieausc it wi.lJ a~ have significant adverse impacts: on the ,•iability o(the 
BHCP pcop<ny. 

il. 1'be BRT Altem.,th't indicates lhlll , oew 120· • l~S' ~taiion platform will be, con>l!'OCtro 
adjoccnt to the BHCP oommen:W bull<l.lng;s at die southwest comer ofM.artin Luther King Jr, 
& Crenshaw OOWtvards. Wl1at is the-planned design proc(M for lhc prop<:,std new station 
pbtf(liti.» a1MI hc)w can BHCP and other local pri\'11.IC property QWl')l!l'S potentially integrate lhc 
new station platform into their owo uses? 

W. The .OEIS.IEIR suggesas there is no proposed widening of tltt curb•I0•<:'1rb $b't:et dimension 
adjacent to the BHCP, and lhal oo add.iti◊11al "rigbt of way"' lakes arc proposed. PJrase 
confmn this is lht case. BHCP is oonccmcd about reducing exi.siing sidewalk widths adj3Cfflt 
to tbc Mall due to the high number of pcdestriaos cw:ren1ly usi!'l& 1bo$e sidewalks and the 
de$ire to improve the pedestrian enviro111nen1. 

J . Parking (SRI & LRT Altemativt.s): 

i. 1'he OEIS/0£.lQ sug&csts that the BRT and LRi Alttrn.1th·es would require approxfawely 
l00-300 parking spaces located near die proposed Martin Lu1bc-r King Jr. aod Crenshaw 
Boulevards Station fur "'Pa)k and R.ide" users. If these projectioos art k,w, 1he "Park and 
Ri<k:'' ~itfog facilities referred to io the DEIS/DEfR would be b~dequstc, causing riders (o 
find othu places to park. I( riders were I◊ Pf,tk iJ) the. BHCP parking fields which arc owntd. 
operated 11nd rn.'lfo.tai.ned b)' BHCP, this o•;crfl.ow would h,we dclrimen~I effects 0 1) our 

D 

E 

F 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-274 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

BHCP Commencs to OBlSIJ)E:JR 
Creosh.a.w Transit Corridor Project 
P•ge3 

cu.stomel"$.. 1eo11Jl1.S and the ow~r ofBHCP. It is importaot io note tl)at 8HCP is required to 
make these prn.'8tc pGrfciog fields available to custoroers snd tenants of BHCP. Please 
de:mol\SIJatc that the 100-300 "Park ind Ride" parkingspaocs contc-Jnplal(d in the 
OEIS/OE:lR N'C, adequate and that a parking deficit will not impact the $1.!ITOUnding property. 

ii. The DEIS!DEIR docs llOt adequate}~ :i(ldtffl the-potential for "'Park and IUde·· 1raasit useJ' 
demand for this Slati<>n· (or other Stations), nor the polentUII for t!.e l11)~ct that "Park and 
Ride,., u:sel' parkfoS could ha1,-e on the parking fields &t BHCP. Additional analysis needs to be 
done to determine the potcntW p.irkiug Jmpacts of the BRT and LRT Atttmallvts. 

4. Constrgct;9Q; 

i. BHCP i$ ,,ery coocetned a.bout pmcntial djsrupli00$ to business activities at the Mall during 
coost.ruc1i,on, particularly from any siJ,'llific.,nt reduc1ions in roadway capacity aklng 
Crenshaw Boulevard or olber streeu adjacent to the Mall. BHCP requem that Metro 
coordinate both lbe. de'l'e'°pmeot and operation oftbe 'fra01c Mlltlag:emenr Plan with BHCP 
aod Olber property owners co minimize di.sruptioos aod i1npact.~ on prlvate property usm, 

ii. Will there be any disrnpdoo of the existing bus stops during 1he cour.ie of coniuruction of 
either the Bln or LRT Altemafr,-cs? It is criticaJ lo the tenants QfBHCP that the cxisdng bus 
routs and SIQPS remai:n open, oper,iljo,i:,l 3J>d aoct.$$iblc during: all pbi1$CS of coostn1c;1l0.C1. A 
sig.nifM:ant amount o( OHCP's patrons, tenants, and emplo~cs vralk 10 1J,e. pl'Qf)Crty or arrive 
via die existing ni,ass lrlU)S-it sys.terns. If the existing mau traosit system (bus routs, bus .stops) 
or pedes1riai, aocos.s to BHCP are signlfleantJy disrupted or impacted by coostruclion. it will 
have dco-imcmaJ effects oo BHCP, 

iii. fuU ,'truculllt acces.s and tum mo,'t'ments for :iccessi.ng the BHCP need to be.oondouously 
mafotaincd during oomtrucdon. 

iv. All sidewalks adjacent 10 the Mall .should rem11in <>pen during cnnsirudion due: to the c.xisliog 
high vohune of pedestrian activity, 

v. ConstrucliO•>•rttated disruptions and impac.:lS on access (\'e.hicu1ar, mass uansit, and 
pedestrian) during lhe months of October - January of any gi-..·cn ytar (times of hlgbes, 
aclivity at the Mall) shoold be il'l'Oided 10 minimize impatt:; on lb; C\15WmC1'3, tenants and 
owncrofBJ-lCP. 

vi. The-OeJSIDElR does not addrc$$ (lisntJ)lfon Md imcmiptioo in utili,y s«vlces that sm·e 
BHCP a.ad other private property users. UtiLity disruptio!U would ba\·e-detrimental impacts 
on BHCP and Olltet privarc property users. Please outline any potcntiaJ Ulility disruptions and 
provide mitigation that reduces any impil¢1 oo SOn'ounding propc,11ies. 

We look forward I<> the opportunity to work with the MTA a, It continues to cvalu.,ce tb,; bes1 i.ransi1 
op1io11i fot the Crenshaw Corridor. 'l'bank )'OU for considering our oomm~ot8, 

8l)'OC Ross 
Acquisllions and ()e.vclopment Oiroctor 
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Response to comment 20-09-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-09-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-09-C. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.  
 
Response to comment 20-09-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Response to comment 20-09-E. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
Response to comment 20-09-F. 
 
A parking utilization survey conducted during the Advance Conceptual Engineering Phase determined 
that the loss of on-street parking would not result in a parking shortage for the area.  The location and size 
of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advanced Conceptual Engineering Phase.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La Brea, West, and Exposition 
Stations.  The West Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 120 spaces, the La Brea Station 
park-and-ride lot will contain approximately 100 spaces, and the Exposition Station park and ride lot will 
contain approximately 110 spaces.  Together, these facilities would serve the transit corridor’s parking 
demands. 
 
Response to comment 20-09-G. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate the development and operation of the Traffic Management 
Plan with the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza and adjacent property owners to minimize adverse effects to 
the extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of 
the light rail system would provide enhanced access to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza and members of 
the surrounding communities.   
 
Restricted turns and intersection closures from the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Project will occur at 
locations along Crenshaw that are removed from the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza and should therefore 
have no effect on vehicle access into the plaza. No sidewalk closures would occur during construction of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Should a portion of sidewalk require temporary disruption, 
alternate routes would be established to maintain pedestrian circulation.  Metro acknowledges that the 

©Metrd 
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months of October to January represent the peak season for the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza and will 
take that information into account when developing a construction schedule to minimize disruptions.  No 
utility disruptions to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza are anticipated to occur during construction of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. 
 
 
 
 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-278 August 2011 

COMMENT: 20-10. The Neighborhood Council of Westchester/Playa. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: kentv,oodnw (kentwoodnw@aot.com) 

Sent: S<Jnday, Ootobe< 18. 2009 S:16 PM 

To: Oial, Roderick 

Cc: dcnny schnetder 

Subject: letter from NCVvP re Crensnaw Line 

Attachments: MT AO:enshawLine101809.pdf 

Roderick, 
Please see the attached correspondence from the Neighborhood Council or 
Westchester/Playa. 

Regards, 
Cyndi Hench 
NCWP President 

111snoo9 
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20-9 

$726 South Seputveda Boulevard, PMB 191A 
Los Angeles, Calrfornia 9004S 
213.4?1.7023 phone 
310.310,3564 , .. )( 
EmaU: inquiries@ncwpdr.org 
www.ncwpdr.org 

October 18, 2009 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Proje<:t Manager 
Los Angeles County Me-tr-0p0lium Trnosp0rta1ion Authority 
Ooc Gateway Plaza MS-99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz.. 

The Neighborhood Council ofWestch,-stor/Playa, lhc official LA City chartered advisory 
organization for the communities of Wc-stchcster. Playa dcJ Rey, and Playu Vis-ta would like lo 
;hank. the MTA for attending our board meeting on AUf.'1.lSt 4 to inform us that tl1e Crtn!;haw 
Corridor Line Light Rail is slated to go through eastern \Veslc.hester and that release of an 
E.IS/EIR is imminenL 

Our organ.izalion supports the cJc.vclopmcnt ofan cffoclive light rail :;y.stem 1h.rougbout 1he regicm 
and expects it co he supported witlt a feeder bus system resuJtillg irl conve11ient public transit for 
Southern California, 

\Ve have reviewed the. portion of the subject f)roject i1) out commw,ity and make c.he fol lowing 
gener~l reservations and recom.mt1)dations for further study by MT A be.fore tl,e. project is 
f'i.oali:t.t-d aod approved: 

1. A stop near Cennuy/ A via ti on coinciding with a proposed LAX airport muJti·modal 
project is desirable and appropriate, 

2, Adversely impacting major b.ighway/strcet traffic v.ith at•gradc crossings is 
unacc-eplnble-, particularly al M.anch~te.r Ave. 

A 
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3. Train station accessibility should be as convenient h) riders as possible with th.c 
minimum impacts on local businesses and residences. I 
4. T min opera.Lions near residential communities should be ns qui cl and air non-polhuiog as I 
possible. We e:<pect effective use of tussling and sound wults oenr our community. 

Specific. com.ments and recommendations tcgardiog the. p-ropost.-d pnrk and ride st.ntion and 
prop0scd m.ainteow:ice yard in the Westchester area bouoded by Osage on the west. 8Yd S1rec1 on 
the north~ LaCienego 0 1J the eiL',l. and Floreoce oo the south: 

l. The propost.-d ''kiss and ride"' at Hindry/Florenco is far from optimal. The area is 
adjacent to single family homes. lt currently contains community serving busfoesscs and a 
fi fty year landmw-k openujon in Westchester, the Kentwood Playhouse.. An nJtemative 
station site could t,e. Jocated just south of the Manchescer/A.via.1.ion/F1orence intersec-tion 
where, unlike Florence w·hic-h ha.$ no bus sen,ice, Manchester A\le. ha.~ an established bus 
route whlcb js signilic-J.ntly utilized. This proposed location will not adversely impact 
residences. This location is populated by commercial shippers and undeveloped land 
arotmd/near the MTA right of way. further. a Manchcsler smtion would be more convenient 
for travelers from tlle rest of our community, 

2. Closure of Hindry A venue at Florence for either a station or proposed maintenance yard 
is unacceptable. ·t11is street is one of lhe few egresses of the ne::u-by residential community. 
Any station near that intersection ,vould cause increased cut. through traffic onto the few 
remaining egresses. 

3. The proposed station site near Hiodry was once the location for a metal platins and 
fobricatior:i facil ity that is under inves1iga1fo-n by th-e OTSC. It is known to be a polluted area 
which wm need extensive mitigation. 

4. Whereas details of the proposed maintenance yard arc sketchy at best. we oppose this 
location and recommend that it be located i.n a more cornmcrciaJ oriented area. such as the 
proposed El S<:gundo sito. 

We look forwurd to worldng:moreclosely with MTA in the future as this projec.t becomes more 
fuJly defined. 

Sincerely, 

Cyndi He11ch 
President, Neighborhood Council of Westchcstcr/Playa 
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Response to comment 20-10-A. 
 
An aerial station at Century/Aviation was incorporated into the locally preferred alternative to facilitate a 
connection to the Los Angeles Airport.  Metro, throughout the planning process, has coordinated with LAX 
to develop a connection which would satisfy all interested parties. 
Response to comment 20-10-B. 
 
An aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue was incorporated into the locally preferred alternative to alleviate 
potential impacts from traffic and safety.   
 
Response to comment 20-10-C. 
 
Pedestrian accessibility and minimizing potential impacts to surrounding businesses and residences were 
incorporated into the station area planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-10-D. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not 
result in adverse noise impacts.  Mitigation measures, such as sound walls or tussling, was determined not 
to be necessary.  The federal air quality thresholds would not be exceeded during the operation of the 
project.   
 
Response to comment 20-10-E. 
 
The proposed park and ride facility near Hindry and Florence Avenues was removed from consideration 
during the Advanced Conceptual Engineering Phase.  The optional station at Manchester was also 
considered at the aerial crossing over Manchester Avenue where it would provide a better connection to 
pedestrian linkages and bus transfers in addition to the at-grade location near Hindry Avenue.. 
 
Response to comment 20-10-F. 
 
Hindry Avenue will remain open and will not be closed during the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light 
Rail Project. 
 
Response to comment 20-10-G. 
 
The metal plating and fabrication facility site referred to by the commenter would not be required for the 
construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Therefore, no remediation for 
ground contamination would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-10-H. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 20-11. United Community Associations/Citizens' Campaign to Fix the Expo Rail 
Line. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbot~ Matthew 

From: 

Sent 
To: 
Subject: 

Diaz, Roderick 
Wedne6day, NO'\l'embe1 04, 2009 1 t :00 AM 

Pan, Fanny; A$Uncion, Fulgene 

FW UCA/Fix EXPO campaign Comments io Crenshaw Transit Corridor DEIR/$ 

Fo llow Up Flag : FOilow up 

Flag Status: ROd 

A,tta_chments: UCA Comments,pdf; Diaz;, Roderick,vcf 

Rcdenck 8. Ol8z 
Transpo,tation Planning Manager V 
Soum Bay Alea Team 

Los Angotes County MeliOpolitan TransportatlOnAuthollty 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mall StOp: 99-22-3 
Los Angeles. CA 
90012·2952 
(213) 922•'.l<J\S 
dia.zrodeiick@metro.net 

From: Damien·Goodmon {mailto:damienwg@gmail.oom} 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 5:15 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: UCA/Fbc Expo campaign COftHnents to. Crenshaw Traoslt corridor OEIR,'S 

Mr. Diaz: 

Attached ru~ the ooin,nents of Uoittd Coirunuoi1y Associations/Citizens' Cl\rnpaigo 10 Fi:-. the E~po Rail 
Linc to the Crenshaw Trru1sjf Corridor Draft £uviroumcntal linpac1 .Report/Draft Environmcn1al lmp:ict 
Stul.cmenL 

We gr~atly appr~cfate-COl.l,~id?r.ition of these matters and look tbrw~r<l to continuing to participate in this 
r>roooss. 

Sincerely, 
/ ,) 

Otimico Goodmon 
dg@fi.=v,i,,n 

P.O. Box 781267 
Los Angel<s, CA 90008 
(:)23) 761-6435 (phone/fax) 
www.Fi>:Expo.ort; 

11110/2009 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-283 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

UNITED COMMUNfrY ASSOCIATIONS 

Oclcber-26, :?009 

R QCl("rkk l)i:i_y, 

Unite. Educate. 01'gm,ize. Empm.ce,: Chan.ge. 

Los An,gcJc3 CQ1..mty M"elropoJjt.:m Tr.i.nsp<:trtntfon Au.thorily 
Crenshaw-Sooth &y 1'ransil Line l 'roject Mana~er 
One Gateway Pl.aza. M/S 99-21-3 
Los Aogclc,. CA 90012,2952 
d ia.z:rodcrid:@nl.(>lJ"o,nd 

Oeru-Mr.Di.a: 

20 - 11 

T he follow,ns a re U,, ited Convnunil}' Assocu1hon, Inc. cotl"lfr"lc:.1\ls to lhe Cr(;.1-.shaw-South Bay Tran!ln Line Drafl 
EnV1mmnenlid lmptl<:l Rl~port/Ornft F..rwirl:«'IITWntal l mpi1ClSL'!ti:ni1mt oompl~W.d by lhti MTA and FTA. 

UCA is an N.1-volunteer noo-proftt ~SE'<i in South Los J\n.geles. We al'e n~"'\St noted for our project the Citizens' 
Campaign to fuc the f:xro.Rml U ne. 

W'e thonk yo1.1 for your oonsidero.t1on 011 these nmtrer.s, and look forward to continuing to rMtk1ro.1e and monitor thts 
process to ensure the legill rights a1-e moinbll.ned. 

S ln~:~ ly, 

O;,\mk·n Goodmon 
ChaJrrnan, U1ti ted Commt 1n~ty Assoclabor1s, Inc. 
Coordln.a.tot, Citizens' Campaign lo Fl'< the &po "ad Line 

r. o . &-. 1s1207 
Los A1tgeles, CA 90016 
\.,.....W.Fi.1'Expo.o,s 

P-. 0 . Box ;s 1 'l(Vi J..o, Au gcfo$.. C..#\. il00I o • J'houe k Fm,: J$ (!.S;1G l .6♦/$6 • wwv.·.uuit~d co.org 

l, 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-284 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1. lNl'RODUCTION ............................... ~ .............................. _,.,.,_, ___ _ 

U. J.NA.0£QU,\'r£ ~TUOY 01' rRO,fECT A.U£1<NATIV.l:S---- ----- .......•.....•..• ) 

A, 'ft-U::f>Bm,·~ MVS'T AOSQV;t'1·1,:;1,y ANAJ,¥2£ A lwASO'NA.UI.J~ i{},)l(lf: Of },)iMllH,t:: J>I\OJ8CT ALTl,:;JU(.tl(\•t,s. .,, .. ,, ,,., ... I 
The DEJR/S Must lnd11de Study qi a Bl•fo,,,'-Gri.fdi! AlttmaJJ\'e be/'l,•een 48th and i9Jh Stwets, 8elo111-0rode Aflenrulfrt bern•~4~n 
Victoria am! Redondo, Grode-Sqf)(m1rlon o/l/ind1yand Gradt S"para110n ()j Oa!. . ................................. _,,_ .. - ................................. 2 
1'/to1 DJJJRJS l 1o;l.s ro l>is.-,·uss n n-r.ason«bl.: J~ang.: of F,Mitilc Alt~n1Qti,w. .. ............... , .. , .................................. .......... ................... 1 

ID. JNAOF,QU,\TE PROJECT DESCRIPTION A11,'1> AN INADEQUATF. OF .... •KRJPTION OF T FrE PRO.JP.CT'S 
E,N'VlRONlt~TALSETTING ............................... - ............................................................................................. - ............................... M .... 2 

A. nmDElR.iS DoESNOT DIS<l.OSE \\IHUTIIFR TIIE PROJECT COllLD EVEN LC:Ot\LLY BE-BUILT.. . .. 2 
D. ·nm OfiliUS lMJ'ROl't::RLY Q.~llUCl S nm SWDY AREA FOR TIIEPROIEC'f AND'OllJS 1'°1JLS t0Ao6Ql)ATELY O ISCLOOli nu; 
EN\'lRONMENTAL SeITINOOFTltE PROJECT. ... ......... 3 

IV. L'fl>ROPER TRR.F..SHOLJ)S OF SlCJ\"IFlCAXCE .............................. _., ....................................................... ~ .......................... J 

V. C:XADEQUA1.EO.ISCLOSUJlli OJ-' PROJECT IJ.I PACTS ...... ·-··-· .. ··• ............. ............................. _ ...................................... _ .... 4 

A. T RAJ,"FIC.. . ..... 4 
TM De/R.IS·s 1'1-.."<llmiml ,ifTru.{fk lmpacls Foi/.1 l(J Disd(Js~ thl• F11II lmpm:t <Jf 1/:e PrQJ~cl on R'fg_i,cmol TroflkCongrtslirm, and 
F11ilt 10 be Conti.tten1 wilh lo 0..-11 D~fmed Study Ana . ............................... - ·----·········~······ ..................... _ ...... 5 
Ligh1 Rail M,· 81,s Ropid Tranw Will Nor R\xlt«» Trq!fw Impact$_(r<>m AJ-Grock Crossings. .............................. - ......................... J 
V,.-h k/1: Q11..-uing ........... ...................................................... .,.-.................. , ........... ,,. ......... -......................................... •-..... •-· .................. J 
Th1t TrojfJ,;: lm[Kl,(-f Ano(y.\·l\· to ihe I-I arbor SubJMsitm is 1\'(,t Adequuldy SMl.:d ......... ·-·····-··-· ... ·•······· .............. - .. ···-··-··········-···"•6 

B. SAFErrV .............. ,...... . ............. -...................... -...... . ...... 6 
'fhqDEJRIS <.IOfJS noi Dircl<.>SII or AddA".ss tlu Sigmfi<:-om Safety Risk Jo School Age Child1r:11 • ......................................................... 6 
'flf;: De/R/S J~:s not P1tJ1·itk An>· £ ,,idi:11" 1!,u1 lh1: Sa/ro· Mitig<Jl;<,ns />r(Jpos;:d.for A,._OruJ;: C,wsmgs Will A'°i1w!ly W(Jrk. .... 6 
Safe Ro,ues to Sc'J()()f ................................. ,. .............................................................. -......................................... , .................. _ ............... 6 
Ri:Juc,.-d Ni:ighbor/lQ()(!A"·o·s /Qr Vi:hi<:/<1.~ and llmtrg>:ncy S~n,i::4 P rcwid~rs Jqcr~a:si:s /Jul;lic )Jeut,h tPUi Sqfoty ltisk.r m;d 
Jn,·r-itas~.t Trujfic lmpa,·Lt on Seht:ted Str.:.U.\•.................. . ............ 7 
Cm~mg Gtotne-lJ'y<md PossibllJ(V ojDero1lmen1................ ------ ............ ·-··-·----···· ......... ,7 

C. PAR.Kll\O .. 7 
flt;: R1mto1•u/ qf Promnge R<md 1,y u Signf/kam tmpa<t............ ____ ._ ............... 1 
Fr0ntatr Roud St1W$ Gis a Sq/tty Burri:rfor S~h(KJ4 Du.1• Cort ond Chun.4ir Pkk·Up und DNp-Qfr: ............................................... 7 
EHm;,Mti1tg Fronluge.R1:xui wi/1 JncreaSft Cut•1·1m.,1Jglt Traj/k-cmd ParkJ11g in A.cfioam Re-sldMtiol Cort1rn1min·e9 .... _ ................... 7 

D. AESTHEll C'S •.• • ...... • • ... ...... ... • • • • ...... 7 

The 8us1t !..RT V-wlufl::; the Cnn.\·lurw SJ'uifk Plan ........................... ____ ......... ·-········ .. ···-· .. ····--··· ··············-·········-7 
1·1teD2JRIS Pails 10 fde1tl!/)~ A,mlyte or .\/11igo1e d,eSunk flJStas...... ··-··- ·· ....... _ ........ 7 

Ii. A IR QUALITY IMPACTS ..... H............................ . .................. s 
s~n~·iri1,v s.~,~pwrs ................ ............ -........ . ...................................................... , .......... ............. _.,_., ............................... _ ..... ./)' 

F. PR.lVACY. .. ........ - ............. -...... . .......... 8 
0 . .Lll.1'-"D USE L\tPACTS.......... . ................ $ 

1\fu.i:ilniso1ion o.f U.si:s fnA.11 Urbafli:.:dA,-.:a. ............................... - ....................................................................................................... 8 
1'/i;: 01$JR.~·_Misla/Jit/.."' C()mmunilii:$a.nd Pnef,;1.:t.r ......... .,. ............ .............. ~·········.. . .... ·- ··-··-··-··· .. •···· .. .....•...•. $ 

H. NOISE At-.'D VUU<.ATION.. . .... ......... ... . .......... .. .... - . ... ··- ··- ··- ............ ... 8 
L CONSl'iUJC'(tON l!,,IPACTS. ······ ····- · ...... . .,.. .. _.. . .... .....• , ............ .. ... · - ···".... . ........ ... 9 

l'ltf DBIRJS in Error Stari:~· 1MN Would & No $i:gnifit,vmt lmpu.:r f,vrn Cut.n"',l.('o.,.~rCom;Jmctior, in Li:im..-rt P4rk. ................. 9 
1'1r1t DEUR.,S Fuil.t t()$pet:ifii' Wha1Sa/1tfJ' m1JS;:<urity Will be lmpll-m~nt.:d 1)11rlng Con.\'lmt:lion . ................... _.____ .9 

J. G!UIE}.1100S£ GAS EMISSIONS!G-1.0BAI. Cl.IM ;o;TE C l (AN(.;JL · - ........ ... . 9 
K . ENDA><OEl!EJ)SP,>::tES ... . ...... , . .. ••...•• .. . .. , ..... •.. ..•••.. ....... ..... ....•• 9 

VI,. £NVIROl"Off,::N1'Al. ,TUSTICF. ............ - .. ···--........ ~--··· ............. ______ _ ..................... ·-··- ---······ .. 1U 

"The-DE./RlS D,se1ifi'11ncltised Spomsh-Spt(J/dng Re:rNl$nt.s .-llo'lg ti~ CNnsh'"f Cor,•/dor. ..... ................. -.. .,......... . ......... IQ 
·rh~De/1~ CPmmt?n/ FQrm J)jd Nol lnclud<111 Ch;;,d/:o.v f<w l!nvi1'(}111'i,el/fal Ji,snix ....................................................................... 10 
1'1t~· Dl;fR.~• f/lus:ro1i:~· l.l)w•f11~·ome ar.dM inoritJI Commu11ili~!. OJvt '[Ji.\'JlfO[kirliQ1111tely lmpad;:d by At•grad.: J,ight Rail 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-285 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1. lNl'RODUCTION ............................... ~ .............................. _,.,.,_, ___ _ 

U. J.NA.0£QU,\'1'£ ~TUOY 01' rRO,fECT AJ,'f£1<NATIV.l:S---- ----- .............. ... J 

A, 'ft-U::f>Bm,·~ MVS'T AOSQV;t'1·1,:;1,y ANAJ,¥2£ A lwASO'NA.UI.J~ i{},)l(lf: Of },)iMllH,t:: J>I\OJ8CT ALTl,:;JU(.tl(\•t,s. .,, .. ,, ,,., ... I 
The DEJR/S Must lnd11de Study qi a Bl•fo,,,'-Gri.fdi! AlttmaJJ\'e be/'l,•een 48th and i9Jh Stwets, 8elo111-0rode Aflenrulfrt bern•~4~n 
Victoria am! Redondo, Grode-Sqf)(m1rlon o/l/ind1yand Gradt S"para110n ()j Oa!. . ................................. _,,_ .. - ................................. 2 
1'/to1 DJJJRJS l 1o;l.s ro l>is.-,·uss n n-r.ason«bl.: J~ang.: of F,Mitilc Alt~n1Qti,w. .. ............... , .. , .................................. .......... ................... 1 

ID. JNAOF,QU,\TE PROJECT DESCRIPTION A11,'1> AN INADEQUATF. OF .... •KRJPTION OF T FrE PRO.JP.CT'S 
E,N'VlRONlt~TALSETTING ............................... - ............................................................................................. - ............................... M .... 2 

A. nmDElR.iS DoESNOT DIS<l.OSE \\IHUTIIFR TIIE PROJECT COllLD EVEN LC:Ot\LLY BE-BUILT.. . .. 2 
D. ·nm OfiliUS lMJ'ROl't::RLY Q.~llUCl S nm SWDY AREA FOR TIIEPROIEC'f AND'OllJS 1'°1JLS t0Ao6Ql)ATELY O ISCLOOli nu; 
EN\'lRONMENTAL SeITINOOFTltE PROJECT. ... ........ . 3 

IV. L'fl>ROPER TRR.F..SHOLJ)S OF SlCJ\"IFlCAXCE .............................. _., ....................................................... ~ .......................... J 

V. C:XADEQUA1.EO.ISCLOSUJlli OJ-' PROJECT IJ.I PACTS ....... - .. - ................... ............................. - ...................................... -.... 4 

A. T RAJ,"FIC.. . ..... 4 
TM De/R.IS·s 1'1-.."<llmiml ,ifTru.{fk lmpacls Foi/.1 l(J Disd(Js~ thl• F11II lmpm:t <Jf 1/:e PrQJ~cl on R'fg_i,cmol TroflkCongrtslirm, and 
F11ilt 10 be Conti.tten1 wilh lo 0..-11 D~fmed Study Ana . ............................... - ·----·········~······ ..................... _ ...... 5 
Ligh1 Rail M,· 81,s Ropid Tranw Will Nor R\xlt«» Trq!fw Impact$_(r<>m AJ-Grock Crossings. .............................. - ......................... J 
V,.-h k/1: Q11..-uing ........... ...................................................... .,.-.................. , ........... ,,. ......... -......................................... •-..... •-· .................. J 
Th1t TrojfJ,;: lm[Kl,(-f Ana(y.\·l\· to ihe I-I arbor SubJMsitm is 1\'(,t Adequuldy SMl.:d ......... ·-·····-··-· ... ·•······· .............. - .. ···-·· - ···· ·· ····- · ··" •6 

B. SAFErrV .............. ,...... . ............. -...................... -...... . ...... 6 
'fhqDEJRIS <.IOfJS noi Dircl<.>SII or AddA".ss tlu Sigmfi<:-om Safety Risk Jo School Age Child1r:11 • ......................................................... 6 
'flf;: De/R/S J~:s not P1tJ1·itk An>· £ ,,idi:11" 1!,u1 lh1: Sa/ro· Mitig<Jl;<,ns />r(Jpos;:d.for A,._OruJ;: C,wsmgs Will A'°i1w!ly W(Jrk. .... 6 
Safe Ro,ues to Sc'J()()f ................................. ,. .............................................................. -......................................... , .................. _ ............... 6 
Ri:Juc,.-d Ni:ighbor/lQ()(!A"·o·s /Qr Vi:hi<:/<1.~ and llmtrg>:ncy S~n,i::4 Prcwid~rs Jqcr~a:si:s /Jul;lic )Jeut,h tPUi Sqfoty ltisk.r m;d 
Jn,·r-itas~.t Trojfic lmpa,·Lt on Seht:ted Str.:.U.\•.................. . ............ 7 
Cm~mg Gtotne-lJ'y<md PossibllJ(V ojDero1lmen1................ ------ ............ ·-··-·----···· ......... ,7 

C. PAR.Kll\O .. 7 
flt;: R1mto1•u/ qf Promnge R<md 1,y u Signf/kam tmpa<t............ ____ ._ ............... 1 
Fr0ntatr Roud St1W$ Gis a Sq/tty Burri:rfor S~h(KJ4 Du.1• Cort ond Chun.4ir Pkk·Up und DNp-Qfr: ............................................... 7 
EHm;,Mti1tg Fronluge.R1:xui wi/1 JncreaSft Cut•1·1m.,1Jglt Traj/k-cmd ParkJ11g in A.cfioam Re-sldMtiol Cort1rn1min·e9 .... _ ................... 7 

D. AESTHEll C'S •.• • ...... • • ... ...... ... • • • • ...... 7 

The 8us1t !..RT V-wlufl::; the Cnn.\·lurw SJ'uifk Plan ... ........ ........ ...... . . ____ .... .. ... ·-···· · ·· · .. ···- · .. ·· ·· --·· · ··············-·········-7 
1·1teD2JRIS Pails 10 fde1tl!/)~ A,mlyte- or .\/11igo1e d,eSunk flJStas...... ··-··- ·· ....... _ ........ 7 

Ii. A IR QUALITY IMPACTS ..... H............................ . .................. s 
s~n~·iri1,v s.~,~pwrs ................ ............ -........ . ...................................................... , .......... ............. _.,_., ............................... _ ..... ./)' 

F. PR.lVACY. .. ........ - ............. -...... . .......... 8 
0 . .Lll.1'-"D USE L\tPACTS.......... . ................ $ 

1\fu.i:ilniso1ion o.f U.si:s fnA.11 Urbafli:.:dA,-.:a. ............................... - ....................................................................................................... 8 
1'/i;: 01$JR.~·_Misla/Jit/.."' C()mmunilii:$a.nd Pnef,;1.:t.r ......... .,. ............ .............. ~·········.. . .... ·- ··-··-··-··· .. •···· .. .....•...•. $ 

H. NOISE At-.'D VUU<.ATION.. . .... ......... ... . .......... .. .... - . ... ··- ··- ··- ............ ... 8 
L CONSl'iUJC'(tON l!,,IPACTS. ······ ····- · ...... . .,.. .. _.. . .... .....• , ............ .. ... · - ···".... . ........ ... 9 

l'ltf DBIRJS in Error Stari:~· 1MN Would & No $i:gnifit,vmt lmpu.:r f,vrn Cut.n"',l.('o.,.~rCom;Jmctior, in Li:im..-rt P4rk. ................. 9 
1'1r1t DEUR.,S Fuil.t t()$pet:ifii' Wha1Sa/1tfJ' m1JS;:<urity Will be lmpll-m~nt.:d 1)11rl11g Con.\'lmt:lion . ................... _.____ .9 

J. G!UIE}.1100S£ GAS EMISSIONS!G-1.0BAI. Cl.IM ;o;TE C l (AN(.;JL · - ........ ... . 9 
K . ENDA><OEl!EJ)SP,>::tES ... ........ ... ......... . .. , ..... ........... .................. 9 

VI,. £NVIROl"Off,::N1'Al. ,TUSTICF. ............ - .. ···--........ ~--··· ............. ______ _ ..................... ·-··---- ······ .. 1U 

"The- DE./RlS D,se1ifi'ancltised Spomsh-Spt(J/dng Re:rNl$nt.s .-llo'lg ti~ CNnsh'"f Cor,•/dor. ..... ................. -.. .,......... . ......... IQ 
·rh~De/1~ CPmmt?n/ FQrm J)jd Nol lnclud<111 Ch;;,d/:o.v f<w l!nvi1'(}111'i,el/fal Ji,snix ....................................................................... 10 
1'1t~· Dl;fR.~• f/lus:ro1i:~· l.l)w•f11~·ome ar.dM inoritJI Commu11ili~!. a,vt '[Ji.\'JlfO[kirliQ1111tely lmpad;:d by At•grad.: J,ight Rail 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-286 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

Cro.ssir,g$ ..... ,-.................................................... ,_,. ....................... ,, .............................. ,.,.,-............................. _ ................................. [Q 

Thi: Df;TR/1; Puils ro ldc11!fy, Anoly:~ and P,'()p),\'e .\fitig(Jt ibnf " r Califomia G<mtrnmenJ C<,d;: See,Xm I I J 35 lmpud~· ...•......... /0 
The DETRIS Pu1ls ro Provk/1! Demogl'(jphic lnfum,ation obo11J llte JVJl.sldt~IJ.,1.> Bteo SUltton AnHJ_,,_,.,............ . ............. -, ... 10 

VU. SAJ-7?:TY & lJFAl.'fl) ._,, .. ,,,.,_, ................................ ,,,,, ... , ........ .......................... ,, ............................. , ..................... , ......... , ... ,_ ,,,., ,J 1 

DEI.RIS fo,1s ffl p10 1'1de an UIUIU<ll u,~.:,dent p1whc1u,nfrom 01-grad~ ,·,ossmg,i. ................................................................................ 1 ! 
TlwDE/IVS in Error S1at~s1'h;;r,i: is SqfotyCl,4ng11-fr<.N11 JJas,LJi1' U>Option J ............................................. , .................................. 11 
1•he DE/Rt> Fo,is tt>Stoli! 1,·s B,ulsft>r Diuerm,m11g Safety Ha.surd..... _____ ..................... ·-··-············ ..... ·-·· ! 1 
Jn,;cfJSisumt J'mi'I Spe~ds tm the II arbor Sulxliviri<m Coupled With JJ/md C.or,ie,-s Crossings a,· rlctoria, B,ynhur:ll and W~st 
8J1,yj Pr;~ a Signifkam Jmmitig11b/i: f<i.}·k tq f•~Je,;Jriar. Safi:ty......... ___ _ __ .......... , ................... ~ ......... -........ ....... JI 

vm. ·roNrffl.l~(N(; & ~'fA l 'lONS ....................... ____ ............. ·--·······-·----------········' 1 
1'heDE/RtS fa Os k> study o B1>t0ro/ur 1imnd Borit,g Method le, kflt,gote Co1utn1C'tlo,1 lmpuC'ls. . ....... !I 
IJ<Jow Grad11 Cost Assurnpnons ............................................................... - ............................................................................................ 11 

H 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-287 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Crensh."lw Llne DEIR/$ for the project ht'IS numerous, serious defidendes that must be ren'le>.--lied before the project 
m.."I}' beapprtwed tmd the EIR <'l!rtiflc:d as m roniplian<"i: with All applical:-le. la~,•~, indudint thl: Californls Envuunmenlal 
QuillHy Ad (CF.QA) (Pub. R<:$0ur(;(;$ Codt<, §; 21000 d ~~q.) ond lhc CF.QA Guidtc>h~.s ('14 Cal. Cod1: lw~11-. § 150.):) t"l $t:q.) 
(Guide Hnes). In pnrtkular the DEfR/S: 

ProYtdes a1t Inadequate study o( J}rc:ject tllt,mw.t:lves; 
Pro\·id<:'t'- ~in i~dequ.1:1W d,t;iwriptfon of lh,., prcje<:t nt"lcl the pr1;,,j<-<·L' s (•,w 1ronmenlnl ~l'.'Wl\g: B 
Utilizes improper du\?6holds of sig1t ificu1l<:e; 
f'a!ls to t1dequt1tely dlsd ose imd/ or analyze p,tojeCL impacts; 
Fails toadequi1to.:Jy aMlyze the cumull'ltiv~ tmp,actil of Lhe p ,-oject;. 
F.t.iJ~ lo .-.dcqu\\tdy MAlyv.- the <:~ts of ttl(l projc(.'t; 
Falls to provide ad(-quati! m ilisatton meastu~s for- the project and ft1ils to ,maly:r.e the eiw11'01une1\ t.al lmp«b of 
the proposed m1asatJon n1ieasures; and 
Follov.1; 01\ t h~ heelil of procedu1t1l vicft1Uot1s of CEQA. 

11. INADEQUATE STUDY OF PROJECI' ALTERNATIVES 

CEQ/\ ~nd the Guidelines must be interpreted " 111 su<'h a WtlY os to ' tl.fiord the 6.,llesl possible p1'0(ecbon or the 
erMt'Onment."' (See Primds of 1he UI River\'. S011omu Couuty l•\i1ter llgmcy (!003) 108 Cal.App.4th 859, 868.) ''fl'Jhe 
purp<l!lt; <:,f Cf.QA ;, n\, I t() (;t-nt,: r.!l.lc-.: p~pt.-r, bul !Q ('Ompel go,·t:rn~ol ~Jt all lt'"•'1:°I~ t() makt• ded-.it:>n. wjth .-nvimnmt-nt~I 
c:<Jl"l:-equ('l"l('t"~ in mir,d :' {M.) The'; EJR '-.tr any proj<-ct ~(•f'\~ ll vil.:IIJy irnporlzant purPQ:w: 11' lt]h<' EIR i1 th(• prim.,iy ~l"ll'\'l 

ot' achtevi.ng the Lesistature'!o 001u1dered deda1allo1\ that tt is the policy oi thi!o s lt1te lo "tnke all .oction necessal)' to 
protect, 1-e.habiUtalE>., and enhance t ltt! e ,wlrol\lrellt..al quaJHy o( the stt1te."' ICttatioo.)'"' {San }011.111m R,1rtorjlWJdl!,k Resow C 
Umler v. Co;wt.V cfSlattlsl,111$ (1994) 27 Ct1J..t\pp.4lh 713. 721.) The EJR i:; lll document of ~ <·~mnWbilily, whkh. i1 " iAt<:-OOed 
't,o dcn"t;)n:;tr-'lC to an ~ppt('hcnsive citizenry th..'tl lh~ ~em:y h.\', in fact. t1nt1ty:«'d ruid c-<:1nsldc~ th(l «ologi"'1 
implic.ahorli9 oi It,; acllo".''' (Jd.) Air the. comn\e'lts below wUI Jlh.,~tMte, the DEIR/S falls to demooitrate to the publi<', 
tha l the lull adver.:i..: e1wlronmanb1J dfecb o( thti project have l~n dJs,c:lmied and anslyze:d. 

A. The DEI.R/5 !\,fust AdequalPly A nalytea R~ason.able Rangl~ of Ffl'a.siblf> Pmjet.,i'. Alternatives. 

CEQA s L-il(-s th;:i l "it fa the polky of the $bl«:l Lht1.t rvbHc ugcnd(', :;},9uJd root ,!!;r provc prOj<"<'b -"" r,...,pooed if there .it~ 

fOQSibfo u.ltcrruttiVf.3 or k.:tSibl~ mitig.ation mwt,u«:~ lil.Y~Qblo which wou.ld i;u,b;;lrulU.i.lly lcsac!'n the :,ignific"1lt 
en\tiron.n¥!ntaJ eff«ts o( such p 1\)jects ... . " (~ 21oo:?.)1 The G u.ldelini.:s i'urtltt!t o ulllne this mandaoo: 

"An ElR !>hall describe'-' rru.~c Qf reru,oro(Wlc a lkrni.,Uvc-..s to tlw proj<:<.:t. 9r lo the loc-1.tion Qt \h~ proj'c:ict which 
,....,o,,da feMibly at;t>J.in mosl ot' t-J,e bru;ic objtct.l\1(.>S of th-c- project b\lt would .wo,d or substl:U'ltiWly )e$5t'.n nny of lhe 
s1r;:nifwanl e.ffe("ts of lhe project. Md e\•;,1.luate the compi'\rntwe 01:erib oi the ahem.i.tivei,.," 

(Guid~nc&, § 15126.6, sl.lbd. {al,) Addition.:illy, the EIR~s cliKU$Sion. of ~lwrn.-tives nlU.&t forni;.. on a lt-erru\tive& l.mt..-iro 
C..°tp.i,bla of i'IVOiding ot.substanllffily 1es...~ni.ng any liignificont <:-n,·ironme11toJ imr--u:ls,t:t"t'.tl J/ fJ~ ,1Uutfl1t,'t~ «11.111/,I l1t JJl()ft' 

rostl,1;, {Gu,deline!i, § 15126.6, subd. (b),) 

The Guidelines also requi~ ;m EIR to identify any alternllth•es th.al WE'l'e considered by the ~i;ency, but. were roji'Cled o.s, 

inkasibfe d uring the sropmg: process. (C\odeJtnes, § 1512.$.6, st1bd (c),) The 8R ,m,st explain the ret\S0116 wl')' the 
dSency c hose to 1-eject any a.lterootives, f,/.'/.) "' l'he fac t that ti.n tlJtern.ibve mny ~ more expensive or less prolltablt1 t.S not 
~uffi<;ienl l(> l<h<,1w th:1l t ht; ullcT1U'l tivt' is fi n4n1,."iully inft•u!l>ibJc:. Wha l 1:4 n::quirt."i-i i" c:;,;idc::n<..~ t ha.t t!w- t1ddiUon~l 1;<.ll:'b 1,;

Jost profit..lbility <u-e ,;11fficicntly K<tt.~.r.: as to render tt imp ractk.:,J to proceed with the project." (Citiwns of Gokw Vullcy ,,. 
BrNmt ofSupm•iscrs (Col,~M l) (19$8) 1WCol.App.3d ll67, 118 1, emphnsls added.) 
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AddiHormlly, the ffiR mw;t indu.dc "sufficient inform.\bon .d:-o-.i t <»th a ll.i<'n'-\tive lo ..t!Jow mcrutingful ev.tlu<1tion, 
anal~1!1, Md oompatl.son With the proposed project.'· (Gulde.lhws, ~ 15126.6, sul'-d. (d}.) Tilt" EIR n lUSt p,rovlde a 
quantitelh\'e, coMparatlve .aN1lys1s of the d1ffel'£'nt alternatNes.. (SeeKiugs Cotmry Farm & 1w11u v. CiJy ofHrmford ( 199(1) '.?21 
Col.1\pp.:Jd 692, 7ro,) 

A legiiUy a.:k:quat.! EIR '·'must produce lnfomvition sufflc1e1,t to perrnil a roosoru,ble choice of a!U:matlw:s ,o far 
t,11 em•iron mc:nl.9.1 Wipect!l a ,'t! oonrernec:L' (Cit::,uons.) l l muill conuun !luffidenl d\ltail LO help ensure the 1ntet,rity 
of the process of decis1orumkjng l,y predudmg stubbom p1•obfoms or senous cribcism from being sv,·epl undet· 
t.he rug. (C1tnbom•.} ... An EIR which does not produce adequ.ate mfornw.tion N>gr11,{i1~ a lternatives (onnot 
tll'h.h'!\'e the dual p urpoeu: se,-vt:d by tht: El R, whicll is Joetrnf1le JJ,e l't.'V'it.-wing agency to 11tll'kt 1m ;,ifc~rm~d dt?Cisicn mul to 
m4te 1f,e det'r,;iiJ1m1.i1l."t.'r'1 l't'tlS1ml11g a1Yt:Ssible 10 tfie pub!k:, 1Lv:rt.-by pmte~t1i1g informed ~fgo,,ernmcnt." 

(Id,, emphasi$ added,) The DEffi:/S does not discuss o recisonable mnge of fetlS1ble a lternatives, lmproperly l\:te<1S 
llu5t;c!ik-d fet1:\ibl~ bt:h~w,erudt• obnd tlt:ri.ttl d(-$1gn imegc:stion."', and frnl•·: to providt: :1Cuffidt-n l inf<)rrrwli<:in n.:&ilrdin8 ti 

dwie<: of allern:ili\'es lh&L would si,gnifktmtly N"Cut'e or i:Um.i~lc $.itrMicant t":nvi.n,nmenllll irn~ct.:;. Th(- DElR/S l hU1-
cffcctivcly swc-cpi: th,:; pul,U('':; t'Qncxrn, :ibout lhe OElR/ S' limi~d c-hoiu- ol ;;-i)lcro.ttivf$ u.nd-cr llt<' r1,.1g. 

T h<· Qf]R/S i\.fo~t Tndud.1, Stydv ol tt fldow...nro&,. Altfmttliv<~ hdwt•••n ,18th nnd 59th .SU,•t·l& Rtfow.C:rnd(• A1Wm .!tlivt

brtws•,·n Vtdncia- nnd Rr:dnndn Gmds: ~s•r.:ir.:i tjnn g£ Hindn· ;1nd Grndr· $rp;1111tinn of Opl; 
Owing the sco1,-.in$ process,,, significant percent.A(,e of the community members, property owners a nd n1eochont:s. in the 
neighborhoods affected by the proposed pro,ect speolically requesred thot grode seporoted "lte-mo.tives be studied, In 
p~rli~'ulm- 1:1, b,t--lqw gm<.\e:- l'l)lt-melw<" in t ht. Crt:n.:;h.:t.w 8Jvd pQTU(,n i:,f l.h~ projl;-i;I. Al<Jne; son-w: porli<1n,:: ()f lhc lint the 
o.ltErn.o.tive wos not considered. anulyzed, o r e,·i'll discussed in the DEIR/S, The oltemntt"e should be studied ht the 
Dtl.R/S, l'<!C.,ouse each of tile-Se olternah,·es ct,n reduce 01• e limmote potentia lly slg1,if1c-.ant lmpt,cts toa greater degree than 
the altemt,tives that wete sti1dled. Troffic, notse (cro,ssmg b-ells), vlbtation, safoty (Yehki.1!t1r, pedes..rJan, emersency 
vehicle resp<m::<.· till'lt'), .:i.~thctk (light nnd gta.ro, ph.y$k.:t.lJy d indmg n oommumty w ith vn,11~). i.,rw ironm.cl'lt.-,f j l.l.!lb'<;i), 

$.(..:bo1t 4(t') and other, lmpcicts to the con\lnu1tlttes tllong the .allgn1nent wouJd be t\irthe·r redueed or completeJy 
ehmh'lated w1Ut a below srade dests1t. 

Tbs: PffiB/~ fnil~ to Pi~cu~~ ;,Bw21mhin R;mer nf frtHa't,Je Alternoti\·s:~. 
Jn analyzins a reM01'\l,ble rt1nge of t1lternatl\'es. the 9.R/S is held to £I "rule of ret'l!lon'' ilt J1ghto( U1e s totulory purposes of 
CF-QA. (St,c,, Chi::et1s of Gcl~1rn V«l!::;y "· 8oonl o_r .Su~,-;,1$cf'll (Gcltl11 {J) (1990) 52 C&l.3d 553, Si().) lJ ndtcr C.ctirta II, ~n 
:i.dequnte alt<•rn.!tUVt,'S ,innl}'t:i$ rr11.1,sl c<mt:dn. l'l di:wut'$i(;m of nl ti;;rnl:'ltiV~ whkh (1) <)(f<-r :;ul,$Wnli&.l eoviJ~M\<:ot:d 
.1.d.-mn~<:s over th,c proj<.'t'l propoo,i.t~ Md (2) Qft~ fo~tbfc, (rd. U the ElR propt>SCt- .:.tllcronbv~':; th.i.1 Mvc no <.:harw:e of 
being adopted. becau,e the.)' M't> p 1-eduded by o ther plans or J'Ohcle.s, then the E(R's a.lter1\a.tJ.\te9 t1n,,J.)•s1:i ls tla•,•,:~d under 
CEQA). 

UJ. INADEQUATE PROJECT D ESCRIPTION AN D AN ]NADEQUATE D ESCRIP'OON OF THE PROJECTS 

ENV1 f<ONMEl'-'f1\L S~T flNC 

An F,tR en~! <;On~in fm ttdt-quttt<: pr<>jt:<.:l -d~criplfon. (~ Guid1;:lirn.i.o;;, § IS i 2-L) The p;oj¢;t:l dt"~('ripli(m m.u~t bt• t:11);;u1:1:1te 

and oonsil>l"E:nt tt\rou.ghout the .ElR. "J\n occurat.e1 stcible and finite project d<!S<ription Is lhe iiinc 'fl'" mm of M mformati\'e 
nnd legally sufficient BR.'' (Comity of Inyo \', City(!( Los Augd<:$ (19'77) 71 CaLt\pp.3d 185, 193.) Ai, EJ.R U\tlt foils to 
pro,•ide ~II rule.va.ot lnfor,na.tton rega,'"11"8 ,, l)roject p reclude!! tnfotrned d e-css1orHt'lak.in.g and Informed p ublic 
parllcip.ttiu11, a.nd loord,y l.f-,warls Ille $t.1.lu:tory g(Xds of th~ ElR pnx.~. (.&:,c•S,111 foa,pti,1 RtlpllJr, 27 C:,J.App.41h 7 13, ?21~ 
7'.2.) 

A. The DEIR/S Docs Nol Ojsdose Whl'.:lhcr lhe Pl'oject Could~tn ·t .::gally Be Built. 

I he L11:lR/S nl\1st lndude {I list oi perm.its ar~ other approvals requu\'?d to lmrlen"lri:nt the p roject, and ,, ltst of related 
en\'h'On1l~ntaJ tt;vlew and consultation requu'eO'lellts requltt'd by (ede1•al, state, or local )a\\'S. (See Culde.lhws, § 15124., 
:iu.bd. {d)(B).(C}.) "To ih~ folk,s t e.x~nt p~tbl~, the: L:,;i.d ;\gt'n.<.:y ~h<>1.l:Jd int~gr;,1,1(- CP.,QA "!"',cw wHh. Lhc:ic N!'l.i.t<,d 
cn\·tronn-.m,t.~ f'<?vtcw nn,;I coru:-1,dtotfon roq1,1iccnwnts.'' (Cu.iddincs, § 1512-1, subd. (d)(C),) The projc<.'t des,cription in U\e 
DEJR/S should di.SdO!le w h;,,tl'\oer the Ftoject eould legally be buHl l.n «mfo1•nu1tce wlU, ttf>pllcable CaUfornia f>uL,lic 
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Utilities Commission (NCPIJC") a nd other .:,pproviT1g ~('.ru_y policit$, For C)'.ul"lple, d() U-.e project's numeroUh .i.t-g rad~ 
cro!lSlnss conform to lhe CPUC's p,olicles? Tl~ court h\ Ce,r1r,,t Dclw V\1uer Agency v. St11te J'\.b1e.r Reir.ium·s Ccmuol Bo.mt 
(2004.) 114 Cat.App.4th 2-1-5 hw d..lkL:lled an a ppr<>V&I of the S~te Water Rt:source, Control Board (SWRCB) to I.SSu (! a 
pe-mUt t.o .;ippropriclW w,::Mr, Among o the r th.in.gs, the OO\ltl notc.>d th,., t the W,tter Code t('qum•d l~ SWRCB to identify 
thet.'nd user of the water, M d the oourt inv,\lklo.ted the SWRCB approv,U for foiling to identil)· the end w.er, Berow.e the G 
SWRCB ~...-all 1-eq_uited to identify t he end user aco.)rdu,g to the Wttte r Code,~ court o rdered rh\1 S\1VRC B lo dlsc:l~e a nd 
&na l}'U! tht'! MViro nn~nlnl e ffeelio of the pro,ect relevant to this ei,d use r. (Id➔ at ;.53, 259-264, 272.) l.1k U'lf! apphranl 1n 
C-entr,tl !MU« t'\bf(!r, the OEIR/S doos not di&elose whether lhe projt<t rouJd )eg.\lly be buiJl' .IS proposed - lh.."'lt is, does lhe 
proJectrui currently designed conform to oU t1pplm'Wle CPUC l'e{lltlo.tion.s ond ntl other nppLic."'lble policies? 

8. The DEtf1/S l.mpro1,erly Rt>.,stri('ts the Study A,:v.a. for the Pl'ojed a,nd thu.s f.lil s to Ad ~quately 
01.sdose the Envi rol\ll'lentaJ Se.Ui ngo( l'fte Projl;'( t 

T he OF.JR nru-.l ntM> ad~qu&tdy Uf$('ribe the "c-nvironrnet11.iil :wllin!( ()f t hti p roj<•d . {Guidt•linc-S, § 15125.) The: DEIR 
must d escribe the physicnl environnll"nt.ol conditiom in the vicinity of the rrqect, from both o loall and a re.r,io1-ml 
pttril~iV(;. (Guidt:lint-..s, § 151!5,subd. (ta).) 

"Knowltdg~ of I~ r(:g.ionaJ st•tling i:- qilk111 to t h<: ~s~mtnl Qf ('nvironm.enta.l imp<Kb:, 51'("(-ial ~mfh:)!lill 
should be p loces on en-.·ironmenttl.l 1\'!SOl U'Ces that ore 1\\1'? or unique to that region Md wotild be D.ffected by the 
pr¢j1;:<;I. Tht- ElR mu.-H d t!mvrntlnHt" th~t the- "jgni(j<:1mt ~ rw1ron~n l:tll im pacL-. 1.:if tht.: propt'.!$ed prt,k·l wt;ni 
~ u,.:,1,el_v i nVt".S tigak-d ,:m ddl:4l'US~ :and il mu~I p t:rm.il lh(• ~ignjfkoiit <>ff~'('~ o f l hi; pt\,jet:l t(> be ('(ln:, id<•l'('CI in 
lhc:- f111le,1"1rc,1111e,1tal oontr:u," 

(Cuid('Jin<:s, § 15125, subd, (<;), i:rnp hnsi,-t ndd~ .) In Codi:: l.,,wd Co. \'. Roil Cycle {2000) 83 C~l . .'\ppA:th 74, lht; n.>urt ll("ld 
lh..a.t ~n. E[R for o londfW project th:,t fnilcd tz, dii:do.o;e the volume- of w ~tcl.' in on n.quifol.' uodcrly ing the prop~ lnndfdl H 
d id. nol<onform lo Guidelines ~ct:ie>n 15125, :mbdivis.ion {c). (See Cll1ik, 83 C .:i1.App.4t.h 74, 92-94,) "The ~\int of 
grou1\d watt:r a t soo.k~ 1ttu1<t 00 disclosed to the publl< and sovernment agaicles. As tJ,e years pa9s, It ts anuc1pared that 
thc:- publk's di;-m.md for 'N Q\cr will in<.:rt>ASc Md. the pot:.'lblt:- w l!W-t oont.ur-cc.l in the o.qui((!r, if uny, wj)I inc:t~~e in vWuc.'' 
(l,t. a~ 94.) The court st.:1lOO thitt the public Jmd .:a right to know whether the w(ll;er in Uw aq1,.11kr wo\l)d be oont.:un iru:,tcd, 
(f,I) Because the EIR foiled to indude this infornmtkin, the <."Ourt invalid.rited the l:lR. (!ti, a, 95,} 

Jn tt.i,i a.~ lhe DErR/S utilild tin impropeTly narrow Area of stud y, thus p re!tcm tln,f; .sn tnl'.K'Curnte, and. inoomplete 
picture of the envh'onmental setting. Uke the <fem.ind fo r water in Cruliz, the> pubJk denmnd for travel on lhe p ubJk 
n\c\d.ways will a lso inc'rec1..~ drtl.n'8:timlJy over the yeors, '-'Ind thus deserves to know· the true effoc'ls of the p roject on traffic 
m t he area. Ont! l)nly need-. to atlcrnpt lo travel <'In surfuoo jln:(:l j o r lht• fn:t:\\tay~ in t ht! C reMhaw-South &y ooniclo r lO 
koow that ~p&c.'t- on d'le r (>ad•,-.,(1)'~ is a parl)('ul:crrty .'h~ill't! 1~ oun.'t'.• in t h.- l.os A n_f1"1f'll. arH:i. Hcnve-ve r, tht• DF.IR/ S impmr:1 
the public's abihty to dtse(!l'll the true eff-eds of the project. on n.ot only tr-affic c:ong~bon, b-ut nlso safety, ~the.bes, 
pad, lns, ond greenhouse f;,OS (Cl-IC) ~nussions, b •.• "Couse it a rtificially limits the s tudy a.•~a in lhe DI:lt\{S. l'he study c11-ea 
i$ .a n~rl'Qw '2°n'Ult; ;tidius <,( till tt l!c:1711,lth•e &lie·nrn,:,n L~. ~.:1rdii1t lni flk h, p1c1rtie;ult11·, th~ in,c,x,:u1,ablt' fo ih.in: <1f tJ-.e, 
OF.JR/S tb di11Clooc the- lruc.- nah.l~ <.lf traHic- congr;:;tio n, alld t},t• p ro i<:~1$ im r ai:l:4 o n. lh::. t lrMfl.c- ,·vngi:~ti.vn in tlw 
Crenshaw-South Bay co..rid or due. to lhe a.rlillcioJ 11.nuta.tion of the s tudy aN>..a. re1\do,:,1'8 the OEl..R/S Inadequate A'i o 
di9closure docun1';!.nl. Ai in Cadiz, lhe puL,l!c has n l'ighl to know the true J.rnpact the profect wiH have on th~ surrounding 
crw i.rQnJ'l;lC'n·L. Why i.s the $ludy n.JY;~ t'iO ~m~lll \•Vh.i.t is th.<~ true 11Ahl.1t• of lr~.fflc con.g<-.Stl<,m on. Cn:-n$l\il.w,Sc,u.th Oay 
c:orridor~ 

(V, ]MPKOPER THRESBOUJS OPSIGNIPICANCE 

CEQA l'e<.luire-s t ha t asc1\C1t1S adopl 111:f,ndarcl~ o r cri li!rla for cletern-iinh\S whl:th~r a g;ven rn'lp.:,ct 1$ "sig nifo."'1.n t". {§ 
2108t lie(- Cuu.fo lin<:11. S 15064.7.) The11e tctanclaTd.<i &re. 1..-nown ill< "'thrieshold11 o f lriSm{ictu'l¢e." (Re my d a l., G uide te. 
CF.QA ('I I U, 1;:d. 2006), pagr '.?10.) l·lowt:vot:"r, in p~•pu;ine a n F.lR. "'th~ tigc-re<:y mu:11,t oon,:;id t'!r a nd ~vive t"vrry ft1ir 
argument thot can be. .mode ilbout the pos,s1ble signifkont effects of a r roject, irre..c;pective of whether .m est.ibl.ic,hc-d 
thre11hold df il-lgnif1ean~ htl~ ht!t!n n'!t,l with re,ipt,ct l(>.ttny e iwn t!fft:<:L" (P'roterJ Iii:: Hi.M,~rir. Ammk•r li¼:tmi,r.y_g v. Amador 
l¼t;., Ageury (200.J) 116 O,I.App.4Lh 1099, 1109.) 

SpectfJC!lll)' regardu'S lrt, fflc, agencies musl oons1der ,1U of the substanti.ru e'l'tdence ~mpporting a foJt argument o( 
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Tbs DEIR/f~,; In::otmrot of Trnf6c Imrm£L" f;ails to Disdpo:r, thr: F11II Jrorns:t of tlw Proisct on Ereioool Traffic Cooec:-:Hon 
a nd Fd.11.s to I~ Conslsllcnt with lls Own Defined Stud~· Area. 

T ht• OEIR/S fail!J to p nwide d ''•:uffid<"nl <l.r-5n:\! o f tin~lyo: i~" tfu,t would slluw dt-~·i,~il)n m.'lk<;nf &nd t he pul;,lit: L:1 d i'-C'e:;m 
the true impoct ol the project on reg1or1al b•affk ,:o~&tion, (See Guidelioes, § 15151.) The DE!R/S's trealme11t of tNltH.: 
lmpt'h':tl> ts i nodtiquote and nuslooding becouse 1t does M l lndude ot s tudy several key m~rs«:bons thol wUI be impt,cted. 
Ai nli!nl.ioried ab-.,ve, the DELR/S lmp,r<>J>E-rly 1\art'OW!I the study area to a 2 m.lle 1•£1d1us around a ll t'lltemaUve allsn01e1\ts.. 
How('\'<.'r, lh~ jnt<-·n;('(."lion vfSl.i.u.son l'lf'ld W\•:Jl j~ only throo.· l(•n t.h,., of :i milt~ (O.;\ mil~} frQm c~~h1nv Blvd, w hcft" ii 

inwrsect.sSiauson, and it 1s not included in the study lntersectio1ts in ll~ Di:lRfS. 

The CrEcl\.shaw-South l3t1y Cortidor is htshly co,,s~ted. The east/i,1t'St stniets a lons Crensh:iw a f\d north/south st~ts 
.i.lon.g th<- Hnrbor Subdh•i..sjon ROW ru,, ht,.i;wll:y impoctcd wHh @·lslil"lg tr4'ffo:. They will be tmpoctOO ('Vc-1\ more 
J>lg.n16cantly with motor1sts \WUtin.g for l1sht l'all trau\$ to crosl'. tl &ven thoroughfare at-gtade a,'ld fol' crosslns s~te!I to 
t1sc, p~whcula rly with trains Cl'O$Sh,g each stre~t eY<:1')" 2 . .5 nU,,uu!s durlns pet1k p,,:: riods. Slausoo 9UJ)f'Ol'l$ a sigruficant 
portion of traffic betw~n the Fox Hills ma1or employment centers. At a. n-':.lt11mun-:. lraffie 00t1nts and ;sMlysw should 
occur at o.11 :;.ign.-ilizcd inti:-rsec:bon.s wit.hm the corridor. 

AddiliOl'lt,Hy, ,f the pro,eet w ill cau..% slJsnifkt11H congest.on on surface st.n.c.ets, how would the congesUon th<:,, bac¼: up 
the frt'l:way llff• r.:.mps? How would this further f,dd to cxmecsUon on l~l-10 and 1-405 fl\!elWi.)'$? 

Light.Rail n◊r 13\,s Rapid Tronsit W,U Not Reduce Tmffk l nmacts from r\t-Crride; Crossing,. 

T he oonstrucl«.)1\ and o_pero.llon of lhe lig:ht rail or bu!'! rspid lral\Stl on the Crenshaw-Soulh Btly Corridor ~•,II nol reduce 
traffk imp.:ids, bu~ in fud .. w tll inc;JVQS.(.> thr:rn, parUcutady if consll'octed t'lt grt\d('. Thc~c ~ lays and 1«re~c:d tr.,ffic 
congestion ~re a result ot' thE> Wt'Ut tin\('$ for vehides tr~ve]ing e-~tbound ..md w~tbound on the abO\•e-nwntioned s.tr-eet.<i, 
A below s ,·00.e alisnn\e1\t \,1ould e liminate the sis 11H'ict1nt ,mpi:ica to l.h€t ellst-west swets ct,us.ed by -an at•st&le 
:1lienme11I. 

The DElR/S !'bo flrgoe.s thot tr.:.ffk congest.ion would deq-ea-.e because people would ,1~hze the light mil 1c1the.r than 
dn\i..:. Huv.>e\'er, th1$ ~ umpUon ignorell- the htcrntlk In troffic- expecl.!d cwt-r Lh~ nt:Xl $e\Tf•raJ dti~ts, and •&nor~s ll 

fundnmen~I Lrt1ft'i<: concept known ti$ ''lale,, L dt-mt1nd.'' Thi.$ ,vna:pl $Wlt.:S !hµL even if puhl1<: lrtm,i l ls (on!<lru(:lt"d, :ind 
.1 nuniwr of pc-ople !Ake pubhc lran:;pcntalion r-:.Lhc•r th:in d.rin•, that the· "vnctinnt:11" on th.e r<)adwny (rQm tho::K: formc; 
d.nvE>rs wouJd ol\ly be tllled by the drivers wh-o wo.nto?d to dnve before the light rtlil wns built. but could not because ,of 
th.c: c¢ngt>.$bon. The DFJR/S thu~ billloumi;:s tht,.l ll-lC Jc:,mand for "P.'J<~ ,,m lht- puhli<· lSl1x;(:L_,;; will d t>cn;&Si;:, howevc:r 11 d(x,i1, 
nol 1.ttkc- inl.Q tt<.'rou.nt th<;• "1:i.~nl d<-'n'\:u\d" iOr Los A " g<"le:; nr('t1 :;l~L..,_ that e~istti- nQ'N. Wh:it illi ll,,e J:i.l<-'n l deman.d fl)<( 

~p~c on the regio~l ::.urfo~ $trect:; imd f«-<:w~y ~ysl.cm. ;,odhow wjJI this l llllC'T!t dc:mru,d 1mpn<:t trMfic coogC'-Sb('.ln in th.<" 
aroo I( the project,-.:ere to be built? 

¼-birl<· O ucuj ng 

T he modeling nwtho..io!c-gr aod ~1ssumptions used In the DtfR/S ond that tile traffic Impact.,; d1scu~i in the OEfR/S 
,1nder-1-epreiient the ~sodated iiafoty ril>k ot' tnUt"ic queuing across the tracks. 1 he n~thodolo8)' !'nd t,ssumptions used in 

tJ,c- i)EJR/~ mu$l bt- n•,<i<:cid k, uti.e th<-Synchro i1irnuh,ti(m m.,del, wh1(·h e,.;-.nm1rw-,.:: lht• 95~ t;uffl.; q,uc:-u... lt-n~Lh. ba'.;t'd on 
ihe nationnlly rerogniz«l High«'l1y Curxu.:ity M,mmrl, to ens.UN' that the risk of queuing on tht> trocb OC<'urs no more thnn 
5'.'-(1 of the time. / \ hlghN• .petUd,'S fo.:-tor must be used to be ronststent with b,ffA's Gmrk Cros.,;ing l'olicy to assess O'.tlt('.al 
queue lengths and to (:1,sure thtll the queue length 1s not a.:ceeded more than 5-X. of the time. The DEIR/S w~,ffk study 
mt.(sl u11<:- HCM',1; Synchro ITT.>dclil"lg n,(•Lhodok1gv ,.u1d 11.:;su.mpti<>ns to c:ornply with f'litt:ionnlly rcC<1gnizt-;l $lt:1nd11rd& ~nd 
muJ>l use peakJng f""dors c-0nsistent wnh (l.,t rA '.s Crud..- Cro.,<it.g Policy. 

Queue-cutter slsna.Js in se1~ r.&I t.'.t'in aiusie negative lmpacts bdth ups.tream aod downstream fro.rn noorby .S18,r\Sliz'ed 
mkfs(.'(;Uons. Qucqe--.cutwr ii,gnals ain ad,'<:-l'S(lly impnc:t Op('l\1tiom ,,t ~by ~.i.<.V'rit .sign,,.1$ due to fflortt-ignal sw:;,ng 
and lhat thelt ana.ly!lls demon.st.rotes Lhal motor vehkfe ttaffic would extend upst:ream al the trac-ks ll\h) adjru.-enl 
s1gnt1l1?.ed mterse<tlons. thus creabng inte.r*clion sr1dlcx:k 1n some <'&e.11. l\•lator Vl'.:hide traffic t-.\t~nd1ns .sutTidently 
.. lownstrean1 of tl1e t:rocb would •~ Lu l)Verride the synct.rurnzOO liming- for parallel treJfic ITT otht'.r CilileS. Add1tion&II y-, 
queue-rntter sigt1;:ils would n~E'd toopcu~le i.n rod (duo to kmg quC'\tes) fn-qum Uy, ~Y-tn w ithout tti\ins npp.ro.i,hing-, thus 
disrupunt:, traffic now for tl-ie crci!lS-slrectvehicular ti-aff,c. 
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Tbs Irntor Jrorw;;t Anni\'~;'" to lbcH:ut2r Subdivir-ioo i"' Net Adcmmu;:b· S1nts:d 
I he tJuft'ic lnl t'Oct to lbe Ma rbor Subdi\'Uilon 1s nol adequalely slat,,;d. t\n Altemati\'es AruilysJs Is cu1·1-ently being 
<'(mdu<:t(;d by 1',ffA to udd mon,.• l r.'tin.'1- t(J lht• pmlm n <·,f ~ H.::.rh<.1r S ubdiv iidcm from ('n>-n-.huw lu Aviation !<?alum. N 
These oddibonal trains, re,qt tire(lo.iditto1'\al CfCl$Slng gate downbnw. and delay to motonsl 1"%ult:1ng in more idHngE'ngii'leS 
and worsened oirquality. 

B. Safety 

!'he Df:llyS must fully djsdose nnd llnnlyu ,,11 potential impocts. to pubhC' sat'ety, mdttding the potentia lly disastrous 
imptt<;l:1- Lil.al could occu r ti$.= n:.su1L of no t !';fttd<;-sep.:trn tin_e Ult; prCjt:d. \'\''ht-n & t ril.,in (n Ji&h t rtl.ll runs thrl)Ui;h tin urban 
ate<\, U-.e potential I01· rolbsions wilh vehicles, bicyclists, ond ped estno.ns ji; g N>ot. f'he O£1.R/S must di,dose lhese snfEty 
imphcattons. 

Othet' 1•esulatlo1'1S a rtd policies In c~,Hfof'ltla reoognlze the saiety impllcnt:lons of ru1t1tlng n traht nt~g rt1de th1'00t;h a ,, url~m 
area. a ,"1 ad\~ocate (ot &rade .sepatt1tlon. The DEIR/5 d oes nol dlsdose thi.a. The CPUC has Its <W,rn policy n.;qulr1ns 
grJ;1d(MK~p.:u-i.,tion ero.s:;i-ng.,;. The CPt;C':; R:uhoo.d. S1.1foty Action Plan shows ~ gr.i.ph of tr.tin ticcidcnt.$ from 1997-2005, 
wh.kh increi'Sl.'d from 105 to 228 i¥:ddC'nts "year durmg lhat ~rtod, Furth~rmore, Coliforrtia Sltt"i'ls Md Hjg hways. C.Ode 
Se<:tiol\ 190 •~qutre.s Call{Of'nia's annual budget to 1ndude resource, .SjX!.clfJcaUy to fund pl\)jeCL~ to srnde-sepa.mte 01· aHet 
e.xiSUI\S public a t-grade crosiuns.s, This pr0£;nl!'l1 is- oor1unonly known as chf: Gtt1d e-Se(--an1tion Fund Prosrt1m, and was 
ent\<'le-d l,o ret.rooctively t'E'p.1ir at.-grOOe crossings bcct\use of the p\11:,lk N>.foty fsw~. In fad, on Feb-ru.uy 20, 2009, the 
CPUC ,1pproved Conunissioner Chong's Re,·i.$00 Alte1r1,1te f'1\:'lpooed Decision to require a po?destrian brid~e at f:'rumdale 
by Dor.St:} High School on the. fap6 Pha.~ ·1 Tr.1,is1t Project routt: ti) spt!("ifl a :llly add1'C:!!8 thlJJ public safety issue.. This 
a<:llon by ti~ CPUC i$ d&tr t!'9idr.ncti t ha t an flt.,.6rnde alit5:nn""'nt,, espec-i~lly ft«)und $Chool .!lilr:!1', i~ ~tn:mely ha?.i!rdou!I. 
How con&istt>nt is thtl project wilh the CPUC-s gr;,de-sepru-otloo policies' 

n m l)~IR/S. does 1,cl Om'.I~ or Add!'e9s the Slgn1£ka.ntSa1'etv !Qsk to&hl1ol Age Lh1ldren. 

T ht' u:W:- of ar. at.grade C'1'0sain8 in lhe- lmme:di.att: \'1~'inil)" Qf Vt~w Pe rk Prep S<:hcl<'II, Cn:n!lhaw l·lie,h School, SL John tht! 
Ev.:inge list C,1lholic School, Edw;,r..:1 Vin<.-e,n~ P.trk p();Si(>S i\ &ignifictint safely h.izal\.i p.,rticuhtrly lo young .&chool .ige 
ch lldrEl't, that has not been adequarely addressed in tl\c'! OEfR/S. 

T ht! OEfR/S impmpNI)' <'01l<.'1ud.-!\ t h:il right,(,c",\ot4)' t1Ct."id('nL-. wou ld not 6.: 11 signifl<'l'lnt imptwl for pedt':$tritm:1, 
partic'uJittly school age chiJdrel\, becouse of the Installation of c ross.ins; bnrriel'S and fencing. This 4:0l\tTo,..-1.icts othel' 
:'leCti<lM of ti~ DEIR/S ·tl\dt stall! •;-,,:-..Us ,vo ukl O!"lly be. iMtalled if ne~stuy for nOise- a nd at!1>the 1.tc m iUSaUo n oompliance. 
S i1l(:e lhc:. in:-;la11&Uv n of w~II~ mvJ/ or-f~q<:t;, 1!!, not bdnt( prop<),t!d und~r a ny d 1'<'unwttim~~ &lunt) Uw c>11UN;" lt-ngt.h ~>f thl• 

p9'1<:Ct. Uw U!",(' of (.;r,:x;sing gnle-:,; , ... ·ou.kl n<'lt :;uffiM'cntly pro~d the: dtild~ri w h<,1 n,-ust C'fO~'- 11,t- pa.II, <,it th,c: pro~ light 
.rall lme. The D.El.R/S should fully d l&close these m ks to the-schools.. ruid should propose t1dequote .nlltigotion nteosuree 
l<) mit ittili: tlw ri$ki: lo~l•h(>OI C'.hildren in 1hr (¢ rm ()( :'i hr.low-r,r&dr. slt.:mali \'(' fr<,n, ol&d- Slre<•L l:i) 5911• S t~l tu~ Vktt>ri-:. 
pi~l Rt'dondo, on t.h.t- H:1:Srlx>r SulxHvisiQrl. J( the 1,ight r.i.il i~ below <µ- :d,ovr g r.1d.e, ti'!,(" risk th~t $<'hc,ol <h ildrcn 1.-vill 
in;,dv(>rteriOy <-.nkr tlw-h'~s whi:-n t.hc lighl roil ls comittgis 11,d<.'qvoidy n'Ut;ig.,tc\--1, (S..-e ~dfon A, SUptY1; S<.'Ction F, infm.) 

J ht- DF.fR/S ckl<"l\ noL Providt• An\' fvid<•nc:t- that t hr S.c1fNy ]'.•fitivnti9:n-. Prucr,~ for At,C.rade- <"'.m .. -. i""" \l•lill :-\ctunlh 
Work, 

T he. O£lR/S simply provides a bt1s1c list of generic pe.ssive 'Nt'lmlni; devfCES w ith any site-specific dek--rminati◊YI or 
e\•idence thot the .. 1ev-!c-es, will actually work. ·rhe or\l.v wny to reduce the hazard o( at-gr~ c1"ClSslns:,. to less lhan 
:1ig11ilkl'IJ'\l i~: with t;ratk: ~ pm·.tttfon, 

0 

p 

Q 

R 

T housh il\'J'<lre of thr. prosram, lhe DBR/S has fa il~ tu &Clually p 1, >pOSt1 millf;.:l.lion for 1mpa<'t~ to thr. Safo Routt!~ 

Snfe ~outes. t<i School. I 
l*.yontl stud f-cn l ('duN1tiOn itntf ~ f'.<. t.fitin c n )il$ing t~lr".'l. S 
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&>-luc;sd Nri"h"-mhood ArrnM for Vc;hidM nnd EmscerocY Ss·cxkr ProYidsr'- lnrID1'"s:tf Public lisolth nod S4rtr s;,,;k!; 
and I n~N"8:se11 Ttaffu.• imp;ac-b on Selt'-ctedStnc""t!>. 

Th<; DF.IR/S indudt.:$ ~Lriclt-d ::ii,v:,ss C>n (~rlain ~lri,'•lll in lh.,co- tirN1. t.imiUn& m:t-~ <1fl\~ct, t raffic· circ·ul~brn,. il'\t'.Tt•<tst'!t 

troffic on other streets and ftirther s lows the obility for emergen-...-,· re,ponders to t'ICCE:SS neti;hborhoods ma timely fashion 
to provide service for nw.dict'I! emergendes, foe~, tl1'.KI cnm~ 11-ie prcyosed s~l 1nochfl«1tions that wouJd limit egress 
from 1\:sld1mtial l"h':t&hborho..xb a lso i1tc"'asie public safety risks for resid ents who need to ~vacuate. the area In a naturnJ 
ditlo3:;1¢r 11u<:h n,, t1.n t4rthquak or a m.nn.ftl,.'ld<' di~l<.•.r $\1<:h a1, ;:i tf~in, wn;:tk or w, ~xplooion. 

Crasslnc; Ceon'letr.' and PosslbllitY of Dera1lmen.t 

T h<- DEIR ;:hou.ld indudc t',Vtllualion tt?'ld mibtl&tion of dtirili lmt::nt risk a t the Harbor Subdivi:tion/Cren.$h1:1w <'rQ!l-$1nt;. 

f.'urthe1~ Cl'UC requtr~ a m1mmum line-of•stght a l any a t•grnde raih"OOd crossmg and the c•urrent d i.tg:<:itllll crossing 
between Vklorks &nd Rt-d(mdu, t1nd titHindry and Otik ht.Vt-• a n lnm.1ffidc-nl lint:('/ ~it;ht. 

At-g-r.tdc n~in~ foil to oonform wilh the Ci~}' of l...oo A11gdc:;' City1.111't(;, Getttnil Pino Frantc:wcrk 

C Parking 

rhe 1.?.e.m,.wal of Frontage Rood lS ii: Sifiniflrontlmr,•1ct 

The piiri:ms impacts to Crtrn!l-haw Blvd from ti~ B.!l!le LIT and BR'T a ltertltltives tlre !!-lgtuf i<:ant. The DEJR/S ,nae<:urately 
detemtin<.>s tMi d<.>$pite th(' removal o( (.wer one hundred parking .sp.:tel.'S ,,long th<.> commerdW !wart of bt;,c-.k u.~ 
Anr,elesc, there will not be- c1 st1bsu111tial imp..'\C'l'. Accordingly, it does not (<\'en propose any mitig.1tion measures. This 
inoc:curocy begins by ftuhng to specify the time of d ay th&,t the proposed sit.e \' isits to nmke the dete r1:nillat.aon w ~r'-1? niade, 
Furthermore, $-e\'t:rill af Stori-fr<>nl<i on Cren.~ru"lw 8h•d me nol pcrformin& flt llu~ir ll·:ldiUonal lev,A 1n p~rl bt.-cau/1.e of t h~ 
eronomic-downlurn. The DEIR/$ also fotls lo identify the IOC4'1tions ot the exce,;s parking is lowted . St1fficient parking 
W◊uld not with the ren·1c.wt1l of fronlt18e road . 

Fruntdgt• Rt~d SHV•:.~ r1-. ti Stif('"ly Rr)ufor for5'-..hM). Oa v Ct1N<"t111d C hurrh Pic:1:,-lip 1:1t'ld Orop,Off. 

T 

0 

T h.e mnny school,, d<1.y cares M\i churdle'S tiJong Crenshaw Blvd, Ube frontuge rood as a pic"'-up and drop-otf. T he aiw V 
serves (1$ all import.-i.nt .,;afely bamer, parbc-ulorly for studE".nfs. i'lnd the .-lderly fron, the thorous hfore trn.ffi.c on Crensh.1.w 
Blvll Eliminatsns frontse,e road \-.,111 !l-i&nificantly increase, thf: $flfety hazt1rd to palro 1'1$ <if C ren$haw Blvd b uilh\eM- a !l
wdl. 

Ellnunating front~ue ~d will lnc.1'€~ Cut-l'lwough Traffic-and l'cil'ldng In r\djocent Residentia l Communibes. 

111e DEJR/S d oo::s nol ldt:otify nor addt.:-.S/1 lhe i.ss1re of additiantll parkil,S in adjtll"t:'nt residential <:c>mrnumuesc Mid l.'ut
Uvough trof.fk lh<1.t. l'$SYlt from the alimirn'lt:ion o( fron~e rond, Th.is impnd will b<.> rartkulruly S('vere (U'OUJ'ld View 
.Park SdlCIQI. Tt·t1ffic currently bnck tips on $7') Slt\?eLru~i. on Crenshaw Bl\'d i'ldjacent to View Pal'kSchoof, where double 
p~rk1~ i,•111 lci,d to n't<l~ risk--~iklnadnvers .!ind qu11urns oo the trod:!!-. 

0 . A est bet ks 

The Bast! LRTVi,\la.Ws the Cr<!nsh.:-m• Snccifi<- Pinn 

T h~• -,t;.grndc Md <')<'v;,k-d l;'llig:llJTl(.'nts on Crm:;hnw Blvd of th~~ LRT WQl,.lld b<' .a violullon of the Cixm.ltaw Spt'Ofk 
l' la n, w hich prohib-11.8 overhead. utJh ly line$. Ao LRT that n.m'ltltns under.,sround on C1\'!nshaw 13h·d would be .-:onslstent 
w llh the C1\,nsha·...., Sped(tc-Plan. 

Ths: PflBf,<; Fni!s lo ldr,ntjfv Acnlvzs gr ?'ilitie.1.tr: tbs: Sc:s-nk v;-.1.1;-. 
1 he OEJ.R/S falls to tde,n:lfy, m'\L'llp.e- or n" tlgak! 9e\7(H\1l scenic vlsblS, mduding but not b n\l ted to the veJw from 
Fltu~n~ / Crt::n<.fi&,v to lhr..S,1:ml:t (\,fonh,.·~ m t').unbin:'i; whit-h \ot1II ~ .slgn ifiNmtly imp&t'l~ with lhr d evti lt,d &:ee !..RT 
q <.r.;Nnc, tind the ~~•\i(" ,·1:it.--:1 of th<' V~tQn Th~uk-r to vl'C'r whkh wiJI be;: $it;nific:mll.y 1mp~tied. by U,c Qverho:tel win:.,s. 
Uoth<an be m1t1g.(ltl'.!d wilh a belaw grade CrenshaN Une on Crenshaw Blvd. 
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E. Air Quality lm1>ad!t 

Some lo.nd US(l'S .ind 1,"0p1t.latton grotips c"lreconsidel\"d more seM1bve to changes m air qu.ility lh,"ln others. The CaBfor-nt<'I 
Atr ResourCE"S Bo,ud (CARB) hos identified lhe foUowln& people who m-e most likely to be affec~d by ail' poUution: 
d1ildre.n undt•r the• age of ·14, lh<i eldt!rl)' ever t h<• :1e;~ of 65, a thle!.es,- 4,nd pecpt,, with 1."t1r<l1ovasculilr and chrl'>1l it
rc-sp1rntory di~8S. 'J'he.se groups tlre dassifred ru1 s-t>Nitive popult.\tion groups lh.,t o-.ay include indi\•1-du,-Js ,-.'ltl:i a low 
tolernnce for a ir <1uality pollutants such lrn'lt neg.otive health impocl$ could ottur. LoQ'ltion& that may contain o hisJ, 
concentration c.,i these sensitive i>opulallon &r-oups Lndude- residential a~, hospifl,Js, doyco·re ttlciblies, e.lde.r 011~ 

f.:!ocilit;i1•!;1-~ d tJTM;nliuy S<;hool1:, <1nd outd<)()r p<(l;rk and ri;(Tt.:eU()n f~ili.li~$ . T~r. k10.,:ldiO~ &re (•~ll('d $t'n,i; iUv~ ~t't-pkors . 
fhere are severoJ .sensitive r«eptors a.Jong the C1·enshnw Transit Corridor. 

AddltionaUy. the sh1tenlenl that I.he &se LRT would not 1-esull ln lncrEttlsed tni.fftc congestion: therefore tral'6<' volumes 
wc.,vld not resuJt in ,:m inc~• in l<Kdj'l(;d CO oont'<'-Tllration-:- :-it ri~by ir.ters<"<:tiooo (lhat <:ould i:aff<..'<.'.t .5ensiti'I<:' 
receptors) to Je,•el, that exceed n.atJ01\al or state standm·ds ond dam-e. thot there would be no adverse offecl sin<:e there 
would be no mcret1se In ttMRc eonsesbo11 Is false. The ptq-ecl would not d (:o(1'(:ase tn1fflc congestion for s,ev,eral reasons, 
tncludtng t-ut not Hmtted to: traffic dt.-Lays Cdused by vehidt- queuins while waill,'6 for l1sht rad tl'al,ts to cross slreets at 
grndc Md in<:1')QSCd dcvdop~nt th::tl n,.iy ocrur lx!c1;1vs¢ of tlw- opcr.tlion of th<:- Ughl r:UI. Tr:iffk dd-'.n• c.;,u.sed by 
queuing o( \'e-hides may create CO hotspots thal would exceed Southe.m Cal1fomla Afr Quahty M.magement Dtsll'ld 
(SCAQMD) lhreshold11. The DEIR on.ly 1:diet1bf1~11 111g.nit'tcanl air (jU..Slity lmpt1cts d unns consti·ucUoo aelwlltes and not 
durinS opto.r.\ltion of the light r.:111. The ba11i11 for these o:,,ndusions ti.ppet;r!I fla\\'ed and numer,:,.u..<i 91:'1,sHNe r~C€ptors will 
be affected, The OELR/S nc,eds b;) ro-ovnlu<1k> the tr~ffic inform.."ltion th;.it is the bru.is for t.hi.s condui;ion ~nd n1,;1ke 
COtt'eCUOl\3 to the DELR/S. 

F, Priv;:.u::y 

An ele\•tlted aJ,snmcnt \,•here train passene,ers and e.m1)ioyiC-e$ l'\SV\~ unb-locked vk!w,ns of t he hon'l:es, window~ t1nd yards 
o( re11iden.13 resul~ in a "takh18'' o( Ute: ~!lu1rtpbon. o( r rivacy that h,)~ aJons C renshaw l{lvd and Ha.tior S u bdiV1111on 
currently h,we. The OfilR/S offers n,;1 mitig~tion for ~he hb>lihood of lOGS of privucy to honll?S d:1,.1e to tho constrnction of 
anelevnte,,.i gutdewt'ly and thE.-reforo likely to ollow \' i.Sttal mtrusion into the pl'Qperly or homes ot t\?Stdents residint; olong 
tM aJis11rnMl. During oonstrui..'tio,,, n·liu5auon ml.Isl be in-\f)len-.ettWd to p1'<>tect n:11ide1u11 fron1 the los11 of pnn,cy due to 
f mploy<:1;:s <WCr looJ.:inB <>n I.ht: private propc::rty <\f art:a rcStd enCEis. O(•!<ign fr•atu~ of ~lil tionlf, ptlrking, Lnl..:k d e~ign and 
tUignmanl must be su<h thal they m;.1int.i.in the undisrupted priv1,cy o( ynJ\.is <Ond homes x,djo,cent to the alignn-.ent, A 
t'E!low g:rnde alit;n1nent m 1~iden.tial (l.N!,t\S would rniti.sale the priv1,cf tssues. 

G, L:md Use Lmp.icls 

~\fo.xmil7.ati0n u( Uses Jn .l\n Urbonlz~d J\1t<1:, 

fo,pl<:nicnw.ion of a. bclow~gr.,,d.t· Jight i<\il dt-sign would m;,,int..1.in n, u.-:h needed oix•n spnoe t,hi;,t <:v1dd be u,..-.ed for a 
bkydc p<'ll'\. ·both as M OOditioo;,J nltcrruith'(l tr,,msport,u.lioo mo..--1.c ~oo as t\ rectx'<1.bonal ~n~nity. FurUwrmore. more 
usable land would l>e 1-etaJMd that oou-ld be used for passive and t1cnve OJ-~O. space uses (e.g., a l<is.s,ns trt1ll, el.C.). 
AlterM~I)', ti~ Opportunity Cosl of d 1:~-eloph,8 the- MTA r~al est:am a lo,'8 tJ,e Harbor Subd1\'l11ion ROW In a n\!U'it'll:r 

roNjslcnt wi~ ,W't(!nt JMd. me d<.>signs1;lioru. shoukl n<.•t Ix.> <.w~rlookcd. Fi..inds, .derivOO from tho foQSC, snlc o-r 
develornw,tt of the Harbor Subdivision ROW could be used t<> fund grOO(l; i,epaml.ions, thus mittgal<- lhe 00Yerse imp..icts 
c~ted byti.t-erade f 1\')!l!lli)e;11 and a lig ,'tment. 

T he DF.IR/5 :,,,,!i,;fi.bels: Cumm1.1ni!it<'. A1~ Pn.)jc<'t"" 

1'he OhlR/~ lna.ccurorely fobels the 01strl.ctS,qua1-e develaprne,u ls tlS '' the fa.'lhtan Squan.! development.'' a.nd om.its the 
sct1le o( the!!e and other devel0j)O\l.:11ts' a.Ions ~ Crenshaw rorrldc>I', 1~ult.it1S In a 1\ u\ad~uate evaluation o{ thl! 
oorrido{s futqre tT.\ltk domnnd n.nd rid~l'Ship pot..mtiotl, The DEll~/S ..ili;.Q fails to disdoso th,,,t ~ W~t AdMl.<r-&fdwU\ 
Hil.b-~in"llr:'rt Community P l,m i& undergoing Q. !\'.'Vision, 

H.. Noist and Vi br;ition 
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The. DEIF:/S falls to oonsid er the Doppler effKt from U-<.'f\'lSS. 

J. Construction lmpal.'t-5, 

The. DBR/S Indicates that the oonslructlon Is a1\0.dpatcd to OC<:\.lr over a f'~rlod of lour ythl.rs, Clard'lct1llon should be 
pro\'ided ns to tJ,..- n,clhodology used t<_, dt·ternut"lc I.he <:on.&U'v<:bc,n. dur.otion .u:,.d if typk.il t(a,wpor~lion. n,nS,l;{udio,, 
ddny.s -'t\'! built into the estim.itcd. ti.nw. The <:onsk~dion i.mpoct.s .uc signifk.mt wh<:-n lh.<:y ex-tend over su.ch ;,, long 
peNod of tim,;>_ The construction lmJ.'SC'l analysis ,s vasue In several areas t10d de<:1> not ~ro'llde a dear d etsJled 
di.K'Uss,on o( lht, st.ssins of trucks and cqu1prnenl. The1\l 11> oo di.Scusslo,, of, or n'Uligt,l!on prov,-ded, relathlS ta the 
l('ng:lh. of ta.nw th('lt \'Ch.ides cnn idfo and that noise bfon).;(-t:; should b(_I, l't'qUiN"d to mi.,ffte equipment nok-4?, The OEIR/S is 
u.nclE",)J' ii true~~ ~pectEo.-l to dri\'(> on the right-ot-•.-..1.y priJTIOJ'ily Md only (>J\ter onto streets where the right-of-way 
s.tops o,· w l~ re h,h:r.secuons occut. Furtlh!r, there is l"IO d,.scus.slo,, of, or mitigahon pn.wlded, tf'ltlt addresses b·u-cks. an,d 
equipn*.r'll tnldting mud and debris o nto city s.tre(,lS. \'\''heel and Sl~t dean,ns m.u.sl O<:Cue· cut a daily basis with 
pmvi,i01l$ fo r prQmpl dean up <tf tin)' spill,; of t!l:lrth ,,r mtiter.t:ds. l\•liU_gatJ(m muill b(: pr(Wi<.fod tiddtt-.~fa,,e .:311 of II~ 
.v-e"s. The lime du.ring which cor1StrucUo•, can occur is u.lso vogue, only re-fere.ndns daytlme hou.rs, The mili,!-~ati.on 
n'ltla.surff .should address &nd Hmll the conslrur:th·n1 octivities to construction M u r$ fron, 8:00 ~.n-i. to 6:00 P·"'-, ~fonday 
throueh Fndti}' dut.• to the anUdpaled lone, d ur.:Jti()n of thf- con~lrnclion pt!ri<>d (4 )'Mr.\). 

rhe 01-:lR/S In Error Sn,tes There \\louJd Be NoSigmficont l nma.ct from Cut-onct-C9ver C.:mstrucllon 1n Lennert ('Mk 

The oon,clus1<>n thal there i,•ould be- no Slgrnflcant impact from cut-aOO~..-over cot1sttucbo1\ ,n Lc1~rt Park from 39" to 
B,ynhurst is luu.gh<1ble. Wl\itt basi11 ..tn..-1 historiro.l refereoo.- did the OEfR/S ,.mt ~ cortltr? to this ridiculo\.ls co:ndu:.ion' 
The permonent reduction in pnrking for yeru-s of coru.b-ucliol\, n"---i:,sive l,ru,riers dotVTI the mid .. ile of lhebouk•\•ard would 
hove severe u:np."lcts lo the mojority blo..-k owned sm,-ifl bwinesses, which .CH\? palronized t,y o nVljonty of nunorilies, 

The DEfR/S Toils toSPecifis What;=;otrtr:ood Securih' Will be Jrorlementesl Dm'ins rooswuction, 

J. Greenhouse Oas EmissiomYGlobal Clim;tte Change 

ll Is undisputed that the lJEI.R must d1Scuss the Impacts the project w1U have on Clln'ltl.te Change and Clobal Wat ming. In 
three recenl G\lifomla Supe-tJor Court Declslona, the ooort fourid that an a1'1alys1$ ,,f the d1teet and c•tunulahve ,mp,acts ,)( 
-a preje:ct's in,pacb to global t~.armin& tn'ld dimaU! cht1nse should be C:\'.aluated in the EIR} FurU'ier, the DEIR itself sets 
forth the regulator)' strvcture that· rcqui.rc$ ..m.'\ly&is -ol GHG ~missjon:; cmd the projcct't1- ctffccts on dimt\tc dmngc in o 
CEQA envlrotul-wntaJ docuo't'!n.l. 

cc: 

DD 

EB 

T h<! l.'ISuE:of d inutedians~, and greer'!ho~gas.l':mi$..'lions (Gt-lG) is- ra i~ed ln lht. EfR. lm·wever Lh(! full nlile;nitude of the FF 
effect& the projectwUI huve on GHC enussion.s is severelt uoderstrited, OnJy two short p.tM.grnphh touch upon the LRT 
aJtern.a.tive-s' i l'l"IJ,"a<ts o n cll1n&te cha,'S~- {DEIR at 3,.."i-6:) The DBK condud(:S that l here vnU be a dectellS-e in \'ehkle 
.n-u!f.-S- trnveted (VMl) and lncrefot1!, there wt11 b<! & nd d\'!(.'n'!ase in GHG emissions., ~ven thoush lhe li&hl rtld illit!lf ,..,oukl 
indiw,dl)' L"<>ntnl;,ut.• IA) d i~lt- <·Mne<: ~t•t'a!J$! 1t uses e lC:dric:ily 6t!nt-rl'll<'<.I by th(! burnin~ oi fo.o;sil futils. NCI menti(ln 1s 
m.t1de c,f the tons oi CHCs thM would be re\eil$ed into the otmo:.phere from idling C-'rs stuck in tt·affk r:;Mdlock ca.used by 
lhe numerous a t-grode c rossings. No mentton is made ol Ule mct'et'lsed ui;.e o( the freeway system aild st~rrc.mnd1ng 
flurfnL~ ~tr(l(:t.~ in Spite a( ll-*, m:for;,;hip on th\~ lti-;hl rail. W,J,:U would b(• the incn:~~ in GHG '°'m4,sid ns from !he 
tJmus~ncls (>f 1dl;ng c«t:'? What V.'Qukl Ix- l1'1<:" ll"t<;~tl!le in GHC t-.,,"!Jtli:m)nt, from i.nM'I::«.~ v('hi<;k,$ Qt"I th.e fo'.'(;'wny -._v$h:m 
and the surroundmi streets? 

- In .t 2007 Superior Co u rt <.focir..ion., th~ courl hdd tho: 11n E.IR'!> o.n .Jyr..::11 o( GH(; e:mir.sion wa.-, in.11dc:qu.1.tc in lishl u( Cov.cmor 
Schw..v-.«:ne55c11,s ,:,:,,:ecu ti\'C 01-.:ler (S.~)on g lob.ol w11.mii11g .tr1d ,.,th!: lc!V11lativc ~uircm l!.t't th..11 gn:,cnhou~ p (G!-Ki)(!m i"ion be., OO 
rcdua.-d lo 1900 Jo,·d:1 by the yc~r 20-20." (t'm,. C.imnt./1 (.If Sttc. rt ,rl ~·. st~1:,,_ ef C..l:lf{lrm,i (Super. Ct. S...cr11m,:m10 County. W'1!, i\.'-o. 
07('.:SJ0%7).) The fl!'ll:\•11nt porlion of thi. .. d C!.ci~io n i~ .:tttadwd to t hb lefter 11:i t'Xhibit £. 1 hc Supcrim Coi:.rt of Riv,:,l"l'ltdc <:'.ounly .,!so 
found 11.n lHR'r. di!Ku11~ion o{ .t proje,:<:"'!I imf","Cls to sJobal w""rming inadcqu~c where the EIR did not m.:ikc.., m1....,..ninglul 11ttempt to 
11n.,ly1.e .!luch ilnplld:1. (C~. fat' 6Jol(.lgta1I 01\!fc'r'i-1ty ei al " · City of lkk1t H(.li Sprmg,i; d ~ (Super. Ct. ffo-cr.:id.e Cou.niy, 20!:6. i\.1.o. 
RI~).) This-d.e(l.'iion l!o ~tto,e-~ d to thit. 1¢~r ~<?>:lubi1 F. 
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The O.EJ.R/S idcniUK'S scvcn,J end.in~1'0.l spcclct, .ind tr()cs t.h.,t tvOWd l:,e advcn:.ely imp«b:d ,-..nd pul. 4'!l n5-k by tlw 
oonstrucbon o( l:lt-gtade crossln~s find tWer-hc-ad centenar)' ·.-.•:ites. 

V I. ENVTRONMF.NTAI. J UST!Cf 

\iVht-n IJ-lis lin(o 11', ~:sh,md N:f In Wilshi~, ~v._.ry p<,rli<,m n0rth (>f lhe 1°10 f"-'C!'l\'il.v will hi.we lo ~ 1.1ndt:1'$rQ1.md . Ti1t 
cnvironn~nb."ll injustice of requiring: restclE>nts in Hyde Park, Pork l\·fes..-, Hei$ht;i; ond Leimert PMk to endul'e the trmn 
acodenl$, traffic con$estion and noise level from street-level b•tuns, while resident& in tiancock Pat•k, J)ark Mile tu"'
Olymplc Pork will not b not a«eptable. 

TM. o ... JR/S Disenfra1"Khise.d Spa1tish-Spooking Residents A Ions the Crenshaw Corridor. 

The DEfR/S appropriately idt:nlifit:s a larse Spiltu.Sh spooking: population, yet ll'olt' DEfR/S was- only avail.able In Ens,lis" 
'°l1min.:\Une I~ <~pptn-tunily for a fl.18,nific.:ml portion o f lhe Cren!!ht1;-., Trimi:il C<>mdor rt'!!idt-nl<: tu p tlrUC"ip&~ in lhe HH 
~~t'¢ii;100 rt-~rdirig l.h<: prop~ ac;livilies lh::it will i:H~ l thc;,r t;1w ironm~:nt rind ht-4.llh. The l)~/S shQUld be t:r.m<:lt1kd 
and re-releosed for 45 days. 

T h<" DF.JR/S Comm1·nl Fnrm Did Nol l ndud<" e. Cl-~•rlbox for F.nvimnmtnllll ]u!<ti<·(• 

Th.e frulure to indude the checklx>x likely resu.hla'd i.n a JX'duction in the- number of comnW:ots from Comment Forms 
reloted to e ,wironment.11 justke. 

'T)w ~/~ Illu~trates I ew·1nmow nnd l':'finoritr Cemmuoities urn Di@rooortionotdr lmractrd bv ;\Htrndr Li"ht Rail 
cws,nrs, 
Table 4-95 staU:s that srade !'le.parabcm can. be found a l 88% or tht'! crossiitgt on the Blut'! Lu-.e 111 no,t--mhtority a1•c,ai1 ar~i 
69% of the crMsings in non-lov.• inoomo.~ a 1~'\, compar.::d to only '25% of the cr~<:inSlt in n--u:nority a~ and only 22% of 
the cro~i~ in low-inc:om.> ~. System-wide, gmde tl(>pru'..ltion c~n be found .:it 85'° of the m~sing& in not'l--minoritie& 
a 1'(!as &'xi 83% of t i~ crossings l.n nol<rlow•ll'!Corrie .a,~a-3, cqmparOO lo 66% of the <:rossJns, in mloonty a ,~ trnd &l'X. 11\ 
JO'.·l •foCOrht'! !Ul!tiS. 

Tug DI;TR/SJ.1ils to ldentifr, Annlrze and Prorose Mitieotion for Q;lifornia Gwemment Ccxte Sestion 11135 Imooclf 
The DEIR/5 must idenUf)', Malyze and propo.!!e mitigation for Section ll l35 i(llpacts: 

(o)No perw n in the S1.4,W o( CttliforniR M.rul, on the bosi{- of ruce, Mtiomtl o rigin, e thnic: group id1:onli.ficaUon, 
1'1Hgi0nt i\gC, sex, sexul'lll?ti~ntallon., color,. or di~bility, be unlawfully dcm.ied foll .utd equ1il nocess. to the beMfil$ 
of, o, be 1.1nlawfully subiectt!d to dl!lcrln\ilffllfcn under, uny proe;rtun or a<:t:IV1ty that ts. conducted. opera.led, ,..,r 
.xln1i11fate~d by the- stl\le 011 by any st.ut¢ .-.gency. is t'und.-ed dircc-t1y by the slat'«, or .l\!('('h 'es any flMnciOO 
~skin«! from the slate, Nolwithstunding Section UOO0, this s«tion applies to the CohfornfoSl..'IW University. 

(b}\'Vilh re~pe!d lO d i$Crimh'1t11iOn on the b ~1l\1l't of d i~b,lit.)', pr~nlml\ 1:111.:I fe('l.Witfol\.!!uhje<:t to subdiv l!!i\')n (.a) shall 
mt't;l l~ pnil-:.<-U(,ns and prohil,Hiuni: <'Cnl.'!intKI k1 S~('lfon 202 <>f lhf! An1r,-rit·.:m .. -1 wilh Db1<1hili lil'!~ A<:L ()f '1990 (42 
U.S.C. Sec. l::!132), 1 .. ind lhe i~deroJ rules and regu~tions adopted in mtrlen1en~1tion thereof, except that if the 
laws ol llus sb.ue p1'€SC'ribe stronger protecl!OM tmd proh1bitio1lS, the prog·rams and activitles subje,;:t to 
subdivi,ti(m (~) ~lvtll be &u bJl;lC'l tQ the !;lro115~r p r-ot~..-.·til;,r.~ ti.nd p~,hibilic>ns. 

(c)(J}J-\s. used In thHt sectJon, •disobility" mi.~ons ony mental or physm1l disoblJjty, as d~.l\-ned lnS~tlon 1,2926. 

T hs: DFlR/t:. ft1il s to Providt• Qc•n,,ogT:tphk lnfommtioo ;,hout tb<" \'1/i l"birr,/l a RN...., ~t.i,,tinn AtN• 

The. DElR/S fails to provide demogl'(-:+,hk mfom'U'tion the the Vv'1lshire/l.a Breo st..,tion arei'l, and ncoordinzly fuits to 
adequatt>-ly oddt'ess the disproportionnte lmp,acts to the aft1uent non-minonty J>ark Mile community compared to lhe 
South I.Cit Ant;el<i!! commuhit)'. TIK)ugh lht proj(-('l, 1.1,1! pmjt!<:t ii: b!!int: built w11h thi- d~.s.r in lt•nl to t'exlrud lht: lint'! 
n(>rther•• i" I~ futu1t-. Fnilu.1t- tQ OOIJ,;~ll\'dy ~,nt:.klt•.r th(! i mp~(·l-: in. Lhc: l)EIR/S wsults wt;iuld vi()lith; CEQA 
prohlb1tions o.gmnst !legmenrotion, 
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VII. SAFElY & H EAL11i 

0£1R/$.foils to rroyid~ aooru,uilJ occtdent rredi.ctaon i rom at•grods; crwsings, 
The: OEJR/S f;nl~ lo provjd~ un a;,nuuJ ~ndenl p~idion 9r thc:-J r C<.lst.s to the MTA over th.« lifo of the p rojC'Cl through 
Jitigt1tion. r«onstn.1.d:ion, infr,1.slruclurc roprur. rec<.wcry teoms, ,md ;:i. p1,1,b)k Nfo.tions letlm/<:-nmpa•g;n to blrunc <:-very 
accident on the pul:-lic and. not- MTA . Acoordmgly, the Operntion Md ~truntE'n.mce :i;crt:ion of the DfilR/S fruts to 
tt«·,.ulllely depict the true costs of op~rath\~ the pro1.:ct wlth s treel-le\•el cro11s1t,,ss. 

T he: DEJR/S in F.rrurSWte!I Th(,n-, is Sa((•ty Chi;i,~ from B~,,:., LRT t.u Op Lion I . 

II 

Option l would result ln a grade sept,roted station., ehnuni.,tfog the pedestrian sttition c:r-ossh\S tn the Uase u;:r. The 
OEJRfS should revet1I ho"A' nui.oy 1llt1e Line p,assenser.s have be«1\ hit and ftHally wounded at ped0;istrla1\ c,ossh\g9 at JJ 
:;t.tOons if jlj$ to<:ond u® t.h"t lhc:-1~ lS noimpnwenwnt m~f<.:.o/ from ~c LRT v:..Opllon t. 

Thg DECR/SToiJ!: toSt,:i,e It'~ :s,,,;1s for Psrn;m,ining Sofety Haznrd 
Crootiing ("()ndili(>l'I.'- <'10rn c;htmge from inlf,r~r;t:li1,m ti) intt'f~("di()n, l:'lnd l'\:gi(>n lo 11;gi(m . l mpJ1..•n11,nting tt new light rnil 
:;y:;tt•m t'lkmg ~ <:orridor .u,d in l'I c:1ty wjlhoul mu..c:h famiU.u·ity is <:ir:rt.:tin lo rc:;u.lt in .:teeidontti- ;u,d fot;t_litie&. Th(. DElR/S 
fai ls to stt,t<i!- It's baslc9 fotdeterini:njns :no s1gmhca1, l sofety hazord irorntit-grnde crossinss, :?OW 1--"ft\ Statislks tndtrote KK 
prlnuwily at-g,•ade Ushl 1•c11I Is. the most accident prone of public ttal\s1t modes. lt"s lmplementallon tu\d U\tJ\Xluchon on 
lJ1<:' hjghJy <:onge!ltiori Crern,il,:iw e<>rrid.or. which j$ lined wjth lteavy jX'dl!".Sh1.i.n tr~ffk ji; sun:- tQ r~s~lt ht n<:cid.<..•.nls ~nd 
de"'ths. 

focoM1!lrent Trail\ Spt!eds on the Ha.tb,:,.r Subdiv1sk11\ Coupl~ I Wtth BUt'ld Cornet!I Cra!ls!r'l.£S at VicU>1•1a. Br\' t'lhur!lt af'ld 
Weest Hlvd P09;e A Si,~ific~int fmn'!i tigsblc R1$k to POO~triAI\St1fot.v 

The ~ LRT\; H..t.rbor Su.bdjl'faion portion frort-i Victorio. tQ WeoSt ~ 1.1.nli.kc :my cro11sin,g$ on the 1fotro 11y.stem in tha.t i t 
oombhlieS o freight a r~L llsht rail ot an ansll':d cr06Sing with ''° line o( sight. Fret&,ht aod ltshl nu! in this portion, Indeed 
:Jon,e the enlir<- l-fri.rbor S ubdi"•:;ion {$ Jfkd y to be t;n\'~hng ut .spr:ed:; mu<:h tdow~r ~n hght r:a,I. The w:.uJt of lhc 
j1'COOsisll;'l'll trWn sp«<l,, w:i]J be mi:>~ rl:;k b.lkntg bch:wwr, .q:, pW~tri,ms us,cd t:.o ~p(lri<:·ndng slow freight ~re more LL 
liM'ly to go und~r the C'ros.sin.g i'll'Ol.'i and through lhc- ~tnnn sw il'lg g.;:1U?t: ,,.lthout knowing tho.t n higher sp('OO Ught 
rail ttain i!I apptoachlllg. This IW been the cause o( ma,1y BluE! Ltne Ug ht r4II t1oedde-nt.s and w ill be the- cause o( aocld\1nt!I 
jf U-"-lc s.:p:ir.,tion i$ not ind1.1.dcd. The <:rost..ings rn1.tSt be gr.:ld,;- ~~ro!<:'d.. AAd ::;t~dicd for gr.:i.dc scp.t1.:1tion io the 
DEIR/$. 

V III. TIJNNELING & STATIONS 

171(! QfilR/S ffiils lo ~ludY ii Binon.•lm· Tunn<-1 Rc.) rin.i- Mt-lh<)d l.u MitiP'!1h- C:on.i.lru<·tion Impact,;. 

Bino..'"1.lfar 1\:innal "Boring .\fochmes oosult in k-ss soU exu-,,cUon compi.l.red l" twin bored lunneb and single hug~ hs.nn,al MM 
The DFJR/S foils to consider th.is ilS a mitigation to construction an,.-i a ir quality lmpocts, Accordingly, lM coot estirN:tes 
an: equally flcm•OO. 

&Jow GN:de Cost Assumrltons. 
The DEIRiS ~ke!t seven-J unsup~or~d b(!low s rMe CO$l rusu1nptions, l~Sulting ln al\ l~utt1le oost e\•atuation ot' I 
p•'Oj«l option.'l ..:urrendy considered and I\OI yet <'Qnjid e.red.. Sf'>':'O.:ifically. I~ oost of sta·uon$ and undt!f$rOund a.lisnment 
must be d isclosed. An ~pl;,m.;,tfon of <t detniied bre..,k<lown oi &ts.ide &:tension hmneling cosl.S and .sfotion (I.S sp,xifiOO NN 
in the E&stsldc FBF: n,ust be ~Omptln'..-d with those ot' the prcjectt!d cost of Crel'\Shaw LRT. That e\1alun,tk1t'l 1!'1d1cates lhe 
,Xlst assumptions for below &r.ade a«e a 81'.'!at nwgn1tudtt exagge-a.ted. 

11 I 
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5.Q; Fitr(l.newl AmtiysiS(l/,'(1 Comp<1ri:.011 o/Alltnl(Jlive.s 

Table 5-1 1>reseuts the-total c.ipiral 00S1s (in millions of dollars) for O1)tion A and Option B in both 200 ~ 
dollars and in year of e:tpcnditure dollars. 'fhe year of expenditure capilal costs. \'af)' bctwc...'tll $82:? mjJlion 
(U~T ()ption A) and $82(> million (1 .1,fr Option B). The difference in capital coSls between lhc tw<.> optioos 
1•efates lO the lrtatmeut of the Indiana Street trausitiou as described in Chapter 2. These. are additions to the 
right-<if-way eosts but reductio.u.5 in tbe coSI or lbe special coflditions identified iJ) l.ndi:ms StiecL and lbe 
mo,'ement of I.be l"/Loce11;l s.t.1-tfoo 10 3"-'/Indi;w1a balance out lilt. djfferenc,e. belween the options. Both 
Option A and Optiuu 8 are cousislcnt with the cwn:nt fin ancial plan of rvtTA and ha,·c funding a,·ailabfc 
fot either option. 

1'AHLR 5- J 
CAPITAL COST ESTIMATES t2-001 $ AND YEAR OFEXPEl\'DITURE $1 

2001 Oollan ,,. HIBklll!, YtuofE. •dl(111-. l)oJlars lb '-llllkl11!o 

LRT tlo•A LRTOntloo 0 LRT011tlo11 A. LRT t.101l8 

C-011.<,tnttlO• a.d 
1•1·0irnrt•('■ I 

Gtrid.-w;n.,; $19:'i,,2 $190,2 $"21ti,2 $210 .9 
Y2.r(11,,2nd SbOM us 35.S S6.J $63 
Svstc11\S S6.5.8 $6:1..4 S75.7 S1-tl 
St.1tiOI1$ S85.S 58$6 S97 1 5972 
1,.1rr v~lud<"S :m.d $!011.6 $ 100.6 $113.3 $ll3.:-S 
lm.'lt'!! 
Sncdal Cooditioos $68..5 SE0.8 S16..5 SE>l-0 
Rillh1-or-Wav S19.0 $3$..l S20.2 $319 

Sub101aJ $5J.O. I SS,2.4 $605.3 $607,7 
Prof~tkJPJII $14.ll $ 144.2 $1563 :U:563 
s ........ 
11rojrrC S~.5 SS6.I $60.7 S62.3 
C unl.hl l'i.'lln' 

TotalCMI S73S.8 $142.8 S8!2.3 S826.3 

5 . 1.2 Qpen1ling and M.!1.inten11nce Cost 1-:stinrnt~ 

This section summ:uizes the Operating ;tod M.linte.u:uiee (o&.\f) cost estim.,te for the LRT BujJd 
Ahcmath·c, Option A and Option B. The 0&~1 costs were dctcnnincd us.ing the-f\,ff'A 's ()&.\.1 cost model. 
TI,is cost model was developed 10 estim.ue O&M coSls fo1' ~rr A•s bus. Blue l ine. Oteen Line, aod Red 
Line 01,eratin.g modes. as well as suppOft department c0c,1.s rdatcd to oper.-tlions. 

The MTA O&~I co.st mode.I est.im.:11.es slaffing requircmenL<;. labor costs. and non-labor expt.nst-s by transit 
mode (i.e., rvlo<or Bus.. Hluc I foe. Green Unc. Red J .ine) and department ,,ithin each mode . 'Ilic model is 
calibrated t(> .MfA ·s latest fiscal year (FY) 2000.2001 Adopted Budget. o,·crbe.td eos.s are tdloc.-.tod to 
the lrnnsit modes based oo lbe aUoc.'iti.ona made-for ?t.<ffA's Ad<>1:,ted Budget. The model U$CS. opemt.ing 
c:h#llcteristics (e.g,,. ,)e..~ vehidts. nuU1ber of st:itions, p:asseugers} to <h!tennine future eost.s. As f\11,1.11-e 

opcmting plans change (e.g .. new mil lines are constructed). ooslS change-accordingly. 

The model mee&s f'<?de,al Transit Administration (FfA) guidelines for estimating (>perating (.os:t.,;;, These 
guldeljnes specjfy lbal: 

♦ Costs ai-e C(>1npl1ted by estimating lab0r and mfilerials needed to pr<U'ide a ~i,·eu lt·,•el of ser,·icc. ill•d 
theo uoit COSlS sre applied to tbe e&1in1t1ted furore I aOOr aod 01:1terial cost. ·items: 

NN 

00 
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C-ode CO$t c..itegorles 
10 Gu..:11:way fll"tl Tt9cklalemetll:s 
20 St.-,hc;n$, St<t1'41 Tcrmin,1$. lrct1lf'l)d:d 

SuWon F11ci1(~; Y.1ro:;.. si:o..~ 
30 Adiriri,lt&ti.-t- Bwtl~~ 
4) stc-.. TJll<~mcl Speei:11 C::odi!iom 
00$>,,$t"mo 

CO!l'9l1U-Cti0n Subtohtl 
Rigtt•OC•';~, L8l'IO, t:xN!itlg 

60 lrnrt~rrwrl:$. 
70 V~ld~ 
80 PrC:leHbMI Se<vb!~ 
00 Un.illr..:.:ilcd ~~r.y 

100 Fi!'l;:n~Ch.1191>$ 
To'81 

.... 
339.7 
1~,5 

,e 
00 
,, ss.ec 

13-9.3 
r.w:,, ,... " "' ., 

:~ 100,7 
fJT,7 

245.4 
U 31$ " ~· 0 

1,300,599 

Option 1: Century 
SflV,t(f(I SU.tlOll 

esum,ce 1ncre11$.t 
338,718 0 
1~.60:) 7,000 

56,625 0 
1al,014 700 

"'·"" 0 
7$1,561 7,700 

100,793 0 
87.780 0 

21.8,015 2,54? 
11~,71 5 

0 
1 ,():24 

1) 
1,316 663 11335 

Option 2: Menci1~te, Op(iOI\ ): Centinel21 OpUo,t 4: Hyde, Paci( 
Ehwated Undttrtronlng 11,nnM 

liSt1m11te 1ne:reese li$.~\e tl\Cr~e EsUm1ue lnereese 
349,&4t 10,123 346,iE:8 7060 357,715 17,997 
1'3.9,5()1) 0 139,600 0 13$,~,()0 0 

SS,625 0 55,625 0 55,625 0 
i«l,3"27 l,0 13 140,007 ... 14l,OO! i,594 
GV,'10.t 0 19,704 0 ~ .704 0 

754,$119$ 11,136 75U03 7,74'3 783,451 18,5111 

~00.71J3 0 11~.G-40 1, 74'1 100,793 0 
87,rao 0 a1.1so 0 &7,7&:)" 0 

Za9, i4!t 1,6i5 246,029 2,555 251.939 6,<.65 
i'2(1,172" 1,~M 11'~,P.~ '»< 14'1,29$ 1,805 

<) 0 0 • 0 0 
1 321 689' 16,291 1 3111.a-1s 13_200 1,334.259 "'°'' 
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Option 5: Le-i1nert Option 8: Eilpo Option 1-8: All 
P.olrl(Vlll;i!)e $~ UnOergrounci Option$ 
E&tlmriite IOCf@\11$8 ~ tl~e lnetNst fi$ tll'Mte l neffese 

539,718 0 4J0.031 60,313 <135.201 95,483 
ZlS,fi(ll) Mo:)(! 22!),875 9o,3?S 336,G<'5 1$$, 12'5 

55,625 0 55,625 0 55,625 0 
148,958 g ,6,14 15~ 129 U ,815 167,86'2 28,543 
'IQ,141 43'1 G9,to4 0 (18,,3(),,1 ·1.400 

M .842 106,081 909,38:$ 185..603 1,082,618 3 18,7~ 

t09,7\i3 0 104,034 ~.1lW 1(:0,(iiXJ ·~ 100 
87,7$0 0 81,7JJ0 0 "87,760 0 

:?&J,4!1i ss.cm 300.000 54616 350.(163 105,189 
t32,000 1",109 14(),127 2\4'.!6 1t,0G7-S .i1,9B4 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 400 795 1511.197 154139'1 2311. 796 17e7.424 ~1.82\S 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

t 2 

13 

14 

15 

EASTSIDE EXTENSION TUNNEL 

Tunneling Cost - 1.6 miles Cost 

1 .6 

Tunnel 67,207,770 

Tunnel bOrlng machine moblllzat!On 28.000.000 

Tunnel invert & wal1<V1ay 4,18 7,400 

Tunnel liner coat 0 

General requirements 39,960,000 

Site mobihzaoon 67,000,000 

Tunr.el boring machine remotilization 0 

Compact gro<lling 5,627,600 

Cli-and.cover West Portal 2,621,520 

Cti-.;'Jnd-cover East Portal 3,000,980 

Station Cost 

Soto s.tation excavation 4,078,060 

Mariachi Plaza station excavation 6,405,120 

Design ard cor"rSl fUCtion or lhe SOto Stalion 29,000,000 

01;$ig.n ard cons1ruclion or the Mariachi Plaza Station 34,500,000 

All otner t1.rme1 and station excavation construction costs 0 

TOTAL 291 ,588,450 

a · Inflation (2,5% annuolly From '05-'11) 

b· Fairview S>tat,on = open cut estimated at S25._1 instead of cut•ard-oover 

c: Gut-and-cover estimated at S100M per rrile goideway 

d: Could be less if rrx,bilizaf10n cost in:,ludes purchase or TBMs 

e, Fairfax statio11 paid for through Subway to the Sea 

Other o~n cut station possibit~ies: lPV, Slauson, Midtown Cress.Ing, King 

Cost Per Mile 

1 

42,004,856 

2,617,125 

0 

24,975.00) 

41,875,000 

0 

3,517.~0 

4,078,060 

6,405,120 

29,000,000 

34,500,000 

0 
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EXPO TO RIGHT-OF-WAY: EXPOSITION/CRENSHAW TO 87TH/CRENSHAW 

Tunneling Cost - 3.1 Miles 

Expo Line non-revenue connector 

Station Cost 

Slauson station excavation 

Design & oonstruotion ot Slauson station 

LPV station excavalion 

Design & constll.lction of LPV station 

King ~ation excavation 

Design & oonstruooon ot King station 

Expo station excavation 

Design & oonstruction of Expo $tation 

Cost Extrapolation 

3.1 

130,215,054 

2aooo,ooo 
8,113,088 

0 

77,422,500 

129,812,500 

0 

10,903,475 

0 

3,000,000 

6,500,000 

35,000,000 

6,500,000 

35,000,000 

6,500,000 

35,000,000 

6,500,000 

35,000,000 

Inflation - '05-'11 (a) 

1.15 

149,747,313 

32,200,000 

9,330,051 

0 

89,035,875 

149,284,3 75 

0 

12,538,996 

0 

3,450,000 

7,475,000 

40,250,000 

7,475,000 

40,250,000 

7,475,000 

40,250,000 

7,475,000 

40,250,000 

Fairview Heights Cost - 0.7 mile cut.sn~over (11th Ave - Redondo} 

Cot-and-Cover (o) 70 ,000,000 80,500,000 

west Portal (RedondO) J,000, 000 3,450,000 

Easl Portal ( 11lh Ave) 3,000,000 3,450,000 

Design & oonstruOOOn of Fairview $-lation {b) 25,000,000 28,750,000 

TOTAL 8641488,817 762,836,809 
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LAX TUNNE.L: 104TH to CENTURY 

Tunneling Cost - 0. 7 mile Cost Extrapolation Inflation - '05-'11 (a) 

0.7 1.15 

29,403,399 33,813,900 

(d) 28,000.000 32,200,000 

1,aJ1 ,ooa 2 ,106,786 

0 0 

17,482,500 20,104,875 

29,312,500 33,709,375 

0 0 

2,462,075 2,831,386 

3. 000. 00() 3 ,450,000 

3.000.000 3 ,450,000 

TOTAL 114,492,~2 131,888,331 
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WILSHIRE TO RIGHT OF WAY: FAIRFAX/WILSHIRE to 87THICRENSHAW 

Tunneling Cost - 6.85 miles Cost Extrapolation Inflation - ·os.·11 {a} 

6 .85 1.15 

287.733.265 330,893,255 

28.000,000 32,200,000 

17,927,306 20,616,402 

0 0 

171,078,750 196,740,563 

286,843,750 329.870,313· 

0 0 

24,093,163 27,707,137 

0 0 

Expo Line non-revenue connector 3,000,000 3,450,000 

Station Cost 

Slauson station excavation 6.500,000 7,475.000 

Design & oonstruotion ot Slauson station 35,000,000 40,250,000 

LPV station excavalion 6,500,000 7,475,000 

Design & constll.lction ~ LPV station 35,000,000 40,250,000 

King ~ation excavation 6,500,000 7,475,000 

Design & oonstruooon ot King station 35,000,000 40,250,000 

Expo station excavation 6,500,000 7,475~000 

Design & oonstruction of Expo $tation 35,000.000 40,250,000 

Aoams station excavatioo 6,500,000 7,475.000 

Design & oonstrt.1Cb0n of Adams station 35,000,000 40,250,000 

Midtown CfO$Sirg s.tation excavation 6,500,000 7,475.000 

Deaign & oonstruction of Midtovm cyossing station 35,000.000 40,250,000 
-

Fairfax station excavation (e) 0 0 

Design & oonstrt1ction ol Fairfax s!ation (e) 0 0 -
Fairview Village Cost ~ 0.1 mile cut.and-cover (11th Ave • Redondo} 

C<Jt-anct.<:OVer (o) 70,000,000 80,500,000 

Wt=!st Portal 3,000,000 3,4e<l,OOO 

Easl Portal 3,000,000 3,450,000 

Design & oonstruOOOn of Fairview $-lation {b) 25,000,000 28,750,000 

TOTAL (not Including F-alrfa.x station}: 1,188,878,234 1,343,977,889 
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Response to comment 20-11-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The DEIS/DEIR was prepared in compliance with all applicable laws, including CEQA, 
CEQA Guidelines, and NEPA.  For the comment regarding the inadequate study of project alternatives, 
refer to response to comments 20-11-C through 20--F.  For the comment regarding the inadequate 
description of the project and the project’s environmental setting, refer to response to comments 20-11-G 
through 20-11-H.  For the comment regarding the utilization of improper thresholds, refer to response to 
comment 20-11-I.  For the comment regarding the inadequacy of disclosing or analyzing project impacts, 
refer to response to comments 20-11-J through 20-OO.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro agrees with and abides by the procedural guidelines and case findings cited by the 
commenter in reference to an environmental document.  The DEIS/DEIR acts as a disclosure document 
to bring forth any potential environmental impacts that the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project may 
have on the surrounding environment.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-D. 
 
The CEQA Guidelines referred to by the commenter, require that an EIR’s discussion of alternatives focus 
on feasible alternatives that are capable of avoiding or reducing significant environmental impacts.   
 
A technology assessment was conducted to determine the type of transit service suitable for operation of 
transit services within the Crenshaw-Prairie Transit Corridor.  Based on review of a previous planning 
studies for the Corridor and the available range of technologies, it was determined that BRT and LRT are 
the most practical transit technologies that meet purpose and need and are cost-effective.  These 
technologies are also generally compatible with other modes in existence, under construction, or being 
considered by other corridor studies.  These two technologies were selected to carry forward into the 
AA/DEIS/DEIR for evaluation against rapid bus under the No-Build and TSM Alternatives.   
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The alternatives represent a range of capital investment 
choices for addressing the future travel needs of transit users in the study area.  The alternatives were 
developed based on a review of transit modes, technologies, and alignment locations that serve the 
identified transit markets and address purpose and need.  They are considered to represent the range of 
reasonable alternatives.  The alternatives reflect comments received during project scoping and a review of 
engineering, environmental, and right-of-way constraints. 
 
The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the 
DEIS/DEIR.  The Conceptual Alternatives for Screening report has been included in the Appendices of the 
FEIS/FEIR.  This report provides the details and justifications for the elimination of alternatives during the 
scoping process.  The alternatives eliminated from consideration during the scoping process due to non-

©Metrd 
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financial considerations, including, but not limited to traffic impacts, displacement, and engineering 
feasibility.  The analysis used criteria including but not limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-
effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit and alignment options and determine which 
alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis 
provided a discussion of alternatives that were eliminated from consideration as specified under CEQA 
Guidelines 15126.6.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives 
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a 
Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in 
the DEIS/DEIR.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.   
 
Section 4.0 of the DEIS/DEIR evaluated a No Build Alternative, a TSM Alternative, A BRT Alternative, and 
a LRT Alternative.  In order to reduce or avoid potential environmental impacts, six additional LRT design 
options were incorporated into the DEIS/DEIR for evaluation.  These design options included grade 
separations at Manchester Avenue, Centinela Avenue, between Victoria Avenue and 60th Street and 
between 39th Street and Exposition Boulevard.  Based on public input and direction from the Metro Board 
of Directors, two additional alternatives were evaluated as feasibility studies during the environmental 
process.  A below-grade segment from Wilshire Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard, and a below grade 
segment from 48th Street to 60th Street, that would link the below grade sections along Crenshaw Boulevard.  
All of these additional alternatives, except the below grade segment from Wilshire Boulevard to Exposition 
Boulevard where carried forward for inclusion into the locally preferred alternative or for further 
consideration during the final design process.  There were no feasible alternatives that avoided or reduced 
potential significant environmental impacts that were eliminated solely on cost factors.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-E. 
 
A below-grade alternative from 48th Street to 60th Street was studied during the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  The study documented the characteristics of such a below-grade alignment.  Under the 
Base LRT Alternative, where the alignment is at-grade between 48th Street to 60th Street, no adverse impacts 
to traffic, safety, noise and vibration, aesthetic resources, environmental justice, or communities and 
neighborhoods would occur with implementation of mitigation measures.  A below grade segment from 
48thStreet to 60th Street would not change the determination of impact for any of the significant and 
unavoidable adverse impacts that were identified in the DEIS/DEIR.  Therefore, the physical conditions 
and the lack of significant environmental impacts would not require the alignment to be placed 
underground between 48th Street and 60th Street.  In addition, the cost of constructing a fully grade-
separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro 
policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-F. 
 
The Alternatives Analysis contains a discussion of alternatives which satisfies the rule of reason as referred 
to by the commenter.  In analyzing a reasonable range of alternatives, six design options were incorporated 
into the DEIS/DEIR that offer substantial environmental advantages over the Base LRT Alternative and 
were determined to be feasible.  The DEIS/DEIR also determined that the BRT and LRT Alternatives 
would be generally consistent with the applicable jurisdiction’s plans and policies and would not preclude 

© Metrd 
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them from being adopted as stated by the commenter.  Therefore, the alternatives considered in the 
DEIS/DEIR were not flawed under CEQA and represent a reasonable range. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-G. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR is based upon several resources and technical reports, including preliminary engineering 
drawings.  The FEIS/FEIR incorporates the final design engineering drawings to adequately characterize 
the environmental effects of the project.  Similarly, the CPUC conducts its review and approval of the 
project during the design process, when the detail engineering drawings have been finalized.  The 
FEIS/FEIR contains the list of permits, approvals, and applicable review and consultation requirements 
necessary to implement the project.  Although CEQA does not require an EIR to state whether a project is 
feasible (including legal feasibility), the project description in the FEIS/FEIR discloses that the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project can be legally built in conformance with the applicable local, State, 
and federal requirements, which includes, but is not limited to CPUC approval.  
 
Response to comment 20-11-H. 
 
The commenter is accurate in asserting the scarcity of space on roadways within the Los Angeles area.  
This situation is exacerbated within along Crenshaw Boulevard because of the unique topography of the 
region, which limits the number of north-south arterials in the area.  As stated in the Chapter 1, Purpose 
and Need, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was initiated to alleviate peak period congestion, 
limited transportation accessibility, and poor connections with regional transportation.  The Metro Board 
of Directors selected the Light Rail Transit Alternative as the most viable and efficient means of addressing 
these growing concerns of traffic congestion.  The study area identified under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project (Crenshaw/LAX Corridor) has been identified and refined in previous planning studies 
for over 40 years as an area in most need of transit improvements to alleviate the congestion issues stated 
above.  The traffic analysis in the DEIS/DEIR took into account the project related traffic, as well as 
cumulative traffic in full compliance of CEQA/NEPA. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-I. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-J. 
 
The commenter incorrectly asserted that the DEIS/DEIR found that only construction air quality impacts 
would occur after mitigation for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Table ES-3 and ES-4 on of 
the Executive Summary, summarize the impacts that would occur for the various alternatives considered 
under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The DEIS/DEIR disclosed that, after implementation 
of mitigation measures, significant and unavoidable impacts would occur to traffic, visual resources, air 
quality (construction, operational, and cumulative), construction noise, historic, archaeological, and 
paleontological resources, and environmental justice for the BRT and Base LRT Alternatives.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-K. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis.  The project would not 
result in intersection impacts, which would cause traffic to back up on the freeway off-ramps. 

©Metrd 
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Response to comment 20-11-L. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 20-11-K.   The traffic model used for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project forecast the operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of approximately 
26,000 vehicle trips countywide.  The traffic model used in the traffic analysis takes into account the growth 
in traffic over the twenty-five year period that the commenter refers too.  This forecast of growth assumes 
that the demand for space on public streets will increase rather than decrease as suggested by the 
commenter.  A comparison of year 2005 and forecast 2030 traffic volumes from the Metro Travel Demand 
model indicates that the overall traffic growth in the vicinity of the project corridor by year 2030 is projected 
to be about 0.2 percent to 2 percent per year depending on the travel direction.  These growth factors were 
then applied to existing 2008 count data to yield future 2030 volumes for the study intersections for all 
future scenarios.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzes the potential traffic impacts that the proposed project would 
cause when added to the future traffic growth (2030).  Latent demand would only apply if the impacts of 
the project where considered alone and not combined with future traffic growth, creating a situation where 
road “vacancies” are created. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-M. 
 
The LRT alignment features crossings at a number of heavily trafficked roadways and highways, and is in 
proximity to the south runways of LAX.  To avoid traffic delays, grade separations are being considered at 
some roadway crossings and locations: across Century Boulevard adjacent to the LAX south runways, 
across Manchester Avenue, across La Cienega Boulevard/I-405, across La Brea Avenue, between Victoria 
Avenue and 60th Street and between 48th and 39th Streets.  The Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was selected at the meeting of the Metro Board of Directors on 
December 10, 2009.  At the same time, a number of design options were incorporated into the LPA.  These 
include the following:  
 
 An elevated station at the interface of Aviation Boulevard and Century Boulevard. 
 Grade separation of Manchester Avenue by means of an aerial LRT guideway. 
 Below-grade guideway between Victoria and 60th Street. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 – Traffic Methodology and Analysis.  Queue lengths were used in the 
analysis for calculating intersection level of service. 
 
The traffic analysis results did vary from the original DEIS/DEIR average delay estimates. Please Refer to 
Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-N. 
 
Using methodology prescribed by the LADOT and FHWA, the cumulative traffic analysis took into 
account all foreseeable, adopted and approved projects extending to the buildout year 2030.  There are no 
additional approved projects that would operate in the Harbor Subdivision or add trains to the railroad 
right-of-way which would add to increased congestion. 
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Response to comment 20-11-O. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR analyzed and disclosed all potential adverse impacts to public safety from the operation of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety 
treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-P. 
 
Metro acknowledges the existence of programs and policies that support the development of grade 
separations.  Disclosing the existence of these programs would not result in increased safety, nor is it 
required to comply with the environmental process.  The DEIS/DEIR disclosed that the operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not result in adverse safety impacts.  Metro adopted a 
Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the issue of grade-separating 
Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and engineering assistance tool and 
it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  
This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity 
of adjacent neighborhoods.  Achieving pedestrian safety near the operation of a light rail transit line is the 
result of several conditions, including safety oriented design, light rail operator training, and public 
education.  Appropriate pedestrian crossing control devices for at-grade crossings are critical for rail system 
safety.  In addition to standard cross-walk markings, control devices for pedestrian crossings include 
flashing light signals, signs, markings along the outside of the rail line, curbside pedestrian barriers, 
pedestrian automated gates, swing gates, bedstead barriers and crossing channelization.  When the light 
rail transit line is at-grade, it would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile 
traffic by a raised curb.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations 
during protected pedestrian signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety 
along the proposed LRT line will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro standards for 
crossings. Each crossing will be reviewed during design based on the California Public Utilities Report 
“Pedestrian – Rail Crossings in California”. Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the LRT 
tracks will be controlled using normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be 
provided at the traffic signals for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. A pedestrian 
refuge area will be provided in the median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for 
pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of 
Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  Each crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on 
site visits and engineering design.  The evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation 
measures identified in the Safety and Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of safety at 
crossings.  The final determination of safety measures to be implemented near school zones is determined 
through consultation and approval by the California Public Utilities Commission.  
 
Response to comment 20-11-Q. 
 
Additional pedestrian counts at major crossings near schools were conducted during the safety analysis of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  At Crenshaw Boulevard and 50th Street, approximately 75 
pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard (north leg) and approximately 10 to 15 pedestrians crossed 50th 
Street (east leg) in the morning peak hour (7:00 to 9:00 a.m.).  In the early afternoon, approximately 65 
pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard, and 25 students crossed 50th Street.  After 4:00 p.m., the 
pedestrian activity decreased to less than 40 persons crossing the streets.  At Crenshaw Boulevard and 
52nd Street, approximately 80 pedestrians used the crosswalks in the AM peak hour, and only one quarter 
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of them crossed Crenshaw Boulevard.  In the early afternoon peak hour, approximately 50 pedestrians 
crossed the intersection, and half of them crossed Crenshaw Boulevard. After 4:00 p.m., the pedestrian 
volumes decreased to less than 35 persons, and about one-third to half of them crossed Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   At Crenshaw Boulevard and 57th Street, approximately 20 to 25 pedestrians crossed Crenshaw 
Boulevard (north and south legs), while nearly 95 pedestrians crossed 57th Street (east and west legs) in the 
AM peak hour.  In the early afternoon, approximately 30 to 35 pedestrians crossed Crenshaw Boulevard, 
and almost 90 students crossed 57th Street.  After 4:00 p.m., the pedestrian flow crossing Crenshaw 
Boulevard was still about 30 to 35 per hour, while the pedestrian volumes crossing 57th Street were 
reduced by one-third (about 65 total).  Please refer to response to comment 20-11-O or 20-11-P regarding 
safety measures to be incorporated along the alignment.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-R. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR provides revised safety mitigation measure to provide specific safety design elements and 
treatments for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  These mitigation measures can be found on 
in the Safety and Security section of the FEIS/FEIR.  Implementation of these mitigation measures would 
result in no adverse safety impacts fir the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
 
Response to comment 20-11-S. 
 
The safety mitigation measures proposed ion in the Safety and Security section of the FEIS/FEIR were 
determined to result in no adverse impacts to pedestrian (student) safety.  No additional mitigation would 
be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-T. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would not adversely affect emergency response times.  Construction along the alignment would 
result in temporary lane closures and disruption in traffic.  However, emergency ingress and egress would 
be maintained at all times.  Operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would occur within 
the existing street system and along the existing Harbor Subdivision right-of-way, which would not affect 
vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities. As a result, no impact to emergency response times 
for police and fire stations or access to their stations, was anticipated.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-U. 
 
The likelihood of a light rail train derailment for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is rare along 
straight sections of the track. Only two major turns are included along the project alignment: the 
Crenshaw/Harbor Subdivision turn and the Aviation Manchester turn.  The Crenshaw Boulevard Harbor 
Subdivision right-of-way intersection would be below grade and any potential risk of derailment would not 
affect the surrounding environment since it would be contained within below grade tunnel. 
 
The crossing at Victoria is being closed and the crossings at Brynhurst, West, Redondo, Hindry and Oak 
have all been reviewed in consultation with the CPUC, LADOT and the City of Inglewood. Appropriate 
safety treatments have been incorporated into the designs.  
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Response to comment 20-11-V. 
 
A designated passenger loading area adjacent to View Park will be provided on Crenshaw Boulevard 
designated between the hours of 6:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m.  Parking restrictions on residential streets near 
station areas are implemented by the applicable city jurisdictions.  Metro will coordinate with cities to help 
identify areas where parking restrictions are needed to deter transit patrons from parking on residential 
streets.  The majority of on-street parking loss would occur on the inner portion of the frontage road 
bordering both sides of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 60th Street. There is a total loss of 308 on-
street parking spaces along Crenshaw Boulevard with a loss of 142 northbound and 166 southbound on-
street parking spaces.  A study of parking utilization determined that the loss of these spaces would not 
create an adverse impact as the parking is not fully utilized and many businesses and the City provide 
underutilized off-street parking.  Additional parking was created at the Florence/West, Florence/La Brea, 
and Crenshaw/Exposition Stations to provide additional parking in the corridor. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-W. 
 
Section 13 of the Crenshaw Specific Plan requires that to the extent physically feasible, all new utility lines 
that directly service a Project shall be installed underground.  In areas along Crenshaw Boulevard where 
the alignment is underground, the utility lines that provide electrical power would also be underground.  
Where the alignment is at grade along Crenshaw Boulevard (60th to 48th Streets), it would not be physically 
feasible to place utility wires underground because the entire Metro light rail system is run by overhead 
electrical wires which require the utility wires to be above the light rail vehicles.  Therefore the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would remain consistent with the Crenshaw Specific Plan, as 
stated in the Land Use Section of the FEIS/FEIR.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project 
along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard, including the area designated under the Crenshaw/LAX 
Corridor Specific Plan, is beyond Metro policies and the scope of the approved Metro budget for the project 
and financially infeasible. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-X. 
 
The light rail system would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found 
that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would be consistent in character 
with surrounding land uses.  No significant impacts to visual resources would occur from the operation of 
the light rail alignment in an at-grade configuration along Crenshaw Boulevard.    
 
Response to comment 20-11-Y. 
 
The potential operational impacts to air quality and traffic congestion were evaluated in the 
environmental document.  The air quality analysis uses the sensitive receptors that the commenter 
refers to in order to measure impacts.  The FEIS/FEIR found that there would be significant and 
unavoidable air quality impacts during construction.  A localized air quality analysis, which includes 
the emissions from automobiles, including CO emissions, queuing at intersections, determined that 
no applicable localized air quality thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Localized CO concentrations associated with the LRT 
Alternative would not exceed the federal standards. 
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Table 4-26.  2030 Carbon Monoxide Concentrations/a/ 

Alternative and Intersection 

1-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

8-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project 
Year (2030) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project Year 
(2030) 

No Build Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Rd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

TSM Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Avenue - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker Street - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Rd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

BRT Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Road - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

LRT Alternative 

Aviation Blvd/Century Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Adams Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Slauson Ave - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.3 

Crenshaw Blvd/Stocker St - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Crenshaw Blvd/Washington Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.8 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Jefferson Blvd - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.6 1.2 
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Alternative and Intersection 

1-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

8-Hour 
(Parts per Million) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project 
Year (2030) 

Existing 
(2008) 

Project Year 
(2030) 

La Brea Ave/Rodeo Road - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

La Brea Ave/Slauson Ave - PM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

Wilton Pl/Wilshire Blvd - AM Peak Hour 5 2 3.9 1.4 

/a/ Existing concentrations include year 2008 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 4 and 3.1 ppm, respectively.  
Future concentrations include year 2030 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 1and 1.1 ppm, respectively. 

Source:  TAHA, 2008. 

The federal air quality regional threshold would  not be exceeded during the operation the light rail system.  
Because operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of automobile trips, no adverse 
greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
 
The traffic model used for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project forecast the operation of the light 
rail system would result in a reduction of approximately 26,000 vehicle trips countywide.  According to the 
traffic analysis contained in Appendix F of the DEIS/DEIR, 15 of the 46 intersections are currently 
operating beyond their capacities in the AM or PM peak periods.  The Crenshaw Light Rail Project would 
result in a decrease in overall delay or no change at 29 of the 46 study intersections when compared to the 
No Build Alternative.  The Crenshaw Light Rail Project would result in a small increase in delay (less than 
five seconds) at 13 of the 46 intersections compared to No Build Alternative.  The remaining four 
intersections would result in a delay of greater than five seconds.  An increase in delay of greater than five 
seconds would result in an adverse traffic impact.  The four impacted intersections were determined to be: 
 
Crenshaw Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard 
Crenshaw Boulevard and Rodeo Road 
Crenshaw Boulevard and 54th Street 
Centinela Avenue and Florence Avenue 
 
Traffic mitigation measures were identified on pages 3-53 and 3-54 of the DEIS/DEIR which would 
eliminate the impacts along Crenshaw Boulevard at Florence Avenue and 54th Street identified above. The 
incorporation of Design Option 6 into the project eliminates the remaining two impacts at Exposition 
Boulevard and Rodeo Road. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-Z. 
 
The elevated alignment that the commenter refers to along Crenshaw Boulevard and the Harbor 
Subdivision was removed from consideration and not incorporated into the locally preferred alternative.  
Therefore, no mitigation for the potential loss of privacy to adjacent residences would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-AA. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The narrow width of the Harbor Subdivision Railroad right-of-way, as well as 
potential access, limits the ability of Metro to lease, sell, or develop land along the right-of-way.  The Harbor 
Subdivision was purchased with the intent of supporting an at-grade transit system.  During the design 
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process, Metro evaluated the incorporation of pedestrian friendly design elements, such as open space and 
landscaping. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-BB. 
 
Comment noted.  The DEIS/DEIR has been revised to reflect the correct naming and size of the 
approximately 300,000 square foot District Square redevelopment project.  Consistency with land use 
policies are based only on adopted plans and policies.  Metro acknowledges that the West Adams Baldwin 
Hills Community Plan is undergoing a revision, however project consistency must be measure against the 
existing adopted policy. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-CC. 
 
The type of construction, schedule, equipment to be used and location of haul routes and staging areas are 
typically determined during the final design of the project.  The FEIS/FEIR has incorporated this updated 
construction information into the environmental analysis of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
The FEIS/FEIR determined that no additional impacts would occur during the construction of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Project than were previously disclosed in the DEIS/DEIR.   The DEIS/DEIR 
assumed a worst case cut and cover construction method.  Mitigation measures are identified that reduce 
the impacts associated with this construction method.  The actual methods of construction will be finalized 
once the design build contracts for the Project are awarded, which would occur after the completion of the 
FEIS/FEIR.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light 
Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the 
surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-DD. 
 
The section of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th Street and 39th Street would be below grade.  In 
order to evaluate the worst-case scenario, cut-and-cover construction methods are assumed for all 
below grade segments of the proposed project.  The cut and cover construction would reduce the 
vehicular movements along Crenshaw Boulevard over the open cut sections.   A temporary bridge, 
which would take approximately four months to complete, would be used to minimize the impacts of 
this construction method.  Off-peak and night closures would be required during the four month 
construction period of the temporary bridge.  The construction of the cut and cover box below the 
temporary bridge would take 12 months.  Full off-peak or weekend closures of Crenshaw Boulevard 
northbound may be necessary on a short term basis.  The number of traffic lanes on Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be reduced as a result, and local circulation would be impacted.  Traffic may divert 
to Victoria Avenue to the west or 11th Avenue to the east, causing impacts to the residential street 
system.  On-street parking would be lost for up to 36 months during the construction phase to make 
way for displaced travel lanes.  The 39th Street portal is also planned as a cut and cover section.  The 
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alignment returns to grade in the commercial corridor, just north of the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw 
Plaza; the neighborhoods immediately to the east and west are residential.  Temporary lane closures 
are anticipated during off-peak and nighttime periods, this may require temporary street closures 
during the off-peak periods for up to six months.  The median left-turn lanes would likely be closed 
during the construction period, prohibiting left turns onto 39th Street; additionally, all east-west 
traffic on 39th Street would be unable to cross Crenshaw Boulevard for up to six months.  Traffic is 
expected to divert to alternate routes including Victoria Avenue and Bronson Avenue; these routes 
travel through residential neighborhoods and residents may experience an increase of pass-through 
traffic during the construction phase for up to six months.  While on-street parking is not available 
on Crenshaw Boulevard, on-street parking is available on the frontage roads immediately to the east 
and west.  This parking may be temporarily lost because of staging of construction equipment. 

With the implementation of Mitigation Measures T1 through T6 in Chapter 3.0 of the FEIS/FEIR, 
the adverse effects of construction activity would be reduced for adjacent commercial districts and 
residential neighborhoods.  Because these effects are associated with the construction phases and are 
short-term in nature, no adverse effects are anticipated. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-EE. 
 
The type of safety and security to be used during the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Raul Transit 
Project were determined during the advanced conceptual engineering of the project.  These construction 
safety and security measures can be found in the Construction section of the FEIS/FEIR.    

 
Response to comment 20-11-FF. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR has been updated to reflect the most recent greenhouse gas (GHG) and climate 
change actions taken by the USEPA.  Updated regulatory information includes discussion of: 

 The USEPA Clean Air Act waiver that allows California to apply GHG standards to vehicles 
beginning with the 2009 model year; 

 The USEPA Final Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gases Rule; 
 The Department of Transportation’s National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s program 

to reduce GHG emissions and improve fuel economy for new cars and trucks sold in the United 
States; and 

 The USEPA finding that the current and projected concentrations of the six key well-mixed 
GHGs--carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), 
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)--in the atmosphere threaten the public 
health and welfare of current and future generations. 

 
According to the air quality analysis in the FEIS/FEIR, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would 
result in a decrease of 19,741 metric tons per year of GHGs.  The GHGs were calculated using the Metro 
Travel demand model which forecasts the regional automobile, bus, and rail VMT, a method which has 
been approved by the SCAQMD.     
 
Response to comment 20-11-GG. 
 
Comment noted.  The ecosystems/biological resources section of the DEIS/DEIR determined that are 
currently no sensitive species or habitat located directly within the LRT Alternative project area.  As 
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identified in Section 4.7 Ecosystems/Biological Resources, the LRT Alternative and design options may 
require the removal and/or disturbance (including trimming) of mature trees along the proposed 
alignment.  Through compliance with the City of Los Angeles Native Tree Ordinance and implementation 
of mitigation measures identified in Section 4.7 Ecosystems/Biological Resources, construction of the BRT 
Alternative or the Base LRT Alternative and design options would reduce potential impacts to biological 
resources to less than significant levels.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-HH. 
 
As documented in the Chapter 7.0, Public Participation, Spanish translation services were available at all of 
the public meetings.  There were no requests received for a Spanish translation of the DEIS/DEIR.  Had 
Metro received such a request, which could have been received any of the public meetings, Metro would 
have been more than willing to provide at the very least, a translation of relevant information and 
summaries.   
The comment form the commenter refers to provided a check box of topics for reference and as 
informational purpose only.  No data on these boxes was collected or analyzed.  Because the environmental 
justice topic received the second most number of comments, the lack of an environmental justice box did 
not likely affect the potential to receive environmental justice comments. 
 
The Grade separation for light rail transit is typically driven by factors related to design, operational 
characteristics and physical constraints, and is not dependent on the type of community where it is to be 
located.  As shown in Table 4-95 on page 4-514 of the DEIS/DEIR, most of the grade separations that occur 
in the existing Metro Rail system are grade-separated at predominantly minority and low-income 
communities.  The Metro Red and Purple Lines have fifty-five percent of the alignment traveling through 
minority areas and 74 percent of the lines travel through low-income areas.   
The intent of Executive Order 12898 pertaining to Environmental Justice is to disclose any element of the 
planning, design, and alternative selection process and overall decision-making process, which indicates 
there has been a systematic bias toward disproportionate focusing adverse environmental impacts, on low-
income, minority, or other communities and neighborhoods of concern.  The transparency in the decision-
making process lies at the heart of this consideration.  Transit planning involves both policy choices as well 
as engineering and environmental impact decisions regarding the modes considered, the level of transit 
service, frequency of service, route alignments, and station locations.  In many instances, minority and 
low-income communities are highly transit dependent.  The planning process is designed in large part to 
serve the mobility and access of these communities.  Serving transit-dependent communities 
disproportionately less than less transit-dependent communities would be a severe environmental 
injustice.  Nonetheless, the placement of transit infrastructure – while the intent is to provide a beneficial 
impact to communities, may have unintended adverse effects.  The alternatives evaluation and the 
environmental review process is designed to disclose and resolve any potential unanticipated problems 
that may affect adjacent communities. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to determine if the project would 
cause disproportionate adverse impacts related to transit service equity, traffic congestion, parking, 
displacement, community cohesion, health issues, historical, archaeological, paleontological, community 
facilities, economic vitality and employment opportunities, safety and security, and construction.  The 
following considerations were utilized in the environmental justice evaluation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light 
Rail Transit Alternative: 
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 Whether the proposed project would provide transit equity; 
 Whether the proposed project would have any potential adverse effects that would be 

disproportionally borne by minority and low-income communities; and/or 
 Whether low-income communities have had opportunities to actively participate in the planning 

of the project. 

When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were considered 
including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned development along the 
corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, heavy rail (a mode that is 
typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and inappropriate for application to the 
Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to 
other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can 
operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for 
Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit 
Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail 
and highway crossings be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is 
applied to all Metro project corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent 
neighborhoods.  Grade separation for light rail transit is primarily engineering-driven, and is not 
dependent on the type of community where it is to be located.  As shown in Table 4-95 on page 4-514 of 
the DEIS/DEIR, most of the grade separations that occur in the existing Metro Rail system are grade-
separated at predominantly minority and low-income communities.  The Metro Red and Purple Lines 
have fifty-five percent of the alignment traveling through minority areas and 74 percent of the lines travel 
through low-income areas.  This table illustrates that more grade separation occurs within minority and 
low income communities and that these targeted communities are not disproportionately impacted.   
 
Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that 
LRT is primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade 
separations.  This transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed 
traffic, to an exclusive right-or-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade separations associated with 
LRT projects on a case-by-case basis primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and 
not on the socio-economic profile of an area.  Traffic operations at intersections must be maintained 
at an acceptable level of service (LOS) in conjunction with adequate LRT train frequencies and overall 
travel times.  As described in the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project would 
operate at-grade between 48th Street and 60th Street, where it was determined that light rail could 
operate safely without the need of a grade separation.  This determination was based on the width of 
Crenshaw Boulevard at this point, proposed operation modifications to traffic signals, and proposed 
street geometry changes.  No adverse effects related to environmental justice were identified along 
this segment. 

 
There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated 
and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among 
options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of 
Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as 
public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions 
have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation 
measures have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on 
adjacent minority or low-income communities. 
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Metro, during the public participation process, responded to community concerns regarding the safety of 
at-grade sections by including grade-separated design options in key sections of the corridor with the 
exception of the segment on Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 60th Street, where it was determined 
that light rail could operate safely without the need of a grade separation.  This determination was based on 
the availability of right-of-way within Crenshaw Boulevard along this section, traffic signal proposed 
operation modifications, and proposed street geometry changes.  No adverse effects related to 
environmental justice were identified along this segment. 
 
CEQA/NEPA requires the analysis of the physical impacts of the environment.  Under Section 106, the 
Environmental Justice analysis found that no disproportionate environmental impacts would occur to any 
of the groups referred to by the commenter.   
 
Under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, the northern terminus of the line is at the Exposition 
Station.  The Wilshire/La Brea station area and associated affluent, non-minority Park Mile community to 
the north that the commenter refers to would not receive transit service under the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  A future northern extension of the line to Wilshire is not part of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that 
indicated that a future northern extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a 
connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in 
October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future 
update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  However, no 
disproportionate impacts could occur since this prospective extension is not a funded transit project   
 
Response to comment 20-11-II. 
 
Each potential grade crossing has its own unique situation depending on site distance, signal timing, 
pedestrian circulation, as well as many other additional factors.  It is for this reason that grade crossing 
decisions are made on a case by case basis by Metro and the CPUC.  An accident prediction report would 
be extremely speculative and could not be based on any substantive data that could be considered 
applicable at all grade crossings.  Determining the costs from future accidents also could not be reasonably 
predicted for the same reason.  The operating and maintenance costs of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project were refined during the final design phase.  The updated costs can be found in the 
Financial Analysis and Comparison of Alternatives Chapter of the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 20-11-JJ. 
 
The aerial station at Century is designed such that passengers do not cross the tracks in order to get to the 
platform.  Passengers are required to exit the platform and go underneath the rail to exit.  This 
configuration would increase the level of pedestrian safety at the aerial Century Station.  Nonetheless, both 
configurations are determined to be safe.   
 
Response to comment 20-11-KK. 

 
Please refer to response to comment 20-11-P. 
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Response to comment 20-11-LL. 
 

Under the locally preferred alternative, the Light Rail Line would operate in a below grade configuration 
from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue where the Light Rail Line would come to grade after it crossed Victoria 
Avenue.  The Victoria Avenue crossing is, therefore, closed due to the below grade alignment. In addition, 
there is a station located at West Boulevard at which the train must slow to a stop.  Given these conditions, 
the difference in speeds of a light rail vehicle and freight train would not be significantly different at the 
three crossings the commenter refers to.  Therefore, an unmitigable pedestrian safety impact would not 
result, as suggested by the commenter. 

 
Response to comment 20-11-MM. 
 
HMM/Bechtel conducted a comparative evaluation of binocular bored tunnel versus a conventional 
circular bored tunnel for the Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Project in 2007.  The study examined the 
feasibility of using binocular TBMs to construct the tunnels, an examination of cycle time and schedule, 
design implications, and a cost comparison.  The binocular bored tunnels were found to have lower 
footprints and right-of-way acquisition costs; however, they required deeper portal structures, and 
significantly higher costs from the TBMs, the additional design requirements, lower rate of progress and 
increased risk.  Binocular TBMs have a limited history of use, since being developed in 1988 and are 
primarily manufactured in Japan.  Contractors within the United States have little experience in using this 
method of construction which would contribute to an increased risk cost.  Case studies have also found 
that the tunneling cycles for binocular TBMs are less than half the progress for a conventional circular 
TBM.   

 
Response to comment 20-11-NN. 

 
Comment noted.  During the advanced conceptual engineering phase of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project, the costs of construction were able to be more accurately determined with the completion 
of detailed engineering plans and geotechnical investigations.  The revised construction costs for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project are presented in Chapter 8.0, Financial Analysis and Comparison 
of Alternatives of the FEIS/FEIR. 

 
Response to comment 20-11-OO. 

 
Comment noted.  During the advanced conceptual engineering phase of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project, the costs of operations and maintenance were able to be more accurately determined with 
the completion of detailed engineering plans.  The revised operation and maintenance costs for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project are presented in Chapter 8.0, Financial Analysis and Comparison 
of Alternatives of the FEIS/FEIR. 
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COMMENT: 20-12. United Homeowners Association, Inc. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: tisc001@aol.-com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 5'.02 PM 

To: Diaz. Roderick 
Subject: United Homeowners Association Letter 

Attachments: MT A-LRT Support Letter doc 

Please find a!tached the UHA leU;:u The hard ocpy will be forth comming . 

Theo 

J J/ 1012009 
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--------------~ Metro 

20-12 

United Homeowners Association, Inc. 
P.O. Box 43338 

Los Angeles, California 90043 
www.UHA1979.org 

Ociober 26, 2009 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager, 
Metropolitan Transit Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-3, 
Los Angeles CA 90012 

On behalf of the United Homeow,,ers Association representing over 5,700 households in the I 
communtties of V,ew Park, Windsor Hills and View Heights, t respectfully request that the Board A 
of Directors of the Metropofitan Transit Authority vote to~ our oommunity's desire to have 
a Light Rail Transrt {LRD system. 

The Light Rail Transit system is desired for many reasons the least of all is the benefit that such 
a transtt will have on the future development of South Los Angeles. Toe LRT will bring to our 
community a new infrastructure that will be transformative. From the beginning, the LRT will 
mean many business oppott\lf\itie& and bring many jobs to the community. The construdion 
phase alone will be a catalyst for employment lor many residents within South Los Angeles. 

The completion or the LRT system will mean that South Los Angeles, and partirularly the 
neighborhoods adjacent to the LRT, will have greater opportunities to participate in the broader 
Los Angeles County community, in terms of jobs, education, health services, recreational and 
business opportunities. The completion of the LRT would also mean that our community has 
conYenience access to a broader global community that be accessed via the Los Angeles 
International Airport. The proposed LRT terminates at LAX which means that our neighborhoods 
will have greater opportunities to participate in the recently approved LAX expansion plans. 

Also, the LRT syslem will preserve and protect the charactl!r of (he neighborhoods in South Los 
Angeles. The underground transit system wm preserve the existing character of the area as 
there Ynll be ver, limited demolition or removaJ of significant bu-jldings and institutions that 
contribute to the unique identtty of South Los Angeles. The LRT system will also protect the 
potential for future development that oould result in a tremendous and viable economic base for 
the South Los Angeles area. 

Again, the Untted Homeowners Association supports the Light Rail Transit system and 
respectfully request that the MTA board votes to support the Light Rail Transit as well, If you 
have any questions, please feel free to call me at (323) 291-0984 or (323) 691-6839, 

tf,reg~rd~,, 

Y h~ig 
President. ited Hom rs Association 

CG: Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas 
David Reed, Vice President 
UHA Board of Directors 

B 

C 

D 
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© Metro!,__ _____________ _ 

Thi»:1ay l . l(vifl,) 
u ~ I lornt.:,w,·oc, .. ~~tllOY! 
P,O. 8ox 43338 
l.o=; ArlQ(flM, CA 90043 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager, 

Metropolitan Transit Authotity 

One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-3, 

Los Angeles CA 90012: 

R,/.,/l,1,ll,,.,,.1/,,l,l,:l,IU,,,l,l.,,J.1/i,11111lllili,I 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-322 August 2011 

Response to comment 20-12-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.  
 
Response to comment 20-12-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 20-12-A.   
 
Response to comment 20-12-C. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would provide connectivity to the Los 
Angeles Airport.  The Light Rail System would increase accessibility for residents and businesses and 
provide the opportunity for future development. 
 
Response to comment 20-12-D. 
 
The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 
39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion of these two 
underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for considering grade separations for 
LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such as traffic impacts, 
visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and Metro’s established 
Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where there is a lack of 
significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s Grade 
Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The Metro Board also 
authorized continued environmental review of three design options including an extended below grade 
section between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade Separation) originally 
Design Option 6.  During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to 
be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to 
connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.  In sections of the alignment where the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit System is at grade, the character of the community would be preserved 
and no significant buildings or institutions that contribute to the unique identity of South Los Angeles 
would be removed. 
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COMMENT: 20-13. Vistamar School. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

October 22, 2009 

Roderick S. Diaz 

VISTAMAR. 
SC H OO L 

Transportation Planning Manager V South Bay /Vea Team 
Los Angeles COunty Metropolitan Transportation Authortty 
One Gatewa1 Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99•22·3 
Los Angeles. CA 90017. 

Z0-13 

0€tar Mr. Diaz: 

1 am writing to oxpress Vistamar School 's c~ems ,egiwd1n9 lhe effect on Vistamar and i~s studef'ltS of I A 
the Site "O" maintenance and operations tac!lity 3:ssociated with the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project. 

Staff from Vista.m~r attended the 10/20/09 El Segundo City Council meeting, and we concur with the 
OOllCems raised by the Plannlng Staff regarding the EIR. Vistamar Schoo1, klcatecS a1 737 Hawaii Stree! 
in El S&gundo, is less than hatt a mile from the proposed facility, and we are ooncemed abQut the effect 
of the fa.c!!ity on our staff and stucients. 

1} O•.tr &tvdents use the outdoor spaces sunoun~ing our school bolh for lunch space and play space. 
Our ullderstaflding Is that the project would produce unmffigab!e air poltution impacts relating to the 
n'l1.d,; t&oan~.i=!(IQR1,p~i:l~ 3f!~ ~X· ~r1(. ~work.on th,e IIQtl~ r;Jil,~~?, and the additional traffic kom 
boses and'cars. 'A sigmficant cnange in air qua6ty coufd SffeCt V'istamar"s ability to attract anct retain 
stvdenfr..to 9ur schOOL 

B 

true intended size of the two potential facilities. HQwever, we ar-e clear that adding seve~1 hundred C 
2) The EIR descriptions and engine&rlng drawings did not seem consistent, and we are unclear about the I 
employees to Douglas Street is Jikely to sev&t&fy affect Vistarnar's traffic flow and possibly the security of 
our ~tude.nts. We atso chose this facility in part because it was industrial and yet quite secure. Most of 
the bo~nesses in this area employ pcofessiona!s subject to security Checks. and there is very limited 
activity from our neighbors in ttie eveningS) when we frequenuy have student events, We afe concerned 
abOut th& ttaff,c aod security impact of adding a targe number of non-resident work.ers so close to a 
school 

V!stamar is not the only school 0t non-profit institutiOn in the area which wUI be affected by this 
construction. (Oceanside Christian Church is Immediately adjacent. and OaVinci Chart.er Scnools and 
Wiseburn public schools are immediately across Aviation Slvd at Alaska.} W& urge the MTA to keep the 
needs of th8$e lnstltutiOns in mind for a safe. healthful, aoo s&eure neighborhood foe our students. 

Y I s:u.ly, -
8 ~ 

.: -~~qf ~~-~·::i,- ,•)! 

<:cC{,~iii:t;_i~~~~~~oi C~riste~~., Gregg Klrk~ tii~. Cjn1d~ ~~t 
' ~•;,.•~;:.'l:.!.>Ci; J~ I_.. = • 1'\, •••'.). ,S)' :'s• . • • 

. ... ·~ ;-., ,: 

1P H11N.tt.5ue-et, El S,911ndo,CAW1°'.; 
t ll0.6"3.7377 f J I06-07371 

WHN.WS1¥1\irs,chooit0!9 

.. ' 

0 
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Response to comment 20-13-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
Response to comment 20-13-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D.   
 
The commenter refers to the air quality impacts from increased congestion resulting from operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology 
and analysis.  
 
A localized air quality and traffic analysis was conducted for the maintenance facility for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. No traffic impacts were determined to occur from the operation 
of the maintenance facility. Localized air quality impacts would occur at sensitive receptors near the 
maintenance facility, however, no air quality and traffic impacts would occur at Vistamar School because 
the school is located more than 1.5 miles from the proposed maintenance facility.  
 
Response to comment 20-13-C. 
 
Comment noted. Please refer to response to comment 20-13-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-13-D. 

 
Comment noted. Please refer to response to comment 20-13-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-13-E. 
 
Comment noted. Please refer to response to comment 20-13-A. 
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COMMENT: 20-14. Westchester Neighbors Association, Westchester Democratic Club, LAX Area Advisory 
Committee. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

20-14 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: WIiliam Roberts (broberts-51@hotma1l.oom) 

Sent: Monday, Oo!ober 26, 2009 5 ·00 PM 

To: Diaz, Rooeook 

Subject: Metro Crt>nshaw Ttansit Cottldor DEIS/DEIR 

Name: Wflllam R. Roberts, Presldent, Westchester Oemocratlc Club 

Organizations: Westchester Neighbors Association, Westchester Democratic Club,. LAX Area 
Adv isof'y Committe~ 

Address: 8219 Rending Ave, Westchester, CA 90045 

eMmall: brobeasSl@hotmaU com please add me to project mailing list 

The westc-OOstet Democratic- Club .supports the LRT Alternative, 0V<!I' the BRT Altef'rlative, 
even though it Is more costly and w ill take lon9C:r to bulld. 

Comments: 

• An LAX connection to/with the l RT or SRT project. is mandatory, Info1111ation from los 
Angcles World Airports (LAWA} as to what and where their port1011 o f the con11ectlon will be 
for the tK<HY1lfl~nded station k>cti t ion(s) is ne-tessary prior· to creating the Final EIS/EIR for 
the Crenshaw Corridor project. 

• Green line access/internct ioo that is safe and tonvenient is a lso nece~ry . C 

The El Segundo location for the nmair/ maintenance facility is strongly preferred. It would I 
not Impact residential areas and wouJd require less 9rad ing and preparation, thus savino 
funds and time. 

• Hindry Avenue In the Osage Park area of Westchester must not be restricted or closed (it is I 
ooe of the. few lngres.s/egn~ss points into/out of this reskfenUal area), Nor should Hlndry or 
Osag e Avenues be de:sign.ated as traffic ac«ss roads for the LRT stat ion. 

• Not only m ust there be no \\1estchester repair/ maintenance focility, there must be careful I 
J)faJlning so that auto traffic on Hi11dry and Osage Avenues are not hampered by any station 
at the Hindry/Florence or Manchester/Aorence intersection, 

• Full access to 83rd Street, Osage Avenue, and Hlndry Avenue In Westchester are also I 
11ec<?.ssa1y1 both during construction and aft<-r the project Is fin ished. Upgfades to t rafOc flow 
(such as a t raffic fight at Osage/Manchester) may be necessary. 

• Tllo LRT proJoct must include gates and lights to rnin imlze the interaction of the tl'ains w ith 
autos and pedestrians, and lessen the necessity foc t rain ho rns or whistles. 

• Grade separotion, especially at heavily-traveled intersections is preferabl-e. ( I 
• To enab le usage by people In West chester and Playa del Rey, there must be a convenient, 

safe, well-li t connection area to link up with bus systems a long Manc·hester Ave. 
Sound walls wlll be necessary wherever the train comes close to ,esidentlal areas, espec:lally 
where the tf'airl vtiU be: apprnachin9 int(?rs~ct ioos and/or turves and might u~ an aud ible 
warning system .. 

• Landscapir19 will be necessary to b lock-visual (and noise) impacts on residential areas. I L 
• A comprehensive study of tox.ic contamination at and around Hindry/Florence/ Manchester I 

intersections m ust be made and any contamination thorou,ohly and completely removed. 
The Impact to businesses on Manchester at Flore1,ce shou ld be kept to a minimum. They I 
p<OVidC! m uch -0:eoo-ed COinmu n ity SO:l'\IICl:?S. 
Parking for a station 1lear the Manche-ster/Fk>rence Intersection should not be near 
r esid ertC(!S. Parkii)g should be south of Mancheste< a long Aviation. Another statior) location I 

IJ/J0/2009 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

cbukJ be at I sis/Floren ce with par'king south ot that intersection, provid ing there can be 0 
connections with the Manchester b1.1ses at that location. 

Home Zip Code: 90045 

we five In the project area (Westdlester) 

We travel by car, walk, or use the bus. 

Affi llattoas: Rcsldeot, Communlty/Neig.hbo.-hood Organizations, Environmental Organizatfons, Ovlc 
Organiiations 

My a po log ies for not using your form, although I tried to follow your ronnat. I could not get my 
oomputer and your form to Interact, 

WIiiiam R. Roberts, Presldet1t 
Westchester Democratic Club 

I J/1012009 
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Response to comment 20-14-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-B. 
 
Los Angeles World Airport (LAWA) is a separate agency that has their own planning process, which 
includes designing a future system to connect the airport terminals with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  Metro has made an airport connection a priority and has been coordinating with LAWA 
throughout the planning process to facilitate this connection both in the long and short term.  Design 
Option 6, an aerial station at Century Boulevard, was incorporated into the locally preferred alternative to 
facilitate this connection.  Metro is advancing the analysis of the connection to airport terminals as part of 
the Metro Green Line to LAX Project, which was initiated in the Spring of 2011.  
  
Response to comment 20-14-C. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would connect with the existing Metro Green Line and travel 
will to the Mariposa Green Line Station, where an additional transfer could provide access south to 
Redondo Beach or east along the Metro Green Line.  Furthermore, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project enables new Metro Green Line service to a connection to LAX at Aviation/Century.  
 
Response to comment 20-14-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-E. 
 
Hindry Avenue would remain open during operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The 
optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because of 
low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-F. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 20-14-E. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-G. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 20-14-E.  Signal warrants were prepared during the preliminary 
engineering of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Project to determine whether additional signals would be 
necessary for the operation of the light rail line.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail 
system would affect surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the 
surrounding residents and local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the 
extent feasible during construction.   
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Response to comment 20-14-H. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-I. 
 
Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the issue of 
grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and engineering 
assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in a sequence of steps at 
increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors regardless of the 
socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.  The grade crossing analysis for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project found that grade separations were required at Century and La 
Cienega Boulevards and Manchester and La Brea Avenues.  No additional grade crossings were required. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-J. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-K. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no pass by noise impacts from the operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line that would require mitigation, such as sound walls. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-L. 
 
Although landscaping is not effective mitigation for noise, landscaping improvements were incorporated 
into the design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide a visual continuity between the 
transit system and the surrounding environment. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-M. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would not require the acquisition of any contaminated sites near Hindry Florence and Manchester 
Avenues.  Therefore no remediation for ground contamination would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-N. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities, including Manchester and Florence Avenues, to minimize adverse effects to the 
extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, 
operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
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Response to comment 20-14-O. 
 
The park and ride facility at the Manchester Station was removed from the project definition when the 
Board selected the LPA .  
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COMMENT: 20-15. Westchester Neighbors Association. 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

20 · 15 

7929 8'een Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 

October 25, 2009 

Via ,Mnail todla2:,odeiick@metro .net 

Comments about tho Cronshaw Transit Coirldor Project OEISIOEtR dated September 2009 

We thank you for supporting our Westchester Neighbors Association gene rat maetlng on 
October 5, 2009 at which MTA presented project plans to about 200+- pooplc. Dozens of copies 
of tho EIR were d isttibuted a long \vith comment forms and Qllfl8ral project summaries. Many 
specific comments were noted at tho meeting and a oopy of the rooording will bo provided if 
desired. 

We regret the late awareness of this community to this project, but thank you for your 
consideration and openness to work vnth us a,fter the defects in n<ltificattOn were di$Covered. 
We are pleased tov.Qrit in support of MTAto result in a m:;,st positive project serving our 
oomnm ity. 

We Westchester Rosidonts: 

• FAVOR light rail over 8RT, 
• FAVOR a systomihat has a good fec>doreonnoctions to make travel as simpla as 

possible with the fewest nunDer of conveyance changes. 
• FAVOR a system that faciita:tes travel from the south (long Beach and South Bay) all 

tho \vay to the Westside and to downtown. The Crenshaw line and Groen Line should 
mrk as seamJess4y as possible, LAX aocess is necessary. The routing must V/Orf< 
closely with LAX to ensure convenienoo and coordination whh the> muttimoda,l 
transportation center. It is anticipated that this project v,;11 provide a good mass transit 
alternative to the few available grid5ocked north~south t'outes that Includes the 405, 
LaCicnega, Aviation, Sepulveda, Linooln, and Pershing. 
FAVOR the El Segundo repair facility site as it keeps this vvo,k in an 
indust,ia ltcorrmercial aree away from residential areas and could be more centn1I to the 
ultimate lino Jocation as it extends south. 
FAVOR a system that creates as 1itlle noise, lighting and air quality issues ror residential 
neighborflood:s. 

• FAVOR a systom that creates as fittfe traffic in-pacts using gra-dG separation wtwre 
possible on streets like Mancllester Ave/Aviation. 

Regarding a, -station near Manci'lester/Avlation/Fk>rence: 

The station m.ist be convenient to the Mancflester bus system and easily aooessib~ to 
residents from the west We note that there is no bus transit on Florence and that the 
Manchester route is heavily used. 

Hindry Ave. is one o f very few egresses in the Osage Park area and must. not be restricted or 
closed. Whatever station site is developed should NOT drive additional commuting traffic or 
park and ride traffic into the community. Osage Avenue is already used by cut through 
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--------------~ Metro 

commuter traffic and this must not be exacertlated. Grade separation preferred. The 
OEISIOE.IR discusses lhe excessive traffic and poor service values on Mancllester and we 
expect as a result grade separation will be invoked. We would expect that when implemented 
the entire area from Maoctiester to LaCienega will be treated oonsistentty with above grade 
treatment. Arly at4 grade areas should have train safety crossing noise minimized with sound 
walls and visual "blight" mitigations plus double gates to minimize whistle blowing. 

We call on MTA to limit disruption of the community serving btlsinesses in the area north of 
Manclle.ster1eas1 of Osage/south of 83rd street. The County Flood Control yard snould be left 
ak>ne as it operates limited hours to minimize impacts on local residents. Full access to 83rd 
street must remain as well. 

Toxic cleanup must be performed along Hindry if any station use is mandated there. This was 
the location of a damaged plating manufacturing site that was destroyed by fire and has been 
under investigation by DTSC for about eight years. The station or associated parking should 
NOT be adjacent to residences where all parking is limited 10 the areas south of Floience or 
Manchester depending upon \oklich of the two alternatives that have been recommended 10 
replace that proposed in the EIR. Either south of Manchester along Aviation or locate the 
station at Isis/Florence connected to parking south of that tocallon. 

Regarding the repair station in Osage: 
We are concerned with the 24/7 usage and the noise and light impacts as welJ as any air 
Impacts. Land areas to the south are already impacted by commercial and lndustllal activities. 
rental car locatioos and a1rcraft landlng at LAX where there are no residences. 

we look forward to continue working with MTA as the development or this project progresses. 

Sincerely, 

Denny Schneider, WNA Board member and local resklent 

Attached is the text of the flyer announcing the WNA meeting followed by graphics of the areas 
where a park and ride st.atloo wouki be mom appropriately placed. 
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Westchester Neighbors Association 
Neighborhood Meeting 

************** 
* **EVERYONE IS ENCOURAGED TO ATTEND* ** 

HEAR THE LATEST IN WHAT IS GOING ON IN OUR COMMUNITY! 

WHEN: MONDAY, October S, 2009 - 7:00 to 9 :00 PM 
WHERE: LA TIJERA UNITED METHODIST CHURCH 

~0 0 OSAGE AVENUE 

Councilman Bill Rosendahl 
WNA is pleased to host an informational session 

with our elected representat ive 

Crenshaw Transit Corridor Impacts You 
MTA Presentation 

Proposed alternative wou ld eliminate Hindry Ave egress at 
Florence, condemn the Westchester Playhouse, condemn 

businesses, and create a maintenance yard/ park & r ide south of 
83rd from Osage Ave to La Cienega 

Pictures and formal comments to be collected at the meeting! 
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Response to comment 20-15-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-B. 
 
The Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the 
corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would connect to the 
existing Metro Green Line as it travels south towards the South Bay where it would stop at the existing 
Green Line Mariposa Station.  Transit riders would then have the opportunity to transfer to another Metro 
Green Line Light Rail vehicle where they could have the option to either travel to the east of further south.  
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses.  The 
existing fare structure of the existing rail system provides a one way fare which allows free transfers as long 
as the rider is traveling in one direction. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-15-B.  Metro has made an airport connection a priority and has been 
coordinating with LAWA throughout the planning process to facilitate this connection both in the long and 
short term.  Design Option 1, an aerial station at Century Boulevard, was incorporated into the locally 
preferred alternative to facilitate this connection.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line was also 
designed so as not to preclude potential expansion of the line.  
 
Response to comment 20-15-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-E. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no significant visual or noise impacts from the operation 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  A localized analysis, which includes the emissions from 
automobiles queuing at intersections, determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would 
not be exceeded during the operation of the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system 
would result in a reduction of automobile trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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Response to comment 20-15-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Design Option 2, an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue, was incorporated into the 
locally preferred alternative for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project due to safety (sight distance) 
and traffic conditions. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-G. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  The optional station at Manchester was relocated to the aerial crossing over 
Manchester Avenue.  While the station was not included into the final project definition, the alignment 
was designed so as not to preclude the future inclusion of this station at a later time.   
 
Response to comment 20-15-H. 
 
Hindry Avenue would remain open during the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
The optional Manchester Station was relocated to the aerial crossing across Manchester Avenue.  This 
Station was not included into the final project definition.  As a result, the park and ride facility was also 
removed from consideration.  The alignment was designed so as not to preclude the future inclusion of 
this station at a later time.  The facility would not be located adjacent to residences or provide access along a 
residential street.  Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in 
a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors 
regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.  The grade crossing 
analysis for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project found that grade separations were required at 
Century and La Cienega Boulevards and La Brea and Manchester Avenues.  No additional grade crossings 
were required. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no pass operational noise impacts from the operation of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line near the Westchester community that would require 
mitigation, such as sound walls.  Although landscaping is not effective mitigation for noise, landscaping 
improvements were incorporated into the design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide 
a visual continuity between the transit system and the surrounding environment. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-I. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.  The Los Angeles 
County Flood Control Yard operations would not be affected by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Access to 83rd Street would also not be affected by the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Line.   
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Response to comment 20-15-J. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would not require the acquisition of any contaminated sites near Hindry, Florence, and 
Manchester Avenues.  Therefore no remediation for ground contamination would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-K. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 20-16. Wiseburn School District. 

 

m Metro~--- ----------- -

20 -16 

Octobe<23.2009 

Mr. RodfflQ 8, Dill 

WISEBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Tom Johnstone, Ed.D., Superintenderit 

9owd dTrustees ---·-Olllr,0,,C Rllp,r----------
,...,De,.,,,,. •--• Juanald:) • Ridlardlil!nrYDana 

Trans:pomdon Plann.11'\1 Manager v. south Bay Area Team 
l.Os Angeles County Merropolh'ln Transporudon Authority 
Ont Gateway Plata 
Mall Stop: 99•22-3 
Los Angtle>. CA 90012 

Dear Mr, Olar; 

I am wrlOna to e,c;ptess eonc.rn and op-position to 1he construction of a rail maintenance facility to be 
loc.ated "Hr Ooualas S\'reet, Just nor1.h of Utiih fn El S~undo. The Wlstburn Sc.hoot District has four 
schools and 01,1r OlsUkt Office Facility le,s tt)an a quarter of a mUe from the proposed site- (Site D). These 
four schools house 22:39 students and over ?SWi of our district workforce. According to the EtR, the MTA 
would be unable 10 mltlgtte the very slsntncant , 1, quality effects that would rMult from the maint~nance 
fad:Uty Itself, and the corresponding lncreue In traffic. More $pedfically: 

1, Our students use the outdoor spaces surrounding our schools for lunch space, play s~ce, and 
physlcel educadon a~ recreitktn actlvhJes. Our understanding is that the project would produce 
lmmltlpble tilr polh.1tktn lmpacu relating to the maintenance shop, paint and body work, the work 
on the fight rall eers, and the tddltlonaf traffic from buses a nd cars. A. slg:nmcant chan.ge In air 
quality could h1w a Pf'Ofo\ll'KI fmp1ct In the heiihh of our student$, especially students with atthma 
and other re:sptrno,y UJnesses. 

2. Tht £tft descrlptkN'ls and engineering drawings did not seem consistent, and wt are unciea.r about 
the tt\le fnttndtd iitt of the two potentlaJ racllfties. However, we are dear ?hit adding s~ral 
hU!l'IClred empk)yees to Oougtas Street Is likely to SNetely affect W'aSebum's traffic flow and possibly 

the sewrhy of our students. we "' 001'10trnfti about the traffic and security impact of 1dcnnc a 
11,ae numMr of no,weskfent worters so close to OUt schools. 

WISObum Schools 11e not IM only - o, non-profit institutions fn the ar,a which w11 be •ffett<d by 
thb COnstn,dlon. Oct•Mlde Ovlstiln Cl,urd, pn,fe<t i$ lmmt<flate!y adja(enl to tM proposed projo« -
VistMnlr SCt.ool is jus1 SOUlhelSt of the p,oposed MTA site. We urge tht MTA to keep lhe ftHds of a.I of 
ou,- instlMJon, In mind to, 1 ,afo, lleahMII, and - ne;sllbomood fu.-...-SlUllents. 

-.-..... 

~~ 
SU?fflnt~n'i' Ed,O. 

13530 Avtatlon llouleVard • Hawthome, c:alWcmla 90250-6496 • 310.643.3025 • fax 310.643.7659 
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Response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
 

-------------~© Metro 

Wiseburn School District 
13530 A~alioB8oul8Vfrd 
Hawthomo. Ga"°"11 90250-6-498 

MR, 11.0CWCJ. I. Ot.AZ 
~OIi l'l..d!BllO tlAJIACD. V, $001'fl &At AJttA ff.AM 
LOS AIICtt.!S 000VtY J(!ft()f()LUAJ YIWISJ'(lltt'AtJ.011· All'l'IOtlff 

OllB l,.A.!IWAJ l'1.AZA 
MAJL S'T(1': 99-22-3 
ltl5 AIICr.t.t:S. CA 900l 2 

ll,!,,O, .. l\, .. ,,.U,,1,l,,l,ll,l.,,M, .. 1,111,,,,.,111,l .. 1 
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Response to Individual Comments 

COMMENT: 30-01. Doris Aaron. 

 

~ Metro._ _ _____________ _ 

30- 01 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAMe: ! 0r ,..., Ao u'l" &wi.: vBtl "f?. Ot\.J ste€,~1oc 
AOORESs: \'?,Qy5 '9c, c, -Lc., ··~?on, e r\ ode.. PHONE: 210 .., >,7 Qr ()(,, 

CoMMENTS: - - ~ - ------------- -----

:1 ~>t~ ~~ll f l~~~d ~i'o 

HUiI BE Sl!NT TO MTA BY ocr. 26, SO PLEAS! RETURN BY ocr. 23 

Emal/: crenshdw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (32.3) 761 - 643S • Add,-: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, CA 90016 
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_______________ m Metro 

JO•Ol 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S C.RENSHAW LINE ST'uDY 

NAMe: [ f)r 1') Aa y (~ r, EMAIL: 1)Btl fQ/v 5&@.- ~-lol 

Al>OltfSs: l '7,0(j 5· 'vq (/ r\ C, 't ? PO) e r\C~ cf E. PHONE: ?/ () L\ ;,7 0 'Z () (,, 
CoMMEHTS: - ----------------------

'.1 of,~, ~<I t: ";t ; ·n 

611iI BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, 50 PLEASE RE11JRN BY OCT, 23 

Em11/I: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax1 (313) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-01. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-02. Alta Abbott. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-02 

[)QI\ Environmenbl lmp:id StalementJOr3ft Environmenb l IM'l~ct Report 

Comment Form 
The Ctenshaw Transit Conidorprojea teamwetcom~ )'<>.lrcommerl(s on the /'lndings of ttlc Draft Environinemal impact 
St:ilc:ment/ Or.ifl tw.ifQl!lmcnt.M Im~ R(tl<M1 Qt ;arry<Xhi:t At,pe<l of th~ p,~ 01 p1«.ts$. Pl,¢:i'il!' rill oot this fo,rn and ~ :iddrtion :il 
she«s of paper, ,frleceuary. Give (his fonn to project staff or return to Metro (see directions on revme). 

N:ime (Fim & J.~st N 11me, O,g:mi~tion) 

~~?»ffe,o~ 
S . ~ -

My support for (check ontj: 

□ Sus Rapid Ttansit (BRT) A!tetn31Jve 

O light Raf Tr:v1sit (UT) Altt!tr,atlvt 

O No lmp1ovemc1tt Nccdnry 
(No-8ulkt Alte1rtatit1e} 

Minor 1mp,ovffl1e:41s 
D (Tr,11nsportation Sys1~ms 

M.an:1gc~nl rrsMI ArtcrMliv~) 

0 No O,?fflion 

My thwtfits about 
(d'iec:k any cr.;111 that apply): 

Q Cofl:SIMtlon 

QNol>t 

Q Air Quality 

~,afflc 

&;(s,,.,, 
Q V,suaJ Effects 

itoisplac¢ment of .Ptoperty 

~ruption to 8usW!ess 

0 Publk Services 

C local Land Use & Ot11e-Jopme:11t 

□ €co,t10,.-,,,c Impacts and Jobs 

□ Specific Deslt " Fea1u,es 

O Oth~ 

Q No 

, OVER• 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment {t.0ntinuc:d}; 

How do yo1,1 rq;ularfy tr.wel in the project i re a? 
(d,eck IIJf r/Mt apply) 

0 l ive in the project atca? 

0 Worl{ in the ptOl«t a~3? 

0 Commvte through the project are-a? Q Bu:s? 

Q Walk? 0 0 th...? _k'e<)'\..<m+,, '¾ 
0 Own a but.in~:. in the proj~ 1 ar~11? 

AfflUATION 

□Resident 

¢ Community or Neigl).lx>rhooo Org;in~;irion 

O Public Ae,ency 

0 fn'li1onrnen 1.1! Organiution 

0 Civk Orgiiniu tion 

0 Economic Devdop~nt Orginir.rtion 

Q 0the1 

©Metro 

Thank You! 
Ci·~ th;s rMT'l tO p,ojea s11111f or return to Metro: 

PtrsulM:1111 

Roderick Diaz. Project Man.tg<tr 
Los Angeles Count)· Metiopolit.an 
Tran,;portation Avtnority 
One Cauway Plaza 
M;ii Stop;s-9•22·3 
LosAngeles,.CA 90012·29S2 

Email: 
diauoderidQJ)metro.net 

Proj«'l Hodi:ne 
{213) 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-02.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B in Westchester or Site D in El Segundo. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-03. Leslie Alessandro. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 03 

Abbott, M.iithew 

ho m: Leslie Alessandro OeGlie.ales.s;indro@opetationhope.orgt 
Sen1: Frida)', October 23 ,2009-4;43 Pf1;1 

To; Dia?, Roderick 
Subject: Cren$haw Line EIR 

Dear MTA Soard of Directors; 

Ple~se keep the cre[)shaw Line. undenr ound cri crensh.t« Bl vd for c:he g fety ol the children .it C.1'8nsh.iw High 
School .;nd View Park Prep. Also traffic alroady backs up in btith dtrectlons on Slauson. Don't make a b.id 
s1tu.itton worse. Tro.lt us the s}me as you lnt9nd to tte.il the Vu1lshte oommun1ty, 

Sincerely. 

Leslie C. A1essandro 
2c<X> c~mbric!~ Street 

t.os Angeles:, CA ~ 0-6 

Leslie Celeste Alessandro 
CKecuuve Assistant, 
o rrtce or tht: Ct1a1rman, opetanon HOPE, Inc 
Office of the Vice Chairman.US. Pres1de11t1s Adv1sor>1 Councii on Financial literacy 
wortd H eadqua~ers 
707 WUshlre 8tvd, sune 3030 
L!lS Angeles, CA 90017 
213-891-2903 <ltrect 
213-489-7272 tax 
'ltf(W 0Perationh0P~ 

m 
SAVE THE DATE 

Octobe, 20, 2009 
Global Dign ity Day 

~tN#IJ"lb11lt1.c,n,tyclff) nt<J,'~•"""'Dl~N il 'VOA:rn_R 

111512009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-348 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-03.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-04. Malcolm Ali. 

 

m MetroL__ _____________ _ 

30-04 

COMM~'11TY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: /lf(l}fcDIH Ir! I EMAIL! M1tltah, ?-[{} lfer;,,.,1. c ·~ 

AooREss: ,5"1f 7 LU. d:P f:'r ~7«>/.t; PHoNe: J;! J r'i? 'z'-3,, 
CoMMENTS: Pvr uµ..,cL-er,,cp,.,..__,L d,y u;r,e..,,51,~..., /3Ld 

L#-- C-J-

~'JQ KU'si4>,q. ~~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Addreu: P.O. Box 7812671.A, OI 90016 

A 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
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Response to comment 30-04. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-05. Antonio Allah. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Hello: 

I l ike \0 .x:ld my IWO ctl'llS res,Mdins lhe ttliQntr..enl of this fine. 

I \VOl)l(I like U>Set ~nd SUl)J)OI'\ t RT fol' l hiS l'OOte thJl wlll oonne-ct With U,e FUTURE Pt1tple tine ext~nsion or La 
e,ea/\Vllshlre. He.Jding sovth, i l will 31ign wl1h S;1n Vicente to Clf.H'lfth3W south, then to Florence 3nd Avlat lon. At 
this point, I believe t hat lhert <;1n be lttfff llnC$ .. 

une 1, Current Gre('n Une: El Ses1tndo {(I Norw<llk 
li r,e 2: Wilshire/~ 8rea to No1walk 
line 3: WiKhire/Ut Brea to El Sf!glJndo 

Since there is a track chanse (I do not know what it is t.illtld) just West of Aviation Station on lhe t um?nt Gre-(>n 
Line, it may be better to just have two lines; line 1 and Line 2. Line 1 can remain as the Green line. line 2 can be 
called t he Teal l ine. 

The Harbor Subdivision San Pedro line in my opinion would provide a bet te1 service t han t he l o ~ Beach version. 
San Pedro deOni tety needs a line that can connect to lhe Trol ley in San Pedro and would also provide a direct 
commute for those i ving in San Pedro and belween. So an extension of the Green line will ext end from Redondo 
Beach/Et Segundo a rea to terminale in San Pedro near the Trolley. 

Northeast of LAX, t he line t hat will operat e in pa,allel with Slauson Ave. should operate in the as shown In t he 
proposed map: 

http://www.metro.netfproiects studies/harbor subdivist0nfirnages/Regional%20Servke"20·"20Union% 

lO.S.i!rt0n?f.2Ql9"2~20ftdt@20oc%20Wn@@tHK.b.,ruU 

In t he overall scheme, the Expo line (once the downtown eldensloo ls bulb connecUng 7tt• Met,o aod Union Stat ion) 
<:an p,ovlde service from S-anta M onica/E>ipo through Downtown LA. and end In Ea.st LA. 

Yhe Gokl Llne can prO'llide se,vke from Pasadena (or East Valley), through Oowntown LA. bot tali:e on the Harbor 

Subdi"islon t erminating: in San r>ed,o. 

Thank you fa, allowing me to share my kJeas!H 

Regards, 
Antonio Allah~ Tec-hnical Suppor1 Analyst 
University of Phoenix 
Technicol S•ooort I 3 137 E. Elwood St . I CF•A10 1 I Phoenix, AZ 85034 
Phone: (602) 387-3830 I FAX (602) 383-5401 I E-mail: llotQlll2.AIJah@phoenjx 00!1 

·ni i.s message is private nnd confidcntinl. lf you hnve n:cci\.•cd il in error. pl~c notif-y the 11enda- and 

rem ove it from your system. 

lJ/512009 

A 

B 

C 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-352 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-05-A.  
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  Feasibility studies have been 
conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is 
feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation 
Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the 
corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.   
 
Preliminary operations planning assumptions include three operating service patterns: 
 

 Current Metro Green Line: Redondo Beach Station to Norwalk Station 
 A second Metro Green Line Branch: Aviation/Century (LAX) to Norwalk 
 Crenshaw to South Bay: Crenshaw/Exposition to Redondo Beach 

 
The schedule for the naming of the Crenshaw Line has yet to be established. Your comments regarding 
naming of the lines will be passed on to the Metro Board of Directors as part of this record. 
 
Response to comment 30-05-B. 
 
The Harbor Subdivision extension to the South Bay and San Pedro is not part of the current project under 
consideration.  Future investments along the South Bay portion of the Harbor Subdivision will be 
undergoing a separate and independent environmental review, and it would be more appropriate to 
provide comments on the Harbor Subdivision route as part of that project.  A separate environmental 
review process for the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension began in early 2010.  That project is 
examining the extension of rail service as far south as Torrance.  You can obtain an update on the project 
by visiting the Metro website or contacting the Metro project manager for that project at the following 
address: Mr. Randy Lamm, Project Manager, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro), One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-3, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Response to comment 30-05-C. 
 
It should be noted that there are capacity constraints along the Exposition Line that may preclude direct 
service between downtown Los Angeles to the Crenshaw Corridor via the Exposition Line.  Comments 
regarding the overall design planning of the rail transit system are beyond the scope of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project and this environmental review process. Comments and concerns regarding that 
matter should be directed to the Metro Long Range Plan project manager.  The northern extension of the 
Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated 
that a future northern extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is 
included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A 
separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s 
Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  Information related to the Long Range 
Transportation Plan is available at www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation 
Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-06.  Ken Alpern. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-06 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: sealnbear@aol.com 

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 10:28 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick; jburt@Jeeandrewsgrovp.com: Monks, David 

Cc: Jefatc:t.vl1ght@gmatl oom; dam~l!@dclark~.org, bartfe~d19S1@gmad.com 

Subject My comments on the CfeoShaw Corndor Project 

To Roderick and Dnv~ (and your team): 

TI,ank you for.ill th¢-hard work garn .. -ri:iig input and trying to achieve consensus on this vital project-it 
ii; 11.wrc lhan likely I bat work, family iUJ<l other c,ivic obligations prevent me from ttllendi.ng your lnte$l 
series of OJ>etl fonuns ~utd updatds. 

1l1e following input and sug.ges1joo.'t represent my opioion alooe .. . a.tid no one eJs-e·s--my personal 
"agenda" is that of.- LRT project that uffon:i tely someday counccl.s 1he Red Linc to tbc South Bay 
G-alle.ri~ wilh a foture Green Line that proc.eeds long LAX-adjacent ,;hared tracks to Parking J ..ot C and 
tl.w Westside, so my suggestions ,ue consistent with that "ageoda": 

J) J fuvol' a LRT over :l BRT option 
A 

2) J .~m ne~1tra~ over an elevated . .:.\viation/ln1perial 5-fation vs~ a.gi-ot.m~-leve.l station, preft.rri,,g what~vet I s 
C<ntl 1gurat100 1$ needed IQ allow 1hat wye 1() oper:ue mos1 ell1C1tmtly for hod, Gi:ee.n and Creoshnw l..ine 
LRT trains to op-arnte over th'3 ne!\1 century 

3) J anticip,ne very high 1·lde.1'Ship with frequent trains oil this lint in the Vt')' loog ruo. so I favor 
Manclti."Slcr nnd Cc-ntiuofa grade separation 

4) Por similar reasons, I favor below .. gr..~~ sections along Crenshaw between 60tb and 67th Str~I, and 
adj,.cc1.1t lo 1he Crtn5-haw/EXp<>5-ition !-tation (~p,ecially ti~ I.mer, because it will be neces.-.ary l()r a 
much-desired futuri! e!\1ensiou to the Purple Line) 

5) Jam neutra1 on the station near Vemon Ave., and leave it up 10 the locals and the experts as to 
whethe.r that siation will enhanc~ rider'$hip, planning and rail access to the Crenshaw J ,ine 

6) Finitlly, l re1.:Qnuncmd pur.,.uiJ.1g' FAA funding should it i.nSil)L on the evcr-1oorc-e>.'Pt.H))i\1C trenc.~1 by 
the LAX. n mways. 

S1nccrdy, 

Ken A1pem 

3222 Milit:l.l'Y Aw. 
Los Augelos, CA 90034-3026 
J J0-413-6 136 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-06-A.   
 
Comment noted. Your support for the project is appreciated.  Preliminary operations planning assumes 
that the Crenshaw Line will provide service to the Metro Green Line Mariposa Station and Continuing to 
the Redondo Beach Station.  A further extension of The Metro Green Line in the direction of Redondo 
Beach (South Bay Galleria) and Torrance is considered under a separate environmental review process for 
the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed 
such that it does not preclude the future extension of the Metro Green Line to the north from Aviation and 
Century Boulevards. 
 
Response to comment 30-06-B. 
 
The Aviation/Imperial Station will remain where it currently exists.  The advanced conceptual engineering 
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project shown in Appendix A of the FEIS/FEIR indicates that the 
Aviation/Century Station will be located at the northwest corner of the Century Boulevard Aviation 
intersection.  The aerial station is being designed to accommodate a future Metro Green Line Connection 
and a LAX People Mover connection.  This station will also contain a Bus Transfer Plaza which will 
centralize all surrounding Metro airport-related transit connections to a future LAX people mover 
connection. 
  
Response to comment 30-06-C. 
 
Comment noted.   A grade separation at Manchester Avenue has been included as part of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A grade separation at Centinela Avenue 
has also been carried forward for further consideration during advanced conceptual engineering.  Both 
locations have been subject to an evaluation consistent with the Metro Grade Crossing Policy, as well as 
other safety and cost effectiveness considerations.  After further consultation with the California Public 
Utilities Commission and review under the Metro Grade Crossing policy, the Centinela grade separation 
was not required and was eliminated from the final project definition.  The final determination for the 
exact configurations of these crossings will be subject to the approval of the California Public Utilities 
Commission. 
 
Response to comment 30-06-D. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors includes a below-grade segment 
between 60th and 67th streets as part of Design Option 4, which was incorporated into the alignment to 
avoid potential environmental impacts.  The Crenshaw/Exposition below-grade alignment and station 
(Design Option 6) was carried forward for further consideration during advanced conceptual engineering.  
An at-grade configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The 
incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial 
feasibility.   
 
Response to comment 30-06-E. 
 
Comment noted.  Your support is appreciated.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-355 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-06-F. 
 
Metro Board has pursued many different potential sources of supplemental funding for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, including Federal Aviation Administration programs. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-07. A. Ammaniel. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

- -• l't.tlV.:w:.rtV----- ---

CoMMUNllY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

-:;;v -=-- - - ----~~---- --co...u,,"----=---- --,-,---- --- - - ----- 1 
-'~ flf7,M ~ I 1' 

~~j;iji'!it:~W~~~~ 
Cm.,U: ~ org • Fax: (3i3) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. 80< 181261 1.A, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-07. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 

© Metrd 
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Page K-358 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-08. Sharon Anderson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0- 0 6 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ,M,i4i\62Y Q.,._J.,_,..,,,._ EMAIL: Sri,w-o-,-.. l>n,-.R ....4~ /, Iii)~ 

ADMEss: 3(,/(,. (k,d {)r-v-.,,,_..,, _____ PltoNe: ,,z.3 ?f'/-(,Olf' 

COMMENTS: H U: t,<,-~.,,_.~ 13.t.-3,;¥....., I A 

Ml!ll 81! SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT- 23 

Emal/: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-359 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-08. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-09. Lois Atwater. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-09 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: /C)iS M~ EMAIL:---------

ADDRESS: _ao_os -,PPa~ l'HDNE: ~M:B-M 

=ZamE~~ · 
112 YL- ±w-1 '®) 

M.UE:BE SENY TO MTA'"t OCT. ·26, SO PI.EASE'RETU~N BYl'®T, 23 

Email: crensmiw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-09. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-10. Nell Ausbon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 · 1 0 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Nell Au-sboo [na.usbon@abcgloba-1.net) 

S.nt: 5'lnday, Octo~e,25. 200011:54 PM 

To: Diaz, Rodeaick 

Subject; cr0nsnaw 

Dear Sir, please r~cons ide r oot building, a train rai l down. Crcushav,,• BL Schools are dose by and this. 
would 1\0t. be s.afo. We don't need any more tra.ffic jams at Slauson Ave. Please show the same 
coosidetat1on ,ts you did wit11 tlte rt$ideots of tlh! WiJshire Corridor. 
Also,. think about what iJ'this was your community. 

Si,ncerd )\ 
NcJI Ausbou 

PEA Cl: ond BLIESSINGS 
Nell 

IJ/S.1200') 

A 
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Page K-363 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-10. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-11. Charles Austin. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: cMrles austin (caustin126@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 2009 3:24 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick; crenshaw@fixexi;o.org 

[),oar MTA tl-03£d of Directors: 

30 - 11 

Ple.a:,;c. keep lhe Crenshaw Line unde_!Srnund on Ctenshaw Boulevard fol' the s:af£.!,Yyf the children at 
Crenshaw Jiigh School and Vie\-\' Piuk Prep. Also traOl ic alr!!adv backs up in 1:>01h di:rcc.tiou~ Qn 
Slauson . .. Pk-ase do,1"1 make a b<1d sin1atio11 WOl'$e. Treat \L'i: the $.:lme ru:; y Qu mtcnd to Lreat the Wil$hire 
commumtr:.. 

Sinccrdy. 

Oharlcs Austin 
'i9'.f6 Wer:in&k>n Rd 
Los Ang• es, di\ 90008 

I J/10/2009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-11. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-12. Hattie Babb. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-12 
COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: l;/4r 7 tfi Zh/2/2 EMAIL: ,t.1477,,,.,MJ,t;pyma; I cry 
ADDRESS: fi,f// bA>D,77~ "B/ l'lloN~ 737?,;:IX9 , j 

OJMMl:Ht:,: _______________ ~------1 
~ ,@-6 l(jfrfc4,,f wckycou,,,ct[ A 

~ifZ~i't9:'J•ttKe>c~e.r.,:f.~$0!.e,.~W..ffiililfll~~~ 
Email: crensfww@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-367 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-12. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-13. Monique Bacon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 13 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Monique Bacon (mbacon6@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:09 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: er&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject Crenshaw Line 

Good aftemoon, 

\Ve as a community need for you to consider nam1ing the Line m1ckrground bet\i,·eeo 48th and 59th. 111-e 
con:,1n.icLio.o alone will be bad enough but, I'm sure y<.'H1 are wd.l aware of how cong~ted Cren~haw i~, 
espec-ially btfore and after school in the ~t.rea ofCreoshaw High, View Park Prep ?vtiddleSchool 7th/8th 
gr.udc CMtpus~ View Park Prep ?i.•Uddlc School 61.h g.rndc campus and View Park Pr'-'"f) Higb. Sn.fcty for 
our children is priority and will be an i.ssue i..fthis stays abov~ ground. 
Please. tak~ this into consideration. 

rvlonique Bacon 
5749 Crenshaw Blvd 
Los l u1g,,los, c,, 90043 

I J/512009 
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Page K-369 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-13. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-14.  S. A. Bagby. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: bagthepi@aot oom 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 6:54 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: In ravo, or belO\t/-Qround mil . 

My name is Sarah A Bagby. and I am a resident of the Crenshaw community, 

I live at 5 7~ S. Victoria Ave.. Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

BELOW GROUND metro rall 
I SUPPORT an below ground rail system along Creosh-aw Blvd, 

A Bus Rapid T'ranslt I 
I SUPPORT an expanded rapk:I bus system along Ctenshew Blvd. 

A 

B 

30-14 

These are the only two options t can support, A~ a 30 year rf;$klenl rrving 1 ~oci<. west of Crenshaw, I know that 
an at>ove-gcound line will destro)'Crenshaw and the ocmmunity through which it travels. The issues being 
ad<l,essed don't see.m to Jndu~ suefl things as what tll& constant vibration w!II do to the surrounding ,es.ciences 
and the &:u:nage that will resuft over time , nor the noise. danger at crossinos. traffic congestion thetwill be 
unbelievable at Slauson / Crenshaw, and the tist goes on. Suffice it to say. I am absolutely opposed to any option 
excepi for the tetow,group rail or a r8i)id bus 6ne. 

Thankyov, 

S. A Bagby 
Bleck Captain 
5736 Victo;ia AVe 
Los Angeles, CA. 00043 

===--====== ~=---======= 

I J/512009 

C 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-371 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-14-A. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Transit option as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative, which contains below-grade segments between 39th and 48th Streets, and between 60th 
Street and Victoria Avenue.  Additional below-grade segments between Exposition Boulevard and 39th 
Street, and at Centinela Avenue, were also carried forward for further study during the advanced 
conceptual engineering phase for consideration in the preparation of the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 30-14-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail transit option as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative in its meeting on December 10, 2009.  Simple Metro Rapid buses, including Lines 
710 and 740 are planned to continue to operate. 
 
Response to comment 30-14-C. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR addressed the potential noise, vibration, and safety impacts from the operation of a light 
rail transit line on the street surface.  The assessment presented in the environmental document indicates 
that light rail operations would not result in significant or adverse impacts to noise, vibration or safety.  The 
FEIS/FEIR also evaluated the traffic impacts at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  
The assessment presented in the environmental document indicates that light rail operations would not 
result in a significant or adverse impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  These 
determinations are based on thresholds established by applicable federal guidelines and standards. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-372 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-15. Joyce Bagly. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0-15 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 
EMAIL: ___ _____ _ 

Pl\oNF: ,5./0 d,. 9/ J ;?,1,o 
NAME: ~ g ~~ 
AOCAfss: 6i£ffh~k, 
COMMEl'ITS: - ----'------------- -------

HSliI BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Email: crenshaw@llxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-373 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-15. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-374 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-16. Katrina Baker. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-16 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: l(ATB,11\JA ]l,\KG~ EMA1L: k'.RAK@t~>11~,.,,J<"•"" 

AOm-ss: ;¾,'.21 to t 0 4 1::h. t;,1-- t~p-/ l!A '1a¾21'HoNE: a2--:? ~e,D· 7S "2. 7 
CoMMfNTS: _ _____________________ _ 

..r; ?ltf,@t:r The 12,eo\O/.PS c-\?tlbl) I A 

t!.Yfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-375 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-16. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-376 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-17. Barie Banks. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

--·-------------- --- --------- - ---- VV'J ru,v YC.i • V ___________ ............... ______ _ 

30 -17 

COMMUNITY MJ:MBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: . A-rte J::,4. ·ks EMAIL: --- - - ----
Ao~RESS: 8 3d :? t: ~~1/t_ -!P7✓- c; 7Z 

I - )(Q::r7 I A 
COMMENTS: 

- - .. .. 1:' -~ ,,, . •= '"T~o'cif '' ... ,_sei"""·•fl•:.r .. .. ,,._ .lil !H!il,.B \'$. ..•• ;ll,:Q,:!l'.I \ 1,1..,, •!. . : ~ ~ ;, ... ~_, .RETIJ~N BY,,,,,,.,.,: 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-377 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-17. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-378 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-18. Warren Barber. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0 -.18 

""·· C 5 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-379 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-18. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-380 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-19. Ramona Barfiel. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

MEMBER'S 
0n r. 

NAME: -~c;-::;:l ,l.,f'--,-~~1..,,-~.:,-;-\'---'-q:=,;~~~ 

;,.•;""""'~~~--o,~ l~_.;~f. . .,ll(",....,;1>-o<'i- ··•··11•rn.,~;<'. .. 
~ ;Jli;:1!'1.Rl!'& ~~-.-"!l,;-h'/'~ .. i'PY,r~Ji:-fflJ.-r.:-,;,c,..;o 

30- 19 

A 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-381 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-19. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the 
Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit 
route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a 
light rail system along Crenshaw Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.   

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-382 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-20. Pat Barnett. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-20 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: fA-fu.~ 5ri~ EMAIL: ___ _____ _ 

AooAfss: §j£Jt.. ~ ~1 lltljt:i &-... l'HoNE _ 

C:0.1MENTS: I.. £, r;p/V ll ller,v-tt .M[.J- S<M> lc?(k ;¢4,fG.-- I A 

Email: aenshaw{Jlflxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box. 781267 I.A, DI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-383 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-20. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-384 August 2011 

 
COMMENT: 30-21. Francine Battle. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0-21 

Abbot~ Matthew 

Ftom: Punchanella70@aol.oom 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:19 AM 

To: Oiaz.. ROderlck 

Subject \>\leant ENTrRE Crenshaw L•na to bei:t underground 

Dear MTA Board of Directors: 

It is VERY important for this line to be underground. first. for the safety of our 
children whose schools, View Park Prep and Crenshaw High, are in close proximity to A 
the Crenshaw Line at 48th to 59th Streets. And, secondly, it is the community's desire 
for the line to be underground rather than '"at-grade'" so that the visual attractiveness 
of the View Park community will be preserved. 

Thank you. 

11/10/2009 

Sincerely, 

Francine Coleman Battle 
4959 Angeles Vista Blvd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90043 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-385 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-21. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the View Park community, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-386 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-22. Carol Becker. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

l heCrei\Shaw Tr:1twt C:ouido, p,o;ea 1e3tr'l wekom~ ;rour comments on the !lndings.ohht o,a!t E.n'Vironfoenul lrnp:u;t 
Stat~en!JOtali Environmental Impact Report or any other a~ of the project Of' ptO<e$S. Please fin out this to,m il!ld use additional 
she-etsor P3,pt1, if need.S:11y. Gil.-t this fotM to pt¥Ct s~ff o, retu,n to Mccro (s~ dirc<;:tions oo n!VerSt). 

Nimt: (First& L.tsl N~ Ofg.niziltion} 

&,v-P I 'Is~ - \'l'lt\lltbw \,J€,fcht.sfo/ Pla~h,Ot.< ~ 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My support b jchtdone): 

0 Bui; Rapid Transit (BRT) A~,n~live 

¢ tht Rail Tninsi! (~ T) A.ttemativc 

O No lmp,o\·em ent N ('Ct-J.U:Y 
(NO·Build Aht:ffl:U;.,.e-) 

Mino, Improvements 
□ (TransponatlOft S)'stems 

Ma11agemtnt {TS Ml Altemativ~) 

□No Opinion 

My thougld$ at:io.it 
tchedc: an)' or al that apply): 

0 Construction 

0 Noise 

OAirQu~lity 

□ f (',lffte 

□Sart1y 

□ Visual £ffe<:ts 

O O!splacement orP,opt,t>· 

□ 0!$1'1.1ptiOl'I to Business 

□ Publk SelVit~ 

D Local 1.:!nd Use& Development 

O £c<>llO.r11iC 1mpac1s 3.rld Jobs 

0 Sp~ific DHi&n featu1e, 

0 01'1et 

Woold you like to be added to theproie<t malllng listl 

. ()VER. 

30-22 

A 

" 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-387 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (oontinut:d): 

□ IJve m tl'te proje<t area? 

0 Work in the: project ;erc;a? 

O Ov,m a b\lSlneu In 1),c project art"a? 

AfflllATION 

O &usiness 

is:tJommunltyo, Nelgflbo,tiood 01galllzatk>rt 

d Pvbhc Agency 

□ EM.lfOI\Mel'ltal Org.al'litabOl'I 

□ CIVt< o,ga.ua auoo 

O £c.ooornk Oevdoprnem O<ganlu lM>n 

QOther 

G, Metro 

How d<> you teg_ulan)' trawl In the l)l'Ofect am? 
(,;/,,,;k ,I/ tJut,pp/)'J 

D Bk)'Cle? D Bus? 

C;ir orTn,:c;)? 

D ?thi!'l 

Thank You! 
Give th-s rom.. to project staff or rcwrn 10 t.~tro: 

Postal Ma.ii 

Roderld: Olat, Pto]tct Manaeer 
Los Angeles County Mctropofitan 
Tr3nspo,t:itlon Authority 
OneGitcw.iy Plu-1 
Mal Stop.: 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 9C012-2952 

Emait: 
dia.rrodcrick@mctro.ntt 

Project Hotline 
{211) 922<2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-388 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-22.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B in Westchester or Site D in El Segundo. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-389 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-23. Stella Belgarde. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

sbjsla@yahoo.com 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 4:02 PM 
Diaz, Roderick, crensnaw@fixexpo.org 
C1ensh.~wlE>:po l ine 

D.;:ar M'rA 803rd of Di r-actots : 

rlease keep ':.he Cieoshaw Lin~ underground on Cr€nshaw Blvd £or i:.h~ 

> safety ci ':.ho? chitdren at. Crenshaw High school and Vil:."'.-.' Park l?r~ . 

A1so traffic already bac>:s up in both direct.ions on Slausor.. o:.o · t make a bad situation 
worse. 'l'i:eat. us the same as yqu i.nt.e-nd. to treat. 1:1:e WU:slllre coirtmmity . 

Sincerely, 

Stslla Belgarde 
6.310 Alv iso Ave 
FO Bo;: ,t:;652 
Los F.ng-sle.s, CA 90043 

·rhanl:s fo:r your support ir:- thls mat.t,..r. 

http:/ /w."W2 .massageanywhere . com/pro.! 1 h?/ms.saga>ystel la 
Available fo.r. privat& part ies, shot4•,Hs an.cl ev.s-ncs , 
R~f~r a fri~nd and. g~~ a refe£~al cr.adit.. 

30 - 23 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-390 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-23.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-391 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-24. Kermit Benton. 

 

(I, MetrOL-------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

, •., ! ,,,.,..1,,,.- lr.•"llf , ..,,,,ib11 Jlflljl•t t. l..:,.01t1 .-, .. ,,.,:,~/'"'' 0,,,11..,-.o1.";;•1d• 1.t•,r.·.~U,,.llo.- l""""nr~ind•"f'-CI 
"Y ... f"T'lhll{t ..... l ~illi,~~t..,P1• ......... ~ .. .,..-~ ,tool,_,.,_ I"''•' ,.,..,.,,:-,.-c i'lc,.wllllu" 1h, . t.,,,., 11•l •1._,,,1rl, lll, 11i,I 
•,;u ,,.,.i ,,.,,.4, ,: ,11~1:t,'•••• )' (..,.-~111!, l~'I(, / 1,1 1n,;, i. ·.! ,11~ •••:"'" 1,, "4,•u .. (!-"•' 1luc·,w11•tu1, w"'!l!.1') 

. . 
l\,,i.,,~~~,,.,, ....... /r) 

~IS" ALAODHJ <:a., 
1,,,, .. ,1,•1,~•u••II• ,,,j,... ,,,,J.,,ii.,1l>t"1~"l•••-.l.!-1r ll1, 

rr.t ri ►!oo 
t. .. , .... {I~ P""'J' 

30• 2 4 I 

JJ,414 ,,,,, .. ,..,,.,_.,~;,,,,- •• ,., 
I 11w, 111,11r1 ,11,,,,.,,,::v.:J 

............ .., . ...,.,.. ...... 

...:C 06,,-.it.JO'T ~ 11~ L\21' 
't'-El,J& l?:.L<.lLD P,.Q,. E: ~D
µ y aoaJC94JS, f>llrE. --rl-lEi. SAFer--,: 
or:- -a.Ji:,: µ1G,-µ ~OOl -s't\AO~s. w..i-o 
A-r'11.3JO &20v:>~ ll/C,-µ , 

(1 (!~1,.1•,• .. ••••d!I+! 'l.1•nl', l1\ 
;..,_, 1111:•••11_..ll 1':,MJNltu"'•,....) 

n }l!,i"•"'·" ... I 
My lh••11r,!11•, ,.,.,>o◄ ('~•~-~-~ z\ ... , ...... 

a~"'""" 
(91,,. i, 1111111 tJ,,t ~ l~•ln;»111•111 

0 t.,, ...... _,. l!ttjoM:t• ••• , ....... 

r;r<'.:,. 11;, llr ~lf/'I f 1;.;Ji"t'l 

100/ Z00fll 

(!VIN 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-392 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-24.  
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-393 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-25. Reggie Black. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30· 25 

Hm:BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26; so'Pt,EA$E RETURN BY.otl'r. ·23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpa.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 78.1267 LA, DI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-394 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-25. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-395 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-26. Gail Blackwell. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: selah122C@aoJ.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:38 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: Proposed Cte,nsnaw un0 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep too Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM satety of the chHdron at CrellShaw High I 
School and View Park Prep Also tsamc already backs up in both direction1;, on Slauson Oon't make a: bad A 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat ttie WUshire ccmmuntty. 

Sincerely, 
Gail Blackwell 
5100 lnadale Ave. 
Los Angeles. CA 90043 

I J/10/2009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-396 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-26.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-397 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-27. Terri Blank. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30• 27 

COM~ MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: .... /.Et-:i// . 3/4:Jk. EMAIL:--------

AOOl<ESS::2£>t:,3 UV /J1,rk.,.; Pl'tl'.JNf : ______ _ 

CoMMENTS: ~ , 1-: ~!<t ,,,,J,, I A 

. ·iE sEN''i)ro1""'-" "· .. _,. "CJ:T .,, '.,.,..,,.,:ar~ii ' .;.,:tif.'"-·..; , .. HUH .. .,,,..,·A:.IS!'!P . i«;,.$0 "-"' [ftl,- -~ ~H 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P,O, Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-398 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-27. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-399 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-28. Latisha Blanton. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 28 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: LA./--. ·!/y •• -lJ/a.cfry-..-- EMAIL:--------

Ao04lE.'lS: 3'-133 F~?\.k;L) ,?gVLcr>,pi. ~ l'>IONF: (.,,~, 106 - 3 77 0 

CoMMENTS: GO u..r-,;,lJu p ~/II Cv 1--/0 +~ ax a4,R.' A 

Hli&ei:,5$ff.:JO ,MTA'BYOCT.::Z&, so PLEASE RETIJRN BY dt:T. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fiXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-400 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-28. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 

 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-401 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-29. Robert Booker. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: robenboc1<er@an.net 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 10:31 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line UM~rground on Crel\sha\11 Btvd. 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors., Octobe-t261 2009 

A a resident of the Vk!w Pad- Community, Jam writing to I hank you for ~\})proving and fu1ldlng a rnjl 
line lO ron down Cn:ushaw Boulevard. For the-~nfcly of (he children at Crenshaw High School and 
View Park Prepat.1.tory School, pltase keep the rail line undetg.1·01utd on Crenshaw Bou.levard. Traffic 
along Crenshaw Boulevard, and trntl1c on .?vlartin Luther King Blvd. and Slauson Avenue at the 
iokrsection of Crenshaw is a.lready hea,tiJy conge-s,ted and backc.d up m05it of the lim~ lhercfore, ao 

abov~ the ground mil woukl make matters worst. Pleas,e trtat the Cr~shaw Conununity as you plan to 
tn:tl.l the Wilshire ConununiLy by i1J$1a 1Jing lhc oew rail lioe: bcfo,v ground. 

lltflnk)'OU, 

Dr.Robert BOl)ker 
4325 F.noro Drive 
Lo, All&"k,, CA 90008 

I J/512009 

30-29 

l\ 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-402 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-29.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-403 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-30. Jenny Boone. 

 

© Metro'----------------

3 0- 3 0 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Chft Environmental l~d Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Comment Form 
The Crt"-'lShaw Transit Corridor project team .... .:elcomes your comments on the findings of the Draft Envkonmentil Impact 
Statement/Draft En\lironmental Impact Report or any other ispe(l or Lhe proi«t or proc.cH. Plt#se fillo1.1t \his form and vsc additional 
sheets of p:apet, lf Oeces$3')'. Ci~ this fQrm tQ pro;eet .s~fF Or r1!'tl.J1n to Mtcro (see di~ctions on rcw:rse). 

Name (First& Usr Name, Orgs,,iution/ 

J ~ YIY :Pioo"e, 
Addf't'ss {Sire«. City, Sme, Zip) 

~oo s 
Wov:ld yw like to be .-<:Med to tht p,oj«t mailing list? 

O Y,cs )(! No 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO Comment {please print): 

My Support ro, (chod< onej, 

O Bus Rapid Transit {BRT) Attemative 

D Light Rail Transit (LRT) Altematlve 

D No lmpro\'ement Nec~ury 

fle:i,e. se kc\:: :Hl\e. Et Sea c,ndc S:.J-e. .,fu-,,- :he- I A 

_,m..,_.,.G.'"l"-V\u;\W)""'-'Ct"'.Vlu<L""'--\Yl-"a.,,J{"'J.'-'.'----=-v ___ ___ _ _ 

(Ne>-Bvild Altema.tivc) 

Minor I mprovcmcnts 
O (Transpollation Sys~ms 

Management (TSM) Altcmative) 

ONo0pinion 

My thoughts about 
(cned( any« all that appty): 

~ Construction 

~::;:,,~y 
Q Tr~fflC 

□ $;1fety 

0 VislJal Effects 

){ Displacement of Pro~rt)' 

Ji1" Disruption to Susi.ness 

O Pub-lie Seivic~s 

□ Local Land Use.& Oevelop,ner11 

i1 Economic Impacts and Jobs 

D Sped fk oes;3n fe31u ,ei. 

001her 

• 

-------

Tu !\)QJ: u,,e ::±ht i,Utzj:<,kJ,u,W s1-k- - +oc 
B 

-OVER· 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-404 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continued): 

Work zip code? 

How do you regularly travel in the f)f'OJect a1e.i? 
(ch«k all thst •PM) 

D live io the projec.t area? 

D Wotk in the projtci area? 

D Commute through the pro;tci: :11~? 

O 0th~~ 

0 Bicycle~ 

JXl'CarorTruck'? 

□ au,? 

O W.ii~? 

D Own a business In the prQject are-a? 

AFFILIATION 

D Resident D Business 

\X) Com m;mity or Neighborhood Org3ntz~tlon 

D Public Agency 

D Environmental Organfaatlon 

D (;vie Organization 

0 Economic Development Org3ni1 . .i6on 

□ Other 

®Metro 

--------
□?'"" 

Thank You! 
Cive this form to pro;ect staff or retum to Metro: 

PoNJI Mail 

Roderick Diaz. Ptoject Manager 
Los Angeles County Mcttop¢1itan 
Ttansportition Authority 
One Cattway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99--22·3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Email; 
diazrodetick@metto.ne1 

Project Hotline 
(21)) 921-2736 

Comments must be rea,ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-405 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-30-A.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-30-B.  
 
Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-30A. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-406 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-31. Margo Bouchy. 

 

_______________ «, Metro 

30-31 

A 

;,nmfa~~titto :t4TA'av:ocr. 2e, so PLEASE RETURN av !1Cf. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-407 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-31.  
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would create some impacts during the 
construction period.  These include potential changes to traffic patterns, reduced on-street parking and 
altered access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with local businesses to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Underground segments of the 
alignment would result in increased disruption to business because of the longer time required for 
excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would 
provide enhanced access to customers of local small businesses.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-408 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-32. Carla Bowdoin. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: carmttad-ur@aot oom 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 17, 2009 9:43 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: Transit Syst~ms on cre,ishaw Blvd 

My n~me is Garta cavalier Bowdoin. I am a resident of the Crenshaw community, 

I live at 5328 Brynhurst Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90043 

I am a registered voter and an act~ mcmbec In my community. 

I A 
BELOW GROUND metro rail 

I OPPOSE a bebN ground rail system along Crenshaw Bl"Jd, 

ABOVE GROUND Light Rail Tranoit I B 

I OPPOSE an above ground light rail along Crenshov, Bl•1d. 

A Bus Rapid Transit I c 
I OPPOSE an expanded rapid bus system along Crenshaw Blvd. 

===~================= 

I J/512009 

30-32 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-409 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-32-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of 
why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Response to comment 30-32-B. 

Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-32A. 
 
Response to comment 30-32-C. 

Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-32A. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-410 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-33. Shawny Bowen. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-33 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: 3m, I )'Q\\ :'r>ou )£ 0 EMAIL~U~(\\l ·1 \?..rtt£-l::ehm,\, ( /l\1 

AoOl>ESS: .33;0,s \L\ 7 J-t\-f\ ;n ~:.:t;s9S;..~ l'MONE: =93 ]"')6} ·59Q7 
COMMENTS: ':=\ Q \ \ D a . , \ ,,. \ e, 1 -t < A: IJa:l er 9 re} w DI A 

ffl!ll·ee sENT'ro'MTA'ti.Y,.ocr. ~~;"so'l'I.EMi: RETURN et-:Ktef:,i~ 
Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-411 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-33. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-412 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-34. Kim Bowens. 

 

________________ © Metro 

30-H 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~ 1m b6v->e.n::, EMAIL! kd f'Yl(Ceyy~ ve, ~ ( 

AooltEss: -370'-/(q t'\-L.TQ,<.. PL- Pit:>NE: 1,'2-3- .'.+'l<a4?:<17 
CoMMEHTs: _ ____ _____ ____________ _ 

HU5I IIE SENT;J()j,llfrA BY·QCl'f~6, so·l!(~ j(ttlJRH BY.J)J:;J. ii3 

Email: crenshaw@Rxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-413 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-34. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.  

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-414 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-35. Juliet Boyd Benton. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

IIIUl&ef!TONTAffOCT, 21,90.._UTUM ff OCT, D 

a.e· 0 111ft1f! oV • llur:(3ZJ} 761 • HJS •...,...._P.O. /JOX 781267 LA, CA f0016 

JOO~ n.t u :, 1 toti1U ttt 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-415 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-35-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-35-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-35-C. 
 
The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR found that the operation of 
an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, 
community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would create some impacts during the 
construction period.  These include potential changes to traffic patterns, reduced on-street parking and 
altered access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with local businesses to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Underground segments of the 
alignment would result in increased disruption to business because of the longer time required for 
excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would 
provide enhanced access to customers of local small businesses.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-416 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-36. Deborah Bradley 

 

----------~Metro 

30-36 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

N•....:: ::-5),.\outl).\- ~o,A\c..'1 E>wL: ,~ ~c;9&bL /lei 
Aocw>.ES~· ,JiRJ1~ 5 'No"il" ~:t LA f(io}f ;:,: = ✓ · J<4f 

Cow<ENTs: _ ________ ~--------------11 
\\l\:h qf , lt\¢.U ~(I~ ~ \h e5~ »<'<' A 

:Y-,,\\5 --r-

M.llil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PUASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@nxexpo.org • Fax: (313) 761 • 6'135 • Address: P.O. 8<JK 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-417 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-36. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-418 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-37. Tiffany Bradshaw. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-37 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

-· '"= = ;uo. qOO,,~ - c«.<•d>IH>5' ·-:-
'""" I ~SMO,,.J ....,---.-~e.,.,,_,,,jl',.I 
OJNMOO"S: Le .-. o e 125zfl °"" ,., C, I ~ 

H11iI IIE S!NT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, :13 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Adthws: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-419 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-37. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-420 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-38. Dorothye Brandon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: Oe,11.o'rl, Ve.. .l. Jef;e,,,..f.rf 
I 

ADDRESS: ~ - v~-,vo,,/ If><.< · 

EMAIL: ________ _ 

CoMMENTS: kJ-e iv 4<11! 7 }-1, :f'. :t--,.....J ,I +,, cro y..nJd...,__ rl.,~ l:-b ,. 
/IY.S,t e.o.,J 6-l' o f'I -f•t .....__, a,,/7(,,-,, S.,,.,_.f,y;,¢, 'zr="~r1d. 

Mu'sill";,1,>-'~t.=:- ·'f~<><x;,:,.,,;.=x.r.r-•r,.1!',..._11< .. 'D.--.-'J'~ _ , ~ ~-•·Y.LwJ.U!,1;.""lli/1 ... ~~,,,.~-'"'"'lo.~-""--'M" 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ol 90016 

30-38 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-421 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-38. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-422 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-39. .T. Brode 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Terese Brode [tmabrode@yahoo.com) 
Sent: Sunday. October 18, 2009 11:22 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: RI:: conc0ms \Nfth ~skhestef Area 

ti.fr. Diaz~ 

I am a resident io the area of Osage and on Osagt1 Avenue. I am e~\·cremel►• ooncuned a.bout the negative 
tr:dlic and noise impact th11L i1. '"i ll cause 1is living ou th¢ ooJUcr of 79th and O.sage Avenue. \Ve are 
curremly dt':iling with e.xcusive noise fl'Om U\e. airpo11, c.ars, tmcks,, buse~ and fwy. \Ve aJso l\.ave to deal 
with pollution on our street. 

• How will my concerns be addressed ~ noise, air quality, trnffic ,md visual impact of the arl?-a now ouul 
h.1 fh l' fuf'urc? Who will take re-~~po1.1sibility? h ji. no1 1u:cep1ablc thaf 01-.e agency \\1-0uld say thal this is 
not our area it LS another agency etc . 

., .4.JlOtht.f question is 1he impact on iny propeny and va1ucs'! We bought when things were at the top of 
the marke-L 

~ With the-roil nmuiog ull 1hc. lime - how will lhe. noise impact ltS? \Ve d<> nol ncc-d more noise - even 
white m.l.ise-siuce: we have So mwJ.Y other fucto.~ to deal with. [ just c.ann(>l pick up and move at this 
lime. TI1cro is a need for other mc-~os of moving people from one place to :moth\.-r th.:d ius for sur.; since 
over-devdopmeru ls always the fi rst p1'iority ove1· t\uality of living. 

I nm all ti.)r ·u1,gr.-.dlng our ii.re.a lO make ii niOc!r, Sf, that it goes u:p and n<,t d<1wh.The one thing 
Westchester has quaint ,treas which is active to buy. 

·maok you fo, the oonsider,uion for my stl\.~t and area. 

SiJlCerely, 
·n3rode 
tmahn')defti.lvahoo.com 

Pleal)C• kl me know ff you have aoy c1ucslion.s thul l can :iuswer. 

I J/512009 

30 - 39 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-423 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-39-A. 
 
The potential impacts to traffic, air quality and noise were all evaluated in the environmental 
document.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to traffic would occur near the Westchester 
community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line.  The federal air quality 
thresholds would not be exceeded during operation of the project.  The noise impact analysis 
prepared as part of this project indicated that with the implementation of mitigation measures, there 
would be less-than-significant noise impacts from light rail trains operating between 54th Street and 
60th Street and from warning signals along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way at Centinela 
Avenue and West Boulevard.  No discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning 
devices in the area adjacent to 79th Street and Osage would occur.  This location is more than 1,000 
feet north of the proposed light rail alignment. Noise from a light rail system would not be 
discernible at this distance.  Although property values are not an environmental topic requiring 
response, there is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce 
property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have 
actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-39-B. 
 
A mitigation and monitoring and reporting program (MMRP) was created by Metro for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The purpose of the MMRP is to ensure that the mitigation 
measures identified in the FEIS/FEIR to mitigate the potentially significant environmental effects of 
the project are, in fact, properly carried out.  An annual mitigation monitoring report shall be 
prepared for this project by Metro until compliance with the required mitigation measures is 
complete.   
 
Response to comment 30-39-C. 
 
See Response to comment 30-39-A. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-424 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-40. Barbara Brophey. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 · 40 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Envil'Onmental Im~ Sbtcmcnt/Orafi EnYWOnmental Impact Report 

Comment Form 
TheOenrsha,w Tr;fr~11 C011ido, ptOJcct team WC'lcomt'S )'OUr comments on the findings of the or.aft l:.nvi,onmentaJ lm(Ma 

S~tCfflC't"II/Draft Environmental Impact Report or any other aSyect of the pro}ect orprooess. Please ra1 ot.1 this form and use additional 
sheets of paper. if necessary. Give this form to ptoject s1.1ff 01 ret:t.irn to Mevo {sec dirc:ctiom en tt'\'CJ'Se}. 

N"ame (Mrs/ & Ulst Namt?, Otganiatfon) 

:J/c;~~'!;;~s{!'l!ff½ 

My support for (check one): 

D 8u,i R.ipid Tr.insit (BRT) Altcmative 

D l.ight RailTr.in sit (LRT) Ahemative 

No Improvement Necessary 
D (No-8uildAl~rnativc) 

Minor Im pr·ovcmc-nts 
D (Transportation Systems 

Man3gement fTSMJ Alternative) 

D No Opinion 

My thougfits: ut 
(c:hcc:k a or .111 that apply): 

~suuction 

~ !icy 

~ 
D"fj-ttal Effects 

i(~eemeni or Property 

e'Disruption to Busine-ss 

O P~e,vicn 

~ a_l land Use& Ocvelopment 

~omic Impacts and Jobs 

O Specific Oesign F~atures 

□Other -------

Commen! (plNsc print); 

-OVER· 

Would 1lte to be 1ddied to the project mailing list? 

~□No 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-425 August 2011 

 
 

~ Metro._ _____________ _ 

Comment (contlnutd): 

Hll ;JS ABOUT YOU'l'SEU' 

Do you: (che<t ,II th,t i,pp/y) How do 10" ,esul~rly travd in tho prOfect area~ 
(chedu/1 tl,;,r •PPM 

□ Uve in the ~oJecl 1.1ea? 

□ wen tnthc P")fKt.-ca> 

O Comrnult throua" lm project aru? 
□o...,, 

□ s ;cyci.l □ e "' 1 

□C.vOl'TrucU o w.u., 
0 Owna buiu,c·H iin~ PfOiect•~ 

AFFlllATlON 

O Resident O Buslnciu 

D C-ommu,uty Of Nttghborhood Of1•nlunon 

0 Fvbk Agmq, 

□ Environmc-nr.al Oriatl&Ution 

□ Ci\tk Organii•tlon 

D Economic Oevclopmt:nt Orga1'h1t.ior1 

□Olhff ----------

®Metro 

--------
□~ 

Thank You! 
Giw this form to project st11ff or rtwrn to MfflO; 

Poobl MaJ 

Rodlridto;..,P,ot«,.._ 
LO<""""' Counly Me<ropolbn 
f r11t1Sportation Authority 
01'1(! Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stopt 99-22-3 
Lo• A,,gole,, CA goo1 2,2952 

-cl,un,dc,;ck--

"°jea. Hotlfno 
(213) 922-273& 

Comments must be N!C2ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p,m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-426 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-40. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-427 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-41. Tom Brophey. 

 

© Metro~-------------

Crenshaw Trans it 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmiental Impact Stat.cmont/Orafi: Erwironmental bnpact Report 

Comment Form 
The Crenshaw Transit Corridor pfojiect ttim wdcomcs your comments on the finding$ of tlie Or-,fl Environment.al Impact 
Statement/Draft EnV'lronmencal Impact Report or any other aspect o.fthe ptoject Of pn:xess, Please fill out this form and u$e ;Jdd.ilional 
sheet<; o( paper, ff ,,c«s-s;iry. Give this form to projea staff o, tet1.1m to Metro (sec directioos on reverse). 

Name (Ai'st & !.ast N-,~ Org:1.niution/ 

:fo 11, g .,,. l> o h .e-¼J 
Address (Street. Cltr, St~rt, ,lip) 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My •"l'J)Ort lo, (ch..:k onej: 

D Bus Rapid T r.-nsit {BltT) Alternative 

O Light Ra!ITran,11 (LR'r) Afuima1Wc 

D No lmpl'QVemcnt Nttcssa,y 
(No-Build Alternative) 

Minor Improvement$ 
O (T,anspomition Systems 

Management (TSMJ Ahem::i tsve) 

0 NoOpiniOfl 

Myd,ougt,tsabout 
fched< any ot all !Nt • ppl/J: 

D Consttu¢1iOn 

□Norte 

0Alf Quility 

or .. rr., 
□S,feay 

□ Visual Effects 

D Displacement of Property 

D Disruption to 8usine$$ 

□ Public Ser.•lces 

□ Local U!:nd Use & Ocvelo-pment 

O Economk lmp3t ls i nd Jobs 

0 SpettOc Oesign features 

O 0ther 

' 

Q No 

Comment {ple.iso print): 

~f:u~ 

-OVER · 

30-41 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-428 August 2011 

 
 

_______________ m Metro 

Comment (continued): 

Howdo,w ,qut,.t, ....... 1"' prcj<ctue>! 

O tiweintbcP'Oft'O,.,., 

□ Wort: in the proi,ea •~1 

0 C«nmuto ct,...,gh N "'°'°" o,w 
{d..d,ldwt,pp/y/ 
0 B,;qcle~ □ a...1 

□0th~ ________ 0 Caro,TNCk? □Walk.? 

0 Own a b\f:Siness in the p1oi.c, are-a? 

AFFILIATION 

O Resident 0 Ou:ilness 

D CotnmurtltJ o, N~1t1borhood Organization 

0 Pl.bile Ag,nq 

0 E-1 ~---
0 C-""'-Q,g.-

0 £<-~ 0<i•"'....., 
□Otho, 

©Metro 

O ~er 

Thank You! 
Give th•s form to project staff 01 <ttum to Mwo; 

Po!tal Mall 

Ro<lffl<i< Diaz. ~M•n,ge, 
Los Ang<los Coun<y M""°f"'lilao 
r,_,..nAud,o,lly 
OnoGmw,yPl.w 
MailS...,.'9-2H 
t.os Angdn. CA 90011-29S2 

Emailt: 
dl_lcl,.,,,....,.net ......,_ 

(lll) m -2716 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-429 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-41. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-430 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-42. Brenda Brow. 

 

---------------~M~~ 

_________ ..,.,.,.,,.,. _____ .,,. _ _____ ,,,..,,. .... _ __ l.,' U J Jt/Y(J o'!>l!tl'IU --.......... - - ----•---- 30-4 2 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAM~~E ~~\i,), 

ADOOESs:(E O &,y ~~ 1= 

;o.,w,.'17:' :n.;;:roo=~i?~~ ..... · '·iiy~ CUl,"ZJ;.!il"'i,Sffl,I>'! !.:!t>Ll!li!JUlli!l,Uj;g , '11,!:.tr.1,,_..r uRN _. < 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Bax 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-431 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-42. 
 
Buses, trucks, and automobiles currently operate at a higher frequency and at faster or similar speeds 
along Crenshaw Boulevard than a light rail vehicle would upon implementation of the proposed project.  
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-432 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-43. Dave Brown. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Dave BrOIM'l (cbown@sleep;~-giant ret) 
Svr<i;:,y, Ootobcr 11, 2000 8·22 f"lM 
Diaz, ROderick 
Metro support 

30- 4 3 

Having a m~uo 1Lne run down Wi1shi=e is a r.o brainer , l can ' t believ* it has taken Los 
J:.ng,:ol&s thia long to .really cvm:r,.it to t.h& dev-elopment: of a metro systerr .. we have the A 
technology. We have t..raffic j>rO:Olem.s , And t-re ' r,;; the big~~st. city in North A.-rnerica without 
an extensive metra system , Le':. · s change tltat . 
~··-~••'•~···~~·····••+••· 
Dav.s Brown 
s!.*ping Giant e:nten.aii~ment. 
5225 Wilshi.r'<= Blvd, St.e 514 
L◊S Angeles , CA 90036 
O: 323- 930- 2232 
dbrownOsle&pinq- 9iant..net 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-433 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-43. 
 
Comment noted.  A transit line down Wilshire Boulevard is beyond the scope of the selected Locally 
Preferred Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Project.  A separate environmental review process is 
underway for the Westside Extension Project along Wilshire Boulevard.  Comments and concerns 
regarding a transit line on Wilshire should be directed to the David Mieger, Metro Project Director for the 
Westside Extension Project, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, One Gateway 
Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-434 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-44. Earnestine Brown. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-44 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: il'bJ.J ,) t 6 rot ,\i ' &: EMAIL: ________ _ 

Ao~: /ill/ rl,p/.,., 'lslo,I th fl r11,me: 3-13 -- }¼-

Q,. L €,Olh\>"ol o :, y . 4.+ J 

iil!n,J~1~1'ffl!l'.o.)4JA'JY9(:T. !26/S<)~E RETURN BY (}.¢r. 23. 

Email: o-enshaw@fixexpc.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-435 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-44. 
 
Comment noted.  The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR found 
that the operation of an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no 
changes in population, community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation 
would result from the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light 
Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the 
surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-436 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-45. Kanisha Brown. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 · 45 

COMMUNITY M EMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: l1co1·'.'rn 1:n,q r l 
AooRESS: :'2J rJ,7 '-ll \ QLh \- fft) I 

i:MAJL: --~-~-----

PHONE:<::id1,UJ:; -3<./i.jz 

H!!fil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshow@fixexpo.org • Fax: (313) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 ~ 0\ 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-437 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-45. 
 
Comment noted.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of 
why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.  The traffic analysis in Section 3.0 of the FEIS/FEIR 
found that existing traffic congestion through the Corridor was at or nearing capacity during the AM and 
PM peak periods  at a majority of the intersections in the study area.  These conditions were anticipated to 
worsen significantly by 2030, when nearly all of the intersections would be operating at or above capacity 
during the AM and PM peak periods.  The light rail transit alternative was found to be the most effective 
alternative to address the need for transit improvements within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The Light Rail 
Transit Alternative, selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative, would not reduce travel lanes along 
Crenshaw Boulevard and would reduce the number of automobile trips.    

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-438 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-46. LaRita Brown. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-46 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE SluDY 

NAME: ~ itr1rf!./» ;'3,q.; ,,w EMAlt: K/6:* &rt e. 11.t,,,,.,'Le«,., 
AooRfss: ~42~G-;.l.a~Mc..&1=,______,,,-- -, 
CoHMEHrs: 4-,#-1=~~~.Z::.~:..a::z~~~ ~~~~ A 

.Mlli[ BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE REnJRN av OCT. 23 

Emal/: crensmiw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-439 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-46. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-440 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-47. Mark Brown. 

 

----------~Metro 

30 - 4 7 

f!WUBE SENT'l'O,MTA''BY'OCT. 26,S0°PI.EASE RETURN BYOOT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@f,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-441 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-47. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-442 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-48. Sheree Brown. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-<8 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's C RENSHAW LINE STUDY 

Aoo<,isc, 9~!t<1 1-"': ..,._ • ea+: ____ _ PHoHf: u,l·.sn ·:JY/3 

CoMMEN'I S: Bu•• ~ .. p~,.,.,L~cc.>>00....,curt~fl<l.oaM~f ----------1 A 

.tl.lLfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PlfASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. BcK 781267 IA, CA 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-443 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-48. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-444 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-49. Jeryl Bryant. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 · 49 

H.!!H·BE·SEJ',IT TO .MTA'JY OCT. 26, 59 PLEASE RETURN BV/dl:;,T. ·~ 

Email: crenshaw@fJXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ot 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-445 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-49. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-446 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-50. Jackie Buchanan. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

COMM,_yNITY ME 
NAMt : -:)~ 

AooRESS: DD 

30·50 

-~ &=;:c.MENTS-"'-':rtli---"-----:-'---'-~~;,<':'-;p-rc-'-,rlui.a0i2?:l"-'-'t~ii'-'-"~ 01),4<c:..=...:......)..i.......:.,_.,__,' tJ-1'v_t..:,._ , A 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fa-x: (323) 761 • 64JS • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-447 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-50. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative, as selected by the Metro Board of Directors, has a 
vertical profile that contains a mix of below-grade, at-grade, and elevated segments along the alignment.  
Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  The determination of what part of the alignment is at-grade or grade-separated is a 
systematic analysis based on engineering and environmental analysis and occurs on a site-specific basis.  
Page ES-23 in the Executive summary of the FEIS/FEIR provides a graphical representation of the vertical 
profile of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that the proposed aerial segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue would result 
in adverse visual environmental justice impacts to the Hyde Park community.  Design Option 4, a below-
grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue was implemented to eliminate these impacts. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-448 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-51. Delois Burdette. 

 

---------------~M~~ 

30•51 

Milti:,ilE"~4'QJliA'.)X~~~M:iW~ 
Emal/: aenshaw@fixexpo.OffJ • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-449 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-51. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-450 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-52. Victor Butler. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Victor Butfer (victorbuttet@hotmalt oom] 

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2009 2:12 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: Victor Butler Light Rau Emp1oym(:!nl oppo,unities How rnany umes will I be den;ed a jab on this pto 

A file has been sent to you via I.he YouSendlt FOe Delivery Service. 

Download the file - Credential 1 O.J1df 

You, file will explte aner 7 days or 100 oown1oads. 

Victor A. Butler 

Ota,· Robe,·1 Dia2. 

JO(i! HfLLCRV.S'fDRJVRAJ>AR'FM£.Vf C 
L<)S AN:G):u ;s, C.a.1,l l'l<>Rl'<f.\ !iH,O!I 

:l1.l-:!f~.~I( .•HOM£.• 3?)..!9!-8-ll(i FAX • lU-4.t!-1il-1C£LL 
,m,,~n,-

I'll l'm Ytdor ru:d llwnb for readmg my ~•~nbal!l ;,aidgiviOB me JS<.>me in1ggei1tiotl$ for 3¢tt~ $Olnt:! wo,k in the. I 
trausp.)rlaoon construction mdwu·y. 
Again Thanh for your time. 

Swcae~ly. 

I J/512009 

A 

30- S2 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-451 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-52. 
 
We thank you for your interest in participating in the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Job seekers are encouraged to forward their qualifications information to the appropriate 
contractor(s) who are selected to construct the project.  Metro has also developed various policies to 
encourage the participation of local job seekers in large transit investments. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-452 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-53. George Buzzetti. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t : 
To : 
Subjeet: 

Geo,ge Buzze!ll fgeo,gebuuetti@gmail.com! 
Moncby, Ociobcr ·26, 2000 2 :41 PM 
Oia•z, Roderick; crensnaw@fixexpo.org; dg@focexpo.org 
CRENSHAW LINE 

l understand the need for ca train line in that d.irect.i.◊tl, Ho..,-e·,~r, 
yo>.1 need to have the -aame respect for t.h.& Crenshaw .Blvd. community as 
yoo ha\fe :'or the "'ilsM re .::oll'fl'lunity , 1 do r.ct: live in the area, but, 
l ha-.•e dri•1e.n down Cr<enshaw many tin~s during t.he daytime and it :::s 
maY.ed out: , 

'rhcrefo.te, l xequ;.,,st t.he this propos:'CI line d~n Crenshaw is put 
und❖rgr-ound as it is proposed for lii.lshire , 

G-?orge auz::et.ti 

3 0 - 53 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-453 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-53. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-454 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-54. .Diana Capell 

 

---------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft EnW'Oflmemal Impact SbitemcmJDraft En-.iton,nent::il lmp;id Rcp!)l't 

Comment Form 
lhe: Cremh;lw Tr.111$6 Cort!dot pt<i;ect te:1mwt>k;ot11~ you, corni,icoHI on lht- f'tndings of 1he 0 1:il't ~ f'lt.'11 IMp,KI 
St:ilerm:nt/Oraft EllVltOOl'l'ltf!l.11 Impact R:epoct °' :u\y Olher ~Pt« or th~ pro{e<I or pr()QCSS, Please fll! out thii;, l'¢tm and~ addk)CJll/11 
:1heetsor Polpet', If nece-ss.1,y. Give this t'orm 10 pi~ I 1.1aff or ti:1\1m to M®o (see di(C:dioos on feveiwt. 

My f>'V.WOtt for (check Otlc): 

0 Bi.n. R:ip id Tr.;05it (8Rl) Akem3tive 

0 tight Rall T1&nsr, (LRT) Al'lem;itiV<l 

□ N o lil\1).-0vtt'l'lt-1\1 Nec~.) ;1,y 
(No·8uild Ahcmt1tNc) 

Mi<'IOt l m p1ove,.1e1tb 

□ (tr.!l'ISj)Ollltti(l,(l Sy,.tt-m s 
M,11n:igtmc11t ilSMI Altemative) 

□ NoOp.iniOfl 

My thought$ abolil 
{check :my or.all thQt apply): 

D Cnnsl1'1c1l011 

till Nmse 

~ 1\11 Q~i.d ity 
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"P2 Vii;u.\l F,ffocts 

9!'0i.sp!:1ccm~nt ol Property 

J:!'Oisroption to Busioe-ss 

0 Public Servk~ 

□ tot".tl Lund Ur.r. & Ocvel.Qt)lf!cnl 
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S1111en~1t/Of.i(( t'.11V1,onm\'ntilf 1"1pi')CI Re1>o1t or ~ny~ht.r .,,p,tc.f ,'lt11,t r ,oj«1 I'll ,,,oc~, P*:)<c f,ft,,._.l tl11s ffl,,n ,,,wt w,c ..ol:Wl'!,ci;11d 
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~-to a...-, 
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Response to comment 30-54-A. 
 
Although property values are not an environmental topic requiring response, there is no 
documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. In some 
instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-54-B. 
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement. 
 
Response to comment 30-54-C. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would change traffic patterns, reduce on-
street parking and alter access to local businesses during the construction period.  Metro will coordinate 
with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to customers of local small businesses.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-55. Steve Cady. 
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Response to comment 30-55-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  The northern extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire 
Boulevard is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A 
Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension of light rail 
transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s 
Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a 
transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies 
this as a funded project.  Information related to the Long Range Transportation Plan is available at 
www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and 
Programs” tab. 
 
Response to comment 30-55-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-55-C. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates your ideas and input. 
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COMMENT: 30-56. Ben Caldwell. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-56 

,...,.,. _ ____ ,..,,,,,. _ __________ .,,._. _______ L,UJ 11JVU ~1.!,IYLJ ---••--•------- ............... - --•• .. •••--
00
••• 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: • .61h4. M, d( EMAIL: -6w (;JIJ41e,///'Jwn~..1&~ 
AooRESS: i33/'3 Le/merl=tUdl/44 9'@)'3PHONE: ;:J.J;Ytt,-5l11 
CoMMENTS: t),h.J 7a httr,,e ik /J 4'[f ,&. Wu/ <;/,,;« J &8d, f& f, lfr1 A 1#}5,Y 6;, ~oy-11, pfuh 4 I • 

Mi'Js¥,ee-r-... ~Nau1>;.,,;,,1:· ·•,Ja;i!~;;;,~_,...., ;.;r .. ) -__,,_ 
. . 'l!!,IJIW,!,_.[. . ,,,y,. • . ~,. , . , -="'"'™' lh-.-~-

Ema11: aenshaw@fixexoo.ora • Fax: (323/ 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA. C4 900J6 
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Response to comment 30-56. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-57. Lorine Calhoun. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: atthefopofllfe@aol.com 

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2009 12:00 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: er&nstimv eomdor 

I support the above !he ground system Please up In lhe air not on the ground. I 'A 

1 am Ms. Lorine w. Calhoun. 5341 9'ynhurs! Ave, LA .. ca 00043 323 299-8620 

I J/512009 

30-57 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-463 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-57. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative, as selected by the Metro Board of Directors, has a 
vertical profile that contains a mix of below-grade, at-grade, and elevated segments along the alignment.  
Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  The determination of what part of the alignment is at-grade or grade-separated is a 
systematic analysis based on engineering and environmental analysis and occurs on a site-specific basis.  
Page ES-23 in the Executive summary of the FEIS/FEIR provides a graphical representation of the vertical 
profile of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that the proposed aerial segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue would result 
in adverse visual and environmental justice impacts to the Hyde Park community.  Design Option 4, a 
below-grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue was implemented to eliminate these impacts. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-464 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-58. Olga Cardon. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

M{iijjjQ'8tmfffi~.9yJt5.W,2J1-~8Fl'URN'ijj',~. 23. 

Ema/I: crens/ll1w0fixexpo.org • Fax: (3ZJ) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, Ol 9(}(]16 
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Response to comment 30-58. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-59. Bertha Cardriche. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Bertha Cardriche (oooree@hotm&l.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 2009 4:16 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick 

Please keep ttie Oenshaw line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of t he children at 
Crenshaw High School and View Park Prep, 
Also traffl<: already backs up in both direc,;ons on Slauson. Please dont make a bad situation 
worse. 

Treat us the same as you intend to treat the Wilshire Community. 

Sincerely, 

Bertha Cardriche 
4061 Olympiad Drive 
Los Angeles, c,, 90043 

New Windows 7 : Find the right PC for you. Learn more. 

I J/10/2009 

3 0 - 59 
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Response to comment 30-59. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-60. Dennis Carlile. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmental Impact StatementjOraft: EnYiroM1emal Impact Report 

Comment Form 

30-60 

The C,enshawTrlJ\S.11 Conldor pl'OJe« te:a.mwelcoml?'i you, comments on the findings ohhe 0 1afl £,w110M'lertu.l lrnpxt 
St.i>ffll<'nt/Otafi Environmenc;;I Impact Repon or ..,yother aspect of the project 0t ,P(OCC:S.S. Ple.ase fit! out this (orm and us~addl!ion&I 
sheets ofp.aper. ,f l'le«ss.ary. Cwe.this fo1rn to pro,etl $Uffo, rttum to Mt<ro ($ee directions on ,~rse). 

TH IS COMME,Nf RE.LATES TO. 

Mywpport for(checkOl\e) : 

O Sus Rap.d'r,ans'it (BRT} Aft~1n11tive 

D ligh.1 !ta il Truslt (I.RT) Aftemativc 

\,,,....,...,0 lmpto~ment Nec6s:uy 
~ No,81.111d A!temaHte) 

Minor Jmprovem-e111s 
D (T~nspatulion S)'1tems 

Mont;a:ement rr>MJ Alternative) 

QNoOpinion 

M)" thougtils about 
(check •rrt or all th;u appty): 

0 Co,utrvction 

Q Noiu 

0 AJr Qu,rtty 

□Traffic 

Q S;if~y 

Q '1i$v;;I Effects 

.ff Oi$placcment oi Pt0perty 

J2(C>i1rvption to 8usiJ,-ess 

,ef Ptlbllc ScNk es 

' 

D local land Use & Otvelopment 

□ Economic lmp.(IS .ind JQbs 

0 Specif< Design Fc-att, res 

O Otl-Jcr --------
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

TELL US ABOUT YOU RS Elf 

~ e in the pi-<>jeel areal 

0 Wotlc in 1hc piojeci .11,ca? 

D Cotl'l.muth'ly& Neighbothood o,g11nl;u1tion 

D Public: Aael'lt)' 

D E,wl!otl.me,'!lfll Otgsnlzation 

D Civie O,gantzation 

0 Etono~ 0eveiopme;!1.. OrJ:~i~~atJZO 
? '"., ~ cc, -~ 

©Metro 

Wort.:zipcodt:? 

How do you teWJbrly trSW!l .,'!he p<oject ma? 
(ched, .n that apply) 

0 Skyclt-! 0 Otis? 

P(malMait 

ROOCrid< Oi;v;, Projea M:i,i:ig.er 
Los Ang~s. County Met,opolitan 
T r.insportation hlihority 
◊!'le Cateway Plau 
Mail Stop: 99-22·3 
Los Anetlt-S, CA 90012•2!>S2 

Q Wa!k? 

Einail: 
diazroclerick@metro.net 

Ptojcct Hotline 
(213► 922•27.36 

Comments must be rec,ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

B 

C 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-470 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-60-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a vital component of the planning 
process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-60-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-60-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-60-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-60-A. 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Cl"en.sh3:•' nans-1 t Corridor OEJS0EUI, Connen ts.4 
R.esul ts from Fo r.- l of P;'l.ge proje<.:t s_scud'ies/cr e11shaw/con•te1tLfoN1. htmr.ro11: 
~('nt1 Hond-.;,.y, O<:to~,. l6, :3009 :.t7 PM 
'to: oiaz, .Rodedck. 
Subject: CNnSha'lf Tr,1r,sit Gor-ridor OEts/OEJR Comnencs 

H rstNUlC: 
l.\$tN~-ni:: 
organi nt.iQ(l : 
tff9 i l ;aiddrcu : :n;~t: 
-State: 
zipcode.: 
Yes: 
KO! 
support: 
Construction: 
eirQoaH cy, 
Tra ffi csafety: 
vlsualEffe,cu: 
01 sp l ac:e.flMtOf Pt"Ol)l'l"ty: 
01 sruptt ontoeus1ne..ss : 
Publi<:servic:es: 
1,0co1 l 1,,.andt.l$toCvC l opnen t : 
Econo•iclmp.1.ctnnd)ob-$: 
S~ci fi coesignf'e;i.tur~$: 
Other: 
HOIOeZip : 
"'-orkZi p: 
L 1ve1ntheproje.ctaN-a?: 
l!.'Ork1nthepro ectarea?: 
a.«1abusiness ntheprojectare.a?: 
CotffWte throo9hthepro J ec tacea? : 
Other: 
l!licycle?: 
Car'OrTI'UCk? : 
Su$?: 
\l,'.11k?: 
Othc.r?: 
~,sideot: 
Business: 
COIW'.Uni tvoNl'ei ghborhoodOrg;i.n.i i.i,t ion: 
PubliCAge.ncy: 
Etivi rormencalOrgani zation: 
<1v1cOrgani zation: 
£cono"i coeve 1 osmento rgilni za ti on: 
Other: 
oa.te : 
T111e: 

add1 tionala>Ments: 

Lars 
Carl son 

l arsecar 1 sonQ;yahco • c011 
2810 eutler 1we, 
LOS AAgeles 
CA 
90064 

"" L 1ghta.a11Tratis 1 t(un )Al ternative 

MCXld~. Oct<1b<1ir 26, 2009 
04 :46:44 PM 

Please nake this light ran ! Los AAgeles needs a rail system. not more bu$U. And this needs to be I A 
du·igned to ac.com,oclate a future extens1oo to MOlly,,,ood up Lil 8rea, r.airf-.ix. or Vffl.it<1vcrl wo need an I B 
~,lurn:itfv~ to c;u t.ra~el fn this city. 

Page l 
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Response to comment 30-61-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a vital component of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed such that it does not preclude the 
future northern extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to Wilshire Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-61-B. 
 
Comment Noted. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-62. Brenda Carter. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-62 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: bttrztla, (!~ EMAIL: _______ _ 

Aol.lf\ESs: LfJ()O /?a4-ma1,~1NL /2J,4..,-:J_5: PHONe:'3.2:3 S;ll 9'.'7...:3SS-
CoMMENTS: ______________________ _ 

Hl,IH,BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO'l'LEASERETURN Bf ~.·23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-474 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-62. 
 
No specific comment to address. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-63. Mary Christian. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Damien Gocdmon {damienwg@gmall.com) 

Saturday, October 24, 2003 9:44 PM 

Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Fwd: oocument1 

Attachments: Oe¢1.doo 

·----Fon.varded m~a~ ..... ,"'0 -~0 

From: <:1lrh.1.i:m, Ma11• <MARY.CIJRISlJAN@pmbatinn.)aco\mLy.go\1> 
O.te: Fri, Oct 23, 2009 at 10:54 AM 
Subject Documcnl 1 
Tl)'. Oamie11: Goodmon <daLni~owg1vgrnail.com> 

I J/512009 

30 - 63 
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--------------~ Metro 

October 23. 2009 

Dear ~tTA Board of Directors, 

PJe.ase keep the Cren:,.;haw Line unde.rgn)uud oo Crenshaw Blvd for the safety oflhe 
children at Crenshaw High School aod View Park Prep. A lso traffic, already backs up in 
both directions on Slauson. Don't mul<e u bad :;iLUali.0.1.1 worse. Treal U$ Lhe ~ame as you 
inlend LO treat Lhe Wilshire community. 

SINCERELY, 
Mary Christian 
3637 Welli~ton Rd. 
I.A., C. 
citizen 
res;d~rn of Crenshaw· Manor 
tax payer 
registered voter 
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Response to comment 30-63. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-64. Mary Christian. 

 

______________ © Metro 
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Hm BE.saitlO' Ml'A avrocr. ~6; so~~)tETU~ ii~ 
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Response to comment 30-64-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.   

Response to comment 30-64-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-64-A. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-65. Nicole Clark. 

 

----------~Metro 

30·65 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~ ic.o/e, Uafl. &wt.: ;;JI - .. 
AooR5s: ,53q .:) fxccl:-1, ),,I Avl _PlloNE_: _ -- -----

OlHMEHrs: __ ~-------------------
\11-1M ~<01JNcA c..i <..reo~lie ,u I A 

~ R SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 211, SO PlfASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-65. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-66. Darrel Clarke. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
$9nt: 
TO: 
Subjecl: 

Attachments: 

OO!lrke CrcnSMW 
OEts corrmert. .. , 

Oarreu Clart(e (darrc1orke@gmal1.com] 
Mondoy, O<;,tober 26, :moo 3:60 PM 
Diaz, Rodelick 
Personal comment on Crenshaw Draft ElSIEIR 

OClarke c,ensh.aw OEIS comment.pOf 

At;t.i:u;:hed .i,~ my pe r :u:m~l -c:o:nment -letter on tJu:: Ccen$hPto.' Dr;a·.Ct tIS/ElR. 

Th~nk.z , 
O~udl Clitrke 

30-66 
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P.O.Box913 
sa,,ta Mo11ica, CA 90406 
darwU@dddrlse prq 

October 26, 2009 

Roderick Oia4, Projecl Manager 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3 
Los Angeles CA 90012 
Via email: dia1rodorick@'lmf•tro.net 

Re: Comrnem on Crenshaw Transit Corridor Draf1 EIS/EIR 

I he following are my personal comments, 

The Creoshav,• Corridor should be- light rail, and planl)ed as lhe first segment ol a 
Jonger north•south corridor from the Red UnP in I lollywood, through West 
Hollywood, crossing Wllshlre and Exposi tion, servf 119 LAX. and endll,g Jn th<> South 
Bay. This would form a yrid of Metro rail li11es on the w e,tside. 

The Crenshaw Draft EIS/EIR should be seen in this larger context, both for its initial 
ridership and cost~effectiveness evaluation and in designing a light rail facility that 
can be extended north in the future. 

Co11versely, BRT would provide little be11efi t ove, existing Rapid bus service, could 
impacl rail use or l he Harbor Sul.x.1ivbio(1, and would uot suppor( this larg<:r vision of 
a north-south rail corrtdor from Hollywood to the South Bay. 

Io buikl light rail from the Green line to the Expo Line within the available budget I 
would forego the two mosl expensive options. /\ singtc subway station seNing both 
Uemert Park and Martin Luther Krog Jr. Blvd. would be consistent wi th the Purple 
Une·s sparing placeinern of its s1..1bway stacions. And an at4 grocle station a, the Expo 
line, perhaps on the east side or Crenshaw Blvd., c.."'Ould slill be compatible with 
future subway construction north. 

When funding is available, extension north could be a combination of tunnel to 
Pico-San Vir:ent<', at·gracie in the San Vicente Olvd. mc<lian to &?verlyC:enter (with 
lfkely grade separations at La Bre,,. Fairfax/Olympic, ancl WIishire), a11d subway 
through West Hollywood to Hollywood/Highland. 

The map on the following page shovvs this extended north·.south corridor in green. 

Darrell Clarke 

A 
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Response to comment 30-66-A. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The northern and southern extensions of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Hollywood and 
the South Bay are not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A 
Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension of light rail 
transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s 
Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a 
transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies 
this as a funded project.  A separate environmental review process for the South Bay Metro Green Line 
Extension began in early 2010.  That project is examining the extension of rail service as far south as 
Torrance.  Information related to the Long Range Transportation Plan is available at www.metro.net, 
following the links to “Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.   
 
The advanced conceptual engineering phase contained in the FEIS/FEIR considered the potential design 
of the King and optional Vernon stations.  After an operations and value engineering assessment, it is 
Metro’s recommendation to proceed with the King station located in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard, 
just south of King Boulevard as the final station plan.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Thanks for the suggestion.  The idea will be passed in to the Long Range Transportation Planning Group. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-67. Geanne Clarke. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Orafi. Environmental Impact StatementJOrafi: Environmental Impact Report 

Comment Form 

30-61 

The Crenshaw T 1'2nsrt Corridor projed tc~m wel,oomes your comments on the flncfings of lhe Ora fl Envi1onmmtal Impact 
Statcmcnt/Oraf\ U'TVironmcntal lmpac., Report or any odlcr aspect of the project or process. Please fill out this fo,1m and use additkinal 
shccts of pape,, if ne~ss;uy. Give this fotm to project st.ff or return to Mecro (see dlrec:6ons on te'lerse). 

Nimc (First & Us.t Name, {),ganiution} 

~u~' ~/Jf~ U4h-~ 
7"35{ 

THIS COMMEITT RELATES TO 

My support lo, tcl1ed< onej, 

19 8vs Rapid Transit {BH) A.ttema1ivc 

0 t.ight Rail Transit (LRT) Altcmati\'e 

No lmp~eme1lt Necessa,y 
D (No•8ulld Alt~rna1ive) 

M inOf lmprovemen1~ 
D (Transportation Systems 

Management (l'SMj Alternative) 

0 No Op1ffi<H'I 

MythougtUobo<,t 
(chock ;my or all tha& apply): 

O Constrodion 

□Noise 

0 Ai! Qt:arrty 

□Traffic 

Q S3fety 

0 Visu1I EfTl!Ct, 

~ Oi$p~i;cmcnt of Property 

l290 isn,.1~ n to Bvsiness 

0 Publk Setvices 

gt l ocal Land Use &. Development 

Bl Economfc Impacts and Jobs 

O Specific Oesjgn Fean.,res 

□Other -------

@ Yes 0 No 

l o, ,. J ,,,.. a,,../<, i ,,., :Cb e. Q.., o,m a-n ,, .,,_:,7' 
) cg~.,. ,, i17 1e,4 b--Z- J1,hecr<!.- 1T tS., 

$ j v n d o , . , h e.1ce 

(YO 

( .. ,e,..,, C (!2 Y'.hl e . 

-OVER-

A 
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Comment (continued): 

TELL US ABOUT YOURSHf 

What is yoor home zip code? 

Oo yw; (d,,& ,II ti,,1 , pply) 

Worl< zip code? 'j aa tf5 
How do you regularly travel in the ptoject arc.1? 
/check .JI! that t1pply) 

6'I Live In the projec.t :m:a? 

.iJ Wort i.11 the project are.a? 

D Commuti! lhtough the project .irca? 

O 0 ther? 

D Bkyde? D 81,1s? 

ri Caro, T,uek? 

O ?1her El Own a bvsi~ss in the project area? 

AFFILIATION 

fil Resident Ea 8uslneu 

0 Communrtyor Ne!ghbol'hood Organiz..ition 

D Pub lie Agency 

D Envlro11ment;al Organintion 

0 Civi(' Org.iini.lation 

0 Eeonomle Development Organization 

O 0thcr 

Metro 

--------

Thank You! 
Giw 1his form to project sulf °' retum to Meuo: 

Postal Mail 

Roderick Diaz, Pr<>;ect M.in.iger 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
Los Ang~, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diauoderick@metfo.net 

Project Hotline 
(213) 922-27}6 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-67. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-68. Rhonda Cobb. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30·68 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME:(Rh (> .bd p.. CO \?J EMAIL:---------
ADORESS: _______________ PHON:e: _ _ ____ _ 

CoMMENTS: -~-------~--------- -----
_ _ __ f__:,b,c_:_lY_t_lV_,.;__;_J_~_ ~_~_· _ ~_~_,_~_ 42,_;;_, _(~Uc:...::.V~~e:__,_~LJ ~r~¾~/Jd _ _ , A 

~i,e,stN\fQ1M'.f~l'l,<>CT : i.&; S0°1'l,EA$1: RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Emafl: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • FaJt: (323) 761 · 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-68. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-69. Janis Cobbs. 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 69 

HmBE SENT<TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN av,:®J. ·23 

Email: crenshaw@llxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 · 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-69. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-70. Jason Cohon. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 70 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Jason Cohon Oasonconon@sboglobal.net) 
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2000 4:26 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick; crenshaw@fixexpo.org 
Subject: K00p the-Cn~nShaw uoo Underground ii 

Dear MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the children 
at Crenshaw High School and View Parl< Prep. Also traffic already backs up in both directions 
on Slauson. Don't make a bad situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the 
\Mlshire community. 

Sincerely, 
Jason Cohon 
3475 Mount Vernon Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90008 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-70. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-71.Eunice Combs. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 .. 71 

~ ee SENT ro MTi.'°ev ocr: ~&, so'PLEAS.E:RETiJilN·il'rlt!ffi:~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpc,org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P,O, Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-71. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was developed based on the result of 
several previous planning studies dating back to 1967, that have identified the need for transit 
improvements within the Crenshaw Corridor.  Based on the topography and limited north-south arterial 
connections through the Corridor, Crenshaw Boulevard has continually been identified in these previous 
studies as the preferred transit route through the Corridor due to its large width and proximity to local 
community resources.  Through a similar screening process, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
also identified Crenshaw Boulevard as the preferred arterial segment for the alignment. 

 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-72. Kelly Cormier. 

 

m Metro~-------------

MfflilESENTTO MTA BY OCT. 26,SO PlEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

EmaH: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-72. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-73. Danna Cope. 
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B 

C 

D 

B 

I' 
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M 

30-73 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Danna Cope (dannaoope@gmaii.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:53 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: MWO C(~nshaw Transa c orridO( OEISIOElfi 

Name: Danna Cope 

Otgani1.at.ions: Westchester .Neighbocs Association.; Westchester Democratic Club, LAX Ar~-a 
Advisory CQrumi11ce 

Address: 82 19 Rc.,ding Ave, Westchester. CA 9004$ 

e-mail: daiy_1aoope@g,n3il.~ m please add me to project mailing list 

I suppo11 the LR1' Altematfrt. though it is more•C0&1ly and will take looger to build. 

Comments: 

I 
I 
I 

• An LA)( connection to/with the LRT or Blt f proj«::t is mandatory. lnfonnatioo from Los 
r\ug..-:lcs World Ai.rpor1s (LA WA) as to whi\f nud where (heir p011fon of 1hc conu.:.:ctfon will he for 
lh.e recoinme1lded station loc.atioo(s) is 1ll..'(tessal')' prior to creating tlle Final EJS/EIR for the 
Crenshaw Corridor project. 

I • Green line accesslinteractitln that is safe and co1wenient is also necessary. 

I • The £,I Segundo location for the rep.tir/maintenance facility is strongly preferred, It would not 
impac( rc{(identiul areas tUld ,vould require: lc$.t- grading a11d prepnratio11. tJu,1.5 ~aving funds and 
time. 

I • Hindry Avt-1.tuc lo the Os.age Park area of W~1ch~lcr must not be rcsirictc-d or closed (it is one of 
the few ingress/egress points lnto/out of this r~ideuti.\l ar.ro). Nor should Hindry or Osage 
Avenues be designated as traffic ac~ss roads for the LRT s.t.\tion. 

I Not only must th~e be no Westcbester repair/maintenance facility. there• must. be careful planning 
so th11t auto tratlic on Hhtdry and Osage Av<:nlteS arc-001 hsm1>ercd by an.y ~a1iou at O.te 
Hindry/Florence or Manchester!T-'lot't"llCe irltetse-ctio,,. 

• Full :tc.ccss to 83rd Strc~t. Osage Avenue~ and Hindf)' Avenue in Wcstcll?stcr .aN also ncc~sa1y, 
bod1 eluting oo,u.1n1ction and after du~ projec.t is fin ished UpgradcS to traffic flov,• (such as a 
traffic light at Osag.z/Manches-ter) may be• rwcessary. 

• The '✓RT pn)ject m\L".-1 in.elude gate~ aod lights to min.iuJiZe the-intera.::1ion. of the trains \\'itl1 autos 
,md pedestrfans, and lessen 1he 11ecessity for train horns or whistles. 

• Grade-separation. c.-spc-ci:dly ~ he~wiJy-lra-vcled intersections js preferable. 
• To ell.able usage by peopJe in Westchester aod Playa del R~y, there must be a c.oitvenient. s.afe, 

well-lit councctio11 ~rca to fink up with bus systems. aloug Manchester Avo. 
• Sound waUs wilJ be u-eNssary wber-ever the train comes close to residential areas, ~pecially 

where th~ train will be approaching intersections and/or curves and might us~ an audible w..1miog 
system .. 

• L..<tndscaping will be necessary to block. vi.stml (:md nohic) impacCs on ro,idcntfol :ircal>. 
• A con\prehe1ts1\•e stud)' of toxic couta.rninatioo at and .u·ouod Hind1')eff lore.oc.e/r-.fa.nchestet 

intersections must Ix made-and miy conlaminatiou thoroughly alld completely removed. 
• l l1e impac.r to bu!-ine5.ses on f\,(anche.,;ter at Florence $hl)Uld be kept to a minimnm. l11ey provide 

I J/10/2009 
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N 

inuch-needed coinnnu1ity setviecs. 
• Parking for a station n~ar the ?i.fanchester/Florence int,;:rsection should no1 ~ near reside11¢es. 

Parking should be south of Manchester along Aviation. 1\Jll)ther station location could be at 
lsis/FJor"nce with p:.uki11g south of that intersection, providing th«e can be connections with the 
1fantlh!5.1er buses at that location. 

I fo1ue Zip Ct.xit : 90045 

J live. ln tbe project area (Osage Park arc-.a of Wc:~u:hc$lcr) 

I travel by car~ walk, or use tJ-,e hus. 

AOlliations: Rc.sid~nt, Commun.iLy/Ncig:h001J1t)<>d Org.aniz.atio1\."" En\•ir(mmental Orguoitati,ms. Civic 
Org,aniza1ions 

ti.,fy apologies for not usillg yout fonn> although 1 tti~d 10 follow your fonn~,t. I oould not get my 
computer and your fonn to intenict. 

Dm1,rn Cope 
d.annacopet@g1~1ail.com 

I 1/1012009 
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Response to comment 30-73-A. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors, includes a station at Aviation 
and Century that would connect to LAX through the proposed people mover system identified in the LAX 
Master Plan.  Through cooperative planning efforts with LAX, the Locally Preferred Alternative includes an 
elevated station at Century and Aviation that would facilitate this connection. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-B. 
 
Comment noted.   A connection to the Green Line was identified as a key component of enhancing the 
regional connectivity of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and Metro Rail System as a whole.  
Safety is a key consideration in the design of this connection. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-C. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors eliminated from consideration both maintenance yards 
evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR at its meeting on December 10, 2009. Thus, neither of the El Segundo or 
Westchester sites was considered in the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-D. 
 
Because the Westchester maintenance facility is no longer under consideration, there is no proposed road 
closure at Hindry Avenue.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the optional 
Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station 
was removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over 
the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
Response to comment 30-73-E. 
 
See Response 30-73-C and 30-73-D. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-F. 
 
As part of the advanced conceptual engineering for the project, specific attention has been given to access 
requirements at all station locations.  It is not anticipated that there will be road closures.  In addition, 
where signal warrants are satisfied, signals will be installed in coordination with the Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-G. 
 
The California Public Utilities Commission requires the use of warning devices, such as bells and horns at 
all rail crossings, in addition to the use of crossing gates and safety devices. 
 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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Response to comment 30-73-H. 
 
As part of the DEIS/DEIR, FEIS/FEIR and Advanced Conceptual Engineering, Metro has used its adopted 
Grade Crossing Policy in the decision-making process regarding the necessity for grade separations.  It 
should be noted, however, that the final determination regarding grade separations is made by the 
California Public Utilities Commission.  This evaluation includes a public hearing process as part of the 
determination. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-I. 
 
An operations and bus feeder plan will be developed to maximize transit service from adjacent 
communities to the light rail system. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-J. 
 
Audible warning devices are only required by the California Public Utilities Commission at grade 
crossings.  The FEIS/FEIR has identified two locations, Centinela and West Avenues, where the use of the 
audible warning devices would require mitigation to reduce adverse effects.  Soundwalls near at-grade 
crossings are not viable mitigation measures because they reduce the visibility of approaching vehicles and 
pedestrians.  
 
Response to comment 30-73-K. 
 
Landscaping is considered as part of Metro's station area planning processes. Metro has not proposed that 
landscaping be used for noise mitigation because it is not effective. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-L. 
 
A preliminary screening assessment for hazardous materials has been prepared as part of the DEIS/DEIR.  
Detailed assessments will be prepared as part of the final design of the project where specific areas of 
concern have been identified. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-M. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic patterns, reduce on 
street parking and change access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will work with and 
coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-N. 
 
Comment noted.  The land use compatibility of parking lots adjacent to residences was considered during 
the design process. 
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COMMENT: 30-74. F. Paul Corneal. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:16 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Cr&nshaw' Light Rail 

- ·---- Forwarded m.essage •·--··· 
from: F. P:utl Co11J.e:d <fpcomcal@holm:1il.oom> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 ai 11 :58 AM 
Subject: Crenshaw Light Rail 
To: "crenshawfalfix-exr)O.l)ru" <cren~hawralfixe:xt>9.org> 

30-74 

ple~e ke-ep the Crenshaw ligln rail underground between 48th and 59th Stretl 'lfaffic is terriblt on I A 
Slnusoo duriug (be rush hours. 
·n\ank. you, 
F. Pa.111 C'Orndl 
5712 W.:-!-1 Rhtl. 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-74. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.  
 
The traffic analysis contained in the FEIS/FEIR determined that operation of an at-grade rail system from 
48th to 60th Street would not result in an adverse impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue 
intersection.  The light rail transit line is anticipated to result in a reduction of 26,764 automobile trips and 
the delay would be reduced over the No Build Alternative. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-75. Jeanne Cosgrove. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft. Environmenl31 lmj»tt Report 

Comment Form 

30- 75 

~ Crc~h;1.w Trar1sit Corridor projC'ct team welcomes your commmts on the findings o-f thc Draft Enviroomental lmp3ct 
Statfflloe0t/01a ft Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or process. Ptiease till out th IS form snd list ~dditional 
sheets of paper. if necessary. Give this form to profect stsft' or rlMllrn to Metro (see di1ectlons Of'I (everse). 

Name /First& Ust Nome, OgHniz~cion) 

~;"(Si,,,~s'-1mbJ1d'.,7, /,J~J)~f, ~¥ 
LJX rt: 

ml Bvs RapidTransit (BRT) Ahemative 

O Light Rail Transii (U'ff► Altemative. 

D No lmprovernMI Ne.::ess3ry 
(No-Build Memativc) 

Minor lmprO\'emcnts 
D (Transportation Systems 

Man;igcment (TSM] Ahfmcltive) 

D No Opinion 

My tho<,ght< atio.• 
(ched: any 01 all th.at appfy}: 

D Construction 

□ Noise 

0 A1rQualdy 

D Traffic 

0 S;ifety 

□ Visv;il Effects 

n!I Displacement of Propeny 

Q5 Disruption to Business 

D Public Sf?fVices 

IJ Local Land Use & Oevel09ment 

~ Economic Impacts and Jobs 

D Spec.ilk Design F e:itures 

O Othe, 

R§.Ves D No 

I n 

Y.) R-. ~ 'tr~ li--C u, h J e, (., C ~ "7; S 

6 e a7::' "'' e., d Ptoc 'f c,v:s 

~-n:t:i, 1 a o J 
2;(e,.,hTlcJ a (1 d q 11 

~e. t: h n e , CA l'.l1 th u ,1'.ir.~ 

& I,,,. ( 1 rvlLJ. b e ±Dr-«•: d )--:; 
: 

vc, lac 4T 

4 OVER · 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continued): 

TELL US ABOUT YOURSllf 

Wh31 is~ur home zi()<:.ode? <z na'-15'. 
Do )'OU: {check all th~t llpp/f) 

\Votk zip oode? 'f&a rl-5 
How do you , egubrly 1r,viel in the project art'a? 

(d,«f< '" "'" ,ppl,J 
Ja Live in the project area} 

f8 Wo,k In the pr<>jett .i~a? 

D Commvte through the project area? 

OOthe,? 

0 8i-cyde? 

8,CarorlNck? 

□ ?ther 

□ Bus? 

6:sJ Walk? 

U':a, Own a business in the project are3? 

MF1LIAT!ON 

IJa Business 

0 Commvnity o r Neighborhood Organization 

D Pvblic A$:ency 

D E,wironmental Organiz.at£on 

D Civic Organization 

D Economic Development Or<ganiutkm 

□01h0< l.J,4:Zl,,,,4fv.., ~-+"•;. I 

" ~P9"° 
Metro 

----------

Thank You! 
Give this form to pro;ect s t.a fr or ,e1i.rm to Metro: 

Postal M~,I 

Roderick Diaz, Pl'oject Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Au1hority 
One G.ueway Pia;~ 
Mall Stop:99-22-3 
los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

£mall~ 
dittroderick@me'ITo.~ 

Project Hotline 
(213) 922-2736 

Comme,,ts must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-75. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-76. Jeanne and Larry Cosgrove. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

lhe Cte~ T,an1.it Conido, project lt\lmwekomes you, comn,ents on the f!r1d1ngs: ohhe Or.!ft Env!,onmental tmpaa 
Sme-mentJOra!t £,wironmen;al Impact RtpM or any other asp«t of d'M! projca <if p,oces.s.. Ac;isl' ll!I oot ~his form and use additional 
sheets of paper, if necen3ry, Crve this fo,m to prqect sLaffo, ,etom lo Mgto fsee d ireafoos °"' tt\'erse). 

Email (ffliW' d<ldtess ro 1cccive pcvNxfk projttt updites) 

[a.:~-'{' 

□ Light R:ia Tr.1n11it (LRT) Altem~ti"1:l 

D No tmp1ovcmen1 N«es::;,;iry 
(No-Build Altc1ruiti11el 

Mirlo1 lm plO'lt!menlS 
□ (Tl'ltlspornitlon Systet'l'lS 

M,;:nagcm9nt [TSMJ Altcm~il:c) 

' 0 NoOpi11io~ 

My t~ ghts about 
(d!ec:k any or all that apply): 

D Construction 

D Noh~e 

0 AbQu:ilrty 

[B'rraffic 

0 Safety 

0 Visual EIT« ts 

[i-fup,lacement of Propt>rty 

~ S1Up!X>n to Business 

□ Public Servius 

0 Loni Ulk'!I Ute & Oevdo-pmcnt 

O Economic Impacts and Jobs 

0 Spi:dt,c Design Fe:uurr-s 

□Other --------

•OVER· 

Wooldyov like to bt acldcd to 1~~1,:i,joct mailing lis.11 

O r<• 

r 

30- 76 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (oontlnued): 

0 Uvt 111 the project 11\>a? 

0 Work in the p roj~ ar~? 

□ Own a buslness In_ the project area? 

□ EnvlrOl'lmetttal °'8anlutk>n 

O CtYk 0 ,-ganlzalion 

0 fomomk Oe\,elopinem O(8anl?auot1 

O 0 ther 

How do you r~ ul:uty tr:wd in the p,qoc;l arc.? 

PZf'eom.mut~ 1hn,c,.tgh chc project arf.i? 

O 0 the,? ---------

(ch«K ~H t~t .1ppl)') 

□ 8k)'Cle? 

~ orTrvck? 

□?the, 

Thank You! 

□ Sus ? 

Q Walk? 

Give this form to project staff 0t retum to Metro: 

Postal Mail 

Roderic;k OtJz, Pr~I Man~r 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Tran$portation Authority 
One Gateway ~ za 
._hil S!op: 99-22J 
Los AngMs. CA 90012·29.S2 

E~il: 

dlazroderid<4>metro.f'let 

Project Hotllne 
(213) 922,27)6 

- ---------
Comme<1ts must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

©Metro 
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Response to comment 30-76. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-77. Sherry Costa. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sherry Cos!a [sherrycosta@sbcglobal.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:39 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\\I. Me1mrail 

Subject: R.": Metrorail 

Date: Monday, October 26, 1009, IO: l 4 PM 

Deor MTA Board of Directois: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Boule\lard for the 
s.i1fdy of the chiJdrto n l Crenshaw High School aud View Park Prep. Abo 
trafffic-already backs lLt> in both directions oo Slauson. Please don't mak~ a bad 
siUlaiion worse. Treat us the same as you intend to trc-:it the Wilshire 
conmmniry. 

She,ry Costa 
5308 10th Aveoue 
J .os Angeles, CA. 90043 

I J/512009 

3 0 -77 

}\ 
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Response to comment 30-77. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-78. Luis Cota. 

 

© Metro, ______________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30·78 

Thevt'fflNWTtimlC CottlCb p,o;ea ~Mn~,oul'<~t on~ "'6ing,, of ft()Qt lll',ac,.11e 11A ll'l'lpoK.1 

S;;nemC'll(/C>u1f: UMf'Onl'Mflt.al 1mp,a R,por1 o, •">' Wlt,r 1$p('d. of the pm;cct QI' l)fOCH$. Pleast f'I out this b-111 and use )d6;1_,,,..I 
shttcs or p,i~,. if n«eo.a,y, Give v,1, fo,m 10 proJ,ct i.t11fT 0t ,etum to Mccro (Sff dlr.a.ions 011 tfM!l'llet}, 

Addr1?u /St,«t, O{r. Slltt, Zip) 

~!i'fZ.. Jv . .e,-z #/.7. '5T. Ct};;~~,,. C4 9'~ 

£mall ~Nlth:ssto~~plf!lj«rupd~~I) Would you like to bt ~ to the~ maillne l1i1i' 

a,7A' A!?-V.WSO $8G ~,f#::- , NG;7 
□Yet No 

My "-'Ppo,1 /o, (ch«k OM): 

C &l.11 •~TraM!I (8Rl)Alit~111IA 

□ Lig:ha l ai Ttll'IU (UtTJ Artt'met/w 

~ o lmP{OYtmM t Ncce&s.ry 
i\(No Build Alt.cmwYt) 

MltlOf h • .pec,c,1i,e11u 

□ (Tt.tl"Jf)Of'tit.Of\ S,s,tMts 
Mana5emont [T'SM) AttemaWf) 

□ No Opinion 

My ........ -
!d~., .. """ ...,,,, 

Jll:'on11,uat6n 

J:i':'olM 
)s'.»Qdily 
12(1 .. mc 

~ ,rtrr 
)i(Vduaf Efrect> 

~ ,1pl1ttm~ o(Ptoptrt)' 

~ isrupUon to Busj<M$'1 ~--~ .. Ulld'the & ()tvebpf'n\"1111 

""¢c0fl,Qmic lmp,c:i, •ltd Jobs 

~ IC Design f(,Mu,a 

□O.hH 

/ a:> #0'7 ,f P/,,?;?f;fS ,:?,C 7~<;: 
~:Te,c-7 /,d (l"-"/ ~Ao/, 

~/~ /!S ,? ,:?///Gt? /V~~ ,?,f/R 

~ ,<,t;JT ~ TA'6 .-9'~..6 <n- 4W.M7~.,... 
t',=: ✓"'7~ -w awt ~~-?-
Mr/£. ~ l~A#'r' ~..6'-', ~ Pt?rT 
,c!/Sl6,e? AW"7#6'1. ~ af,ff,~-;e, ~ 
4/Z/.,,,,/,U,t/C / ,??~ /,(/ M'~ ~ . - -

/~ ya,,e .-:,,/,<6 tf' A:) ~ ,"!FP~' .f#A-1" 
NM _:;c,,p ;,;&.4!H&T/U'<:'T / 7 «"'M N'?~ 
r,m; &«~~ - "R> /7 -,_;, ~ 

A 

B 

C 
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---------------~ Metro 

Commem (concu,ued); 

Howdo)W rqulwJyiriiYel In the~ area~ 

lu" in th• p,ojKt aru? 

'ftiWo,klnd,c,.,MU? 

~ ommute: through th~ profKt an-.•~ 

0 o,t,,,I 

{ch«hl n,.,, ,pp//) 

QBic,cle> 

0.-.a hls.1ntHtll che-pn:,ie,c.t attl? 

¢ Resident J3 8u1in•o-

O CorM•~Nl)'o, N•fghbotfw>od Ots•'llziltio,, 

□PvbllcAc-, 
□-..io,gan1ut .... 
0 Civk Otpnlut,ion 

□ Economic 0evdopment OrganfJ11hon 

□0th .. ---- - ---- -

©Metro 

-------
Thank You! 

Giw thl$ ro,rn tQ projKt s1Jlf 01 lt'lum to Met.to: 

-M.ii 

--. ............... 
Lol:~~Mft; "l:r
r .... ,__"""'°"'Y 
Ol'lt Gateway Pina 
M.111 Stop: 9~22·3 
Loi ..... , ..... CA 90012,ffl2 

Commenls must be 

----Pn,jod - .. cm, m -2136 

by Odobcr 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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©Metro ·------

,Rt?v'e/L/q',! /l/,?'r., _p/1(7.:f,<,:',7 ,,,,,,,,w~/4 
?.¾ ,,,,,,,.,,,.,,,, ct:P',<'7f' /l?!?;,;:ec?c%/??i'x., 
7/,?~,"!9,e7,F7/tJ,C/ ,?//7#(:';R/7)' 

t:7',1/G (-t,,?·76 W,?</ ,,e'.'/IZ<4 
IW4/.I'- ,;7,r ?? - z-z -$ 

t,,ftfs ,4-,x,~~, C/1 9tt<7/Z - -797~ 

Jl,\,.O, .. n ..... ,t1 .. I,I .. ,.11,l, .. l,l, 1111 111 I 1 ' ... " "" ' " 

., 
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--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Luis Cota (cotadesig..ns@sbcgloba1.net) 

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2009 1:55 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderic'< 

Subject: Creashaw Transit commenL 

Attachments:: aenShaw tra.nsrt.jpg 

Dear Mr Diaz, 

Enclosed please find the comment form . 

Thank you, 

Luis Cota 

I 11512009 
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~ Metr<IL--------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

lr.e Crc,rs,,aw irnns,t torrn::for PfO,t'(.l team weko1Ttc!I your com,ri...-nts on tht find1n&~ of the. 01.1fl £nv,ronmic-nwl Imp.let 
St .. c.i•r ~rrlf'Or;iti ( r•y1ronlT'~ ll""p.1-tl ~ o, 3"'t o&htr J.SPf'(t of'thr pto,«1 or p,o«ss,. Ptt-.-sefdl OC.I ~ btrt ,1'1d u~ ~•\ 
s~1. of pa~ it "'CCGU') C......1111• fonr :o p,o;ect \1Aff or retu,-n to M•uo (seed rtc1.10ns oo rec.ers-ei} 

?C/R - ------- --'--- -
Add1cst (Strttt C1iy.. St.It~. Z<P) 

r.511~ 
E.,,...I (Mttr :KidtPssto,_,... f'(V>Od'< proJ«t U(1(UI<>/ 

t,'<'7# ,ac,,.,y,;;,,qS, tE' ~c ,;;u,,e,« , IVG7 
□ v., 

THISCOMMENl RElAT£S 10.: 

My '"""°" few j<h«k -,: 

0 8u1, lb11td T1~ns11 (8RT) Altc,l'\:r.hve 

□ l 51lu Rall Trar.s1.1 (LIU) Alt...-n.itive 

~ e> lm?fO"tmern Ntcess.aiy 
0 (No Build .-,11emauv11} 

M 1!10f ht ptOvt"«'~U 
□ (Tra.nspoit-.,,on Sy~toms 

Manage"1Ml (TSMJAlwnat Vt) 

o r...0p1._. 
Mythoo,ghtsaho<n 
(c~ny or >II 1hat opply~ 

r onstr...tf,ttq 

.P:No1c;c 

Ji!'A· Qv.i 'Y 
a(rr.iHk 

)Zf i..!cry 

Jif vi~u~I errocc, 

,.Jil'?.splac.c""'"1"t of Pro?fflY 

~01,ru,01,on u, fh.,!ncu 

Yf'p,1<~11.~~ 
P l"';il Land Usr S. L)cve.lopm1"1U 

' ~ <ono!ftlt' ,,...OtA--U +"'G J"XK 

'[!1pN1fo· I >t-,lg.n F..:.iti.,re~ 

□ Ot►~ ---

Com...,,. (plose pnnt); 

---- - -- - -- -
~~ /<: A' 4Jr//Er #CA<w'~h?"'CP ~~ 
A:✓e ~r .M!"Et7 /4'6 ~/2'C cµ:. ~e;;r.;,/c
c;C /,,:7cW~Z: ~,,~~,.,~-:?- -

_E!U/f :We<:::" tffi?,a<,M"' .N'ff"..C-, ~ ppr T ~ 
P~C,:, (l(UO///tf/l. ~~.f'ff;t', c~ _ _ _ 

c,_4/,Ql/,<,,,f-(; /4,;cJt'k',• /,C/ e'°</£ .4,_;_,....¼-=c~.;._7¢'_;_._-----

----------- - -- - - - - - - --
/1' ~ ti!:'"'~~-, n-, ~ dcvrc-7, l'<'·n'¥' 
NM ~ 1 ti;?~~ c<?, .:7/lpc~ 4/-'#f' //1',?,,. 

Ztf!/" ,u-,r,t;;,,-_,t,t?f',ffl:?P - ,, R'> /7 -'1'7 »-K 

~ r'.~&,-~l" "a"i"r" - - -------
-- -- -- -- --------
~./L.)'&t' re.-".! .,.vcrt'A' ~S/Pe/.:4?/c,,.,. 

/l,(, P ~.£ 7trtr.: /tcif(✓r.-7 4-"~> 
&1:/~ E4a ,,..,,,,, ff-£7# r,,,,,--,::> 
r"# F-,-?;'~-'7 ~,1'1',?/~/ •;/,V4',7/c;:r)_ 
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Response to comment 30-78-A. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would not be a significant increase in noise levels associated with light 
rail vehicle operations along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way or near the Westchester 
community.   
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement. 
 
Response to comment 30-78-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-78-C. 
 
Comment noted. Your input is appreciated and vital to the public participation process. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-79. M. Couch. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30-19 

A 

!IIIIIIUMT10 MTA ff OCT. U,&Ol'lJAR-ff OCT. D 

Ba oaD,Mc;::oup, l'M: (:W) 76J -6435• .,.,_.P,O. b 781.1671'\. ~ 90016 
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Response to comment 30-79. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-80. Joel Covarrubias. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crensha-- Tl"MI.Sit COl"f'1dor Oe.ISOEJR (OIIRCl'lt.$'LS 
MuulQ; fro-, F-Onn l of Page pf'o]ectSJtU4i es/crcn:shaw/con11et1t,.,fon:n,htt1 ~rom: nbtluter 
; 4nt: MOnd•y. O~tobe,. ~6, :?000 !)10$ A,M 

To: Oi.;1.i , Roderick 
S\lbject: Gren$hll.w Transit COrf'i dor OEIS/OEifl. Col.'lncmu 

----------------------------- -- ----------~----------------------------------
fi r-.st/lQ.me: 
lastr-clJl'lt: 
organization: 
emailad<lress: 
street: 
city: 
St.ate: 
t'ipe.ode: 
Y~ : 

"°' support: 
con.s tru<-tion: 
AirQ-J~l i ~y : 
Traffi cs..if~ty: 
Visua1Effecu: 
Di sp1 acemtm:of Pr oper-ty: 
Oi srvptiontosusineu : 
Public.Servi«:«:$: 
Lou, 1 LaBIWseO•vq l Opment: 
Economi ciff1?,1c:ts:an-d-Jobs: 
Speci fi cOE'signF(!aturc.s: 
Ot:her: 
HOMe.%1p: 
work.zip: 
L1vetntheproj ecure.a'?: 
worki nthepl'O ectarea?: 
own;, bu$ i ~ .u , ntheproj ectare.a?: 
COll'mlftethroughthepro ectare.a? : 
Other: 
8i.cy~le7: 
tarorTrvc:k.7 : 
a11s?: 
'wal k1 : 
Other?: 
Resident: 
ausif\ess: 
Co.mtafli cyornei gl'iborhoodOrg;ini i:it i on : 
PUbl 1 CAge.n.cy: 
Ertv1 rol'W!enta lOrgani zat.ion: 
cfvf corp.niution: 
econant coeve. l optrentOrgani za ti on: 
o~her: 
Date: 
Ti11e: 

addi tion;a l (Qffments: 

Joel 
Covarrubias 

loelco~ffail . c()ffl 
610 wal nut Aver.ve 

Long aeach 
CA 
90&07 
ON 

Li ghtR:.t. i 1 Tr.tmsi t ( utT)Al te rna t1 ve 

ON 
90&07 
9040). 

YES 
ON 

ON 
ON 

ON 
l'!onday, OCtober- l6, l009 
0&:07:50 AA 

30 • 80 

He.Ho, A 

The crenshaw T~nsh <;orridor projttt .shoul d be built as a r ail line (l RT) . If the only r-en:tini ng build B 
option were IUt.T. t wn-uld p refer- No Build, because a,u would pre.elude the future UH of t hci Har-bor-
Subd i vision for- rail . 

C:renshaw aovlevard lS v<:ry denic ~IN! i$ ri ch wi th cu1tural t esoorc.es. lt deserves 
and thu connects i t to the e.xist:iltg Metro Rl!.ll systen. Thus, i t s~ld be LAT to 
s houl d be as grade~se:p;irated as con .allows. 

a line that is h n IC 
connect wit.h £xpo, .ind 

The connec-t-10.,.s to LAX a re also very inpor tant. n.c n ation at cr cn.sh.a'"'· 11tll be very cl"1t1ca1 , both 
connQc;tfog to LAX but also to any future Sepul veda or Lincol n I.AT •.xunsion of the Gl'ttn 1.11'1e. for I D 

I s vpport <!uign opt ioas 1-S. !n paf'ticul ar, the 9rade*separued su.tion$ a.t <:entur-y (option l) and 
Vernon/Leiini,rt 9uk (option S) are. very i 11por tant. 

1 a1:1 not oppond to <fe-sign option 6, excei,t tMt 1ts co s t (S236 nill i on) is v4ry hi gh ilnd coul d de, s.il 
the enti<e pr-oject. 

Pl ease bvil<f this very ir1porc;in1: r:li 1 projec-t to ser¥e t:he pe09le of t.os Ange.le s. 

;hank YOU, 

,oel Covarru-bi<1s 

Page 1 

E 
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Page K-522 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-80-A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail option as the Locally Preferred Alternative at its 
meeting on December 10, 2009. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-C. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail option which will connect with the existing rail system 
and is grade-separated at several locations to minimize the environmental effects to the surrounding 
communities. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-D. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors, includes a 
station at Aviation and Century that would connect to LAX through the proposed people mover system 
identified in the LAX Master Plan.  This station is also being designed to allow for future connections 
along a coastal corridor to the north. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-E. 
 
At its meeting on December 10, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors included Design Option 1, an aerial 
station at Century, to be included in the Locally Preferred Alternative.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 
regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 
39th Street to Exposition Boulevard. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-81. Sarah Cowan. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft: &wironrnerrtal Impact St.atementj'Oraft Environmental lmpaa Report 

Comment Form 

30-80 

l1'e Crenshaw Transit Corridor project team wdcomes yOl.lr comments on the llndings oftht Or.1ft. Environmental lmput 
Statement/ Draft EnvironmentaJ Impact Report or any other aspect o{ the proj"ect or process. Please fill oot this form and use 2ddibonal 
sheets of psper, if nec.essary. Give this form to project staff orretum to Metro (see directions on werse}. 

Name (Fll'5t & list Name. O/g3niz.3cion) 

~ 1 W~~ ~-,zLP~~Q44) 
Address (Street. City, Stsre. Zip) 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My support for fdt«k one}: 

A ~ Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Aftematf\le 

0 light Rail Tra.nsh {LRT) Attemative 

O No Improvement Ntcl!'SS3ty 
(No,-Build Altt'fllativc) 

Minor lmprov<'mtnts 
□ (TranspOf't.ation Systems 

Management [rSMJ AJterna.tive) 

□ No Opinion 

My thoughts about 
(chedc any or all that apply~: 

0 Construction 

□ Noise 

Q AifQuiility 

Q Tr3ffic: 

0 Safety 

□ Visval Effects 

~ Oisplac~mern of Property 

I! Disruption to Business 

D Public Services 

El Local Land Use & Oe11elopment 

a9 Economk lmpsc:ts and Jobs 

D Spedr.c ~s,gn Fe:nures 

D Other 

' 

□ No 

Comment {plca$o printr, 

-OVER· 
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--------------~ Metro 

Con,ment (continued): 

TELL US ABOUl YOURSELF 

What is yo1.1r home zip code? 

How do)'(>v regular!)' travel tn the pro§ect area? 
(d,,d all th,t ;pplyJ 

'9 Live in the project ate3? 0 Commute through the proje-ct a tea? I& Bicycie? □ Bus? 

BlW3lk? m wc.tkin thc projtttarca? □Other? __________ laCarorTruck? 

18 Own a business In tM projeet area? D ?'Jher 

AFFILIATION 

Iii Business 

D (ommur,ity or Neighborhood Otganlution 

0 Public Agency 

D Environmental Orsanizatlon 

□ C:Mc Orsaniz.atlon 

D Economic 01!\'elopMmt Organization 

□o,her SC: v J .,,., t;;: 
(.J,._ > T Ith- ._ >l<:d:::: 

Thank You! 
GtYc this form to project staff or return ro Maro: 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
l-os Angeaes Courtty Metrcpoliuin 
Tr-an1,p0tU1tion A1.1thority 
One CatC\vo1y Plaza 
Mai:1 Stop: 99-22·3 
Los Angel:es.. CA 90012-29S2 

Email: 
dfa.voderick@metro.net 

Project Hotline 
(2U)922,27J~ 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-81. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-82. Angie Cox. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

..,._.. _. ,u,o.,; .., ..... ,, • ..,, 
30 • 82 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

EMAIL: _____ _ __ _ 

,:._ ,ef 7R /'Ce• PHONE: 

ond~~-

ffl!llBE Sl;NT.TO MTA'BY1/j'cr;;z6, SO:~~RE(UftN ijv'J'.®ir,'23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • FaK: (32.3) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-82. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
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COMMENT: 30-83. Linda Cox. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-83 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: j j~tj ,f' ft)~ EMAJL: ------~--

ADDRESS: !l2q (;, ''7ofA. Srt//Gfr'&-• f'l~E: 52} -:n7 11 ml A 

CoMMEITTS: 11-&f1 IL U/l~~ 

~J'g,5~lJ.n.(1i,Y"JtGi'.J~ii; so.)•lEAs,E RETURN ev:-'®f, · ~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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Response to comment 30-83. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-84. James Crawford. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 84 

The Crensha-w Transit Corridor ptojea team welcomes your comments oo the flnd~gs of the Onft E:w!ronment.tl lmp:ic:t 
Statement/Draft Envl,onmem:al 1mpac1 Rtport or any other .1spea oftht p,oject or f)(OCess. Pittlse fill 01.1t this form ;md use additional 
sheet.:; o( piper, if ne«s~ry. Ci-.~ thi$ form to proj«t staff' or return to Metro (se¢dircctions on rc'lt'rse). 

Name (First & Last Na-rne, Org3ttlntk>tt) 

_ J_~ __ J;_. Cr._ 'o.PJ_ h_r-_J._ k.t.4;_;_i.w-d __ r1~L~Jt,stc-kste.r flart-~ 
Address (Street. City, Sut~ Zip) 

5'76t> Cif'r"6 ltV v/A,,ft,ir-, Cff 906<J I 

THISCOMMENl RU.Alts TO 

Mr••ppo,t ro..(ch«lto,,* 

ti) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Altemative 

~ Light Rail T rsru.,t {LRT} Altemative 

D No lmprcwement NC<ies~,y 'A 
(N<>-Boild Atternative) 

Minor Improvements 
0 (T ,anspo1t;i1ion Syttems 

Management [TSM) Alte<native) 

□ No Opinion 

My dloughts abou< 
~chect any°' all that appfy}: 

ail Construction 

15i)' Noise s 
D AifQ1.1, lrty 

CSl'Tr;iffic; 

0 S;ifoty 

D Vis1.1aJ Effects 

ts_ Displacement of P,operty 

ISi{Disruption to Susioess 

D P1.1blic Services 

D Local tat1d Use & Oevf:lopment 

□ Economic lmp3clS :tl'ld JOb$ 

D Spt!tiflc Oe$lg-n .Feat1.1re, 

O 0thef 

C 

W01,.1k! ro1.1 like to be added lo the project mailing list? 

O Ye, l!sl No 

- OVER -
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© Metro~-------------

Comment (oontlnued'}: 

What ls "{OUr home :dp codel 

Do yov. (dledt ;JI that apply) How do you resularly travel fn the ptoj«t ~rea,? 
(check ad 1h31 npply) 

D LiYe in the project area? 

D Woik rn the p1o;tct a.rc:a? 

0 Comm1.1te through the project area? □Bus? 

Q Wall? -◊1her? 

D Resldem O Business 

D Communrty or Neighbcxhood OrganizatiOfl 

D Public. Agency 

D Environmental Organization 

0 Civic Organization 

0 Economic Development Organlzatiol\ 

1!!10th., Ke,ul l()ood Pl~ w 

©Metro 

Thank You! 
Give this fo1m to project staff' or r,et1.1m 10 Mete(); 

Postal Mail 

Roderick Oiai, Project Managtf" 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
TransponattOn Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99,22•) 
Lll)S Angeles. CA 90012•2952 

Email: 
d,azroderlck@metro.net 

Projed Hoci.,. 
(213) 922-27>6 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-84-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-84-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-84-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-84-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-84-A. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-85. Ian Crossfield. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Cr enshaw Transit <orridor ou souR.. CoitMMtsS 
RUults fron Fonn 1 of Page orotects .. stuaies/ crenshaw/ connent_forri.1'11:llFl"Ott,: 
$~11~; t'Ofl-d~y, Qc"t~I' 26, l~ l : SO P$1 

To: Oi az, Rod•ric.k 
subject: Crensh~w Triinsi t corMdo.- oerS~llt <:onnents 

fi rst~a,,ne: 
lastNane: 
or9ani zat:ion: 
efl\ailaddl"ts s: 
st reet: 
<1ty: 
st,ue: 
zi9(ode: 
Yu: 
No: 

l~~~~~t ion: 
AirO\lal i t )': 
Traffic.safe t y: 
Visual Efftcts: 
Oi sp 1 acementof P/"090 r ty: 
Oisruptionto8usi ne.ss: 
Publ i cServi ces: 
Localulk!Useoevel001t~nt: 
llconotii c lll'C)actsand )obs: 
Specificoesi gnFeatures: 
Othel': 
Ho~zi p: 
workzi p : 
t. iveinthep.rojcct~r'u?: 
11.'Q rid nth-qi ro1 ccu r.:a ?: 
o,;.n~us i nus1 nt ttep rojoct,1rca? : 
Corrnute'throv9httt.pro1ocurc;,,.? : 
Other: 
t icyd e?: 
C-a.rorTrucl:?: 
tsus?: 
kalk? : 
other?: 
i:tes1del\t: 
sus1ness: 
co1u1uf\1 tyomei 9hbo rhood0rgan1 zat i on: 
PubliCAg.ef'lcy: 
Envi ronmen ta l ot9-it1i :ta t f on: 
('.ivicon;:it1i zat.loo : 
EconQlli tocvcl opnentOr911.ni 2:at.10n: 
Other: 
Da.te: 
Ti11e: 

addi t fonalCOftftellt-S: 

ian. j.erou fi eldOg,ia11 .com 
3717 s:wgley A'le, Apt 20 3 
LOS Ang$1U 
CA 
90034 

"" 

o• 

OS 
MOnday, <XtOber 26, 2009 
OJ: S8:42 PW 

30• 85 

webfflaster 

1t.el'e this l ine eve(ltua11y to bt' built, r s upPQrt t~ Light aai1 nod11.l 1t:y a10"9 t he ali gn,ient so Lot.'G AS 
the capabilh :y i s retai ned to ( 1) eventuillly t;r,1vcl north o f the Exposa,on L,t1e to coMec-t: to t:he Purpl e 
t.foe eictensi on at1d poi nts oor-th , and ( 2) d frettly 11.cccu t hf! u.x tennin.al .tr~ (e.f Harbor subdlvts1on 
scudy). 

t F this hl'O points cannot be met., 1 would l'at.he.r s« NO IMl'fl(WVIEHTS BVll.T. 

11-lfnk you, 

~I.in J, c ronfi cld 
3711 Bagley Ave. , Aot 20 3 
LOS Antreles, CA 

subtti tted 4: S8 PK, 10/26/2009 

Page 1 
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Response to comment 30-85-A. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors on December 10, 2009 has a 
northern terminus at Exposition Boulevard.  As shown in the FEIS/FEIR, the Advanced Conceptual 
Engineering indicates a design for this terminus that does not preclude future expansion to the north.  As 
currently planned, the Locally Preferred Alternative would entail a station a Century and Aviation that 
would connect to the proposed people mover and would provide direct access to the LAX terminals.  No 
direct light rail access to the LAX terminals is currently planned. 
 
Response to comment 30-85-B. 
 
Comment noted. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-86. Carlos Cruz Aedo. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

firrt!Ml>h: 
Ln~Ultim¢ : 

-,::g&n!::.,,,tion: 
'ilm~il~".l.d::,;e-::.: 
s-t.r~cL : 
d:y: 
~tl'lt."l : 

l:.irx:c<1e: 
Yes : 
!lo: 
suppoi t : 
COU..')tl\J.C:tio.n: 
AirQu:.lit):· : 
Tr..,fil<!Sa!,;.,ty: 
Vi ~lJ-1 l tf f 9Ct~ : 
.Di.spl l!lcc'1t:'ntor Property: 
Oi~ru-pti~ntaav~ir,q~~ : 
P1:bl i cS._tr-Ji.,:9~ : 
tocalLandus~o.;.v,lopment : 
Ee one.Bio Lmpacutli:l.:IJobs: 
sp~c!ticDf<signFeatur~s: 
Oth-s-t : 
Hor.c2ip: 
work.Zip: 
Li v'°'iot.b,e1,roj-ec~~re,:i,? : 
W.orklnLhcp;·oject~r~o? : 
ownab1.1sinNeint.b':'f>r-:>j~ct..rea;: 
Cor,wl t~t h i:,,ug hth"'proj ,;,,;. ta rq-,? : 
Otl\~r : 
8icycl1r:1 : 
C,1 rortr.ud:? : 
Bus?: 
liJ"lk1: 
Other? : 
Resi<hmt : 
&uti:ioe.-s:5 : 
Com1,u nit yor lie ighbo-rhood.O rgc!t 12: :it i on: 
l>ubJ ).c:Ag~n::y: 
6nvi rQNt.;;nt~JOrg"i'l.ni:;:ot i•;m: 
Ci ,•icorg~,niz.s1tiori: 
Ecc,r.crn.ic e>avtt lopn.;n tor gan iza tion : 
Other : 
O\ote-: 
'l'i.rw: 

ca.xlo9 
C l'U%-lledo 

~c rt1z,,!),;d~l,)y<i,hqo. V¢tll 
5551 w~~t 82nd ~LtcdL 
los angeha 
co 
900.\S 
O?l 

Oil 
Oil 
OJI 
011 

Oil 

011 
30045 
YOS03 
YES 

Oil 

Oil 

011 
W&d~❖sdeiy , octot:e! 21 , 2009 
09 : 33.: Se ?M 

Please i~t me kn~.M that th~ a~e~ nea~ ny bous~ (neaJ osag~ and LaCler.egal will : 
- :<;t~•,- 01 i f'IVC9i'I/HI jn ._.011,19-; 

sta:y <>~ toci:-e-a~o 111 3.Sfi:L_y; 
stay sound l~'-'~i : 

- ::t~y ::amct ·:i.~A'."I : 
stey simUa~ ntm.be-t o! ho1.1ses . 

30-86 

A 

l-ihc::e ce,x.:ietly 1•1ill ba r• locod t:-<il'l.!:-it. rrnd :-cla':;.t,ui ptopoe-l:, lie in reloc.ion t.o 111y prope:-ty'!? I B 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-86-A. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would not be a significant increase in noise levels associated with light 
rail vehicle operations along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way or near the Osage Avenue/ La 
Cienega Avenue intersection.  The FEIS/FEIR presents an assessment of safety as well as visual impacts.  
The visual assessment indicates that the light rail structure would cross above the I-405 and La Cienega.  It 
is not anticipated that this major bridge structure would obstruct views or vistas or adversely affect scenic 
resources.  Property values are not expected to be adversely affected by the presence of light rail transit 
service. 
 
Response to comment 30-86-B. 
 
Please refer to Appendix A in the FEIS/FEIR for alignment drawings.  The alignment follows the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way and is elevated across the I-405 and La Cienega.  The alignment returns 
to ground level near South Glasgow Avenue. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-87. Anthony Cruzi. 

 

m Metro~-- ------------ -

-
AnthonyCl,ni 
U:fA WltSJ'Wrt kuleY.lrd~ '433 

1.0S,.,,......CA900l7 

Aod•ricl< ~ Project M•,,..•r 
Metro 

0.,, Galcwty l'tl,a, 99•22·3 

Los Angelti, CA 90012 

Dear Mr, Dlaz.. 

Rf!Ce.n\lV vour auencv released th! Ora rt Environmental Impact StatemenVEnvironmental fmpact Report 
{£1S/EIR} for tht Crtns;baw Trtnsll Con'ido,. The Draft EIS/EIR analy:es two build alternatives for the 

corridor-bus n,pld transit (8RT} a nd nght ran transit (LRT)- as ~II as two no--bolk:I alternatives. 

After reading the document, I believe that lfel'tt rail ts the superior and more appropriate transpon·atlon 

H?chnologv for tha corrldor. Light rail traniit, while significantlv more expensive, offers numerous 

beoents over bus rapid transit. I believe that these ~neffts render LRT more cost-eff~ive th~n 8RT. 
The advan1agcs of LRT are as follows: 

• Dirttr.t conntct/on with l/uJ Metro Green Line. 1'rain.s, unlike bus,:s, could uUUie a section or thci: 
MClfO GrHn Unt south o( Aviation StattOn. This sharing of infrastrU(.tt.Jre would @ffeciivelv 
enend tht ,oute of the Cret1shaw line. " 

• Fo.stor tla~t times. Tl'te Draft EIS/EIA states that traveJ times would be faster with LRT. Speed Is 

often .in tmporrant co11sidcrat1on ror traveler's when deciding what mode of vanspo,tation to 

us". Faster travel tlmes wlll Induce more patrons to ride the system-a ract reflected in the 

higher rider.ship projccUons of lfght raU over BRT. Futthermore., the Draft £1S/EIR acknowfedses 
th1t It may ff un1bN: to Sttute reserved bus ta ne.s along Crenshaw Boulevard from the C-,ty or 
lo.s AngelH. I( this is the cue, then 8RT vehicles would have to operate in mixed tAffk, 
probabty ttsultlng h\ s,eater travtl trmts. 

• LnJ community dlWJptiatt. A BRT ,vstem would neassitate dedic>ted curb.side talle$ to truly 

be tfftcttve Ind <Of'l'lo,etilive with iUtomobUe travel these ~nes may rewtt in a aoss of o,,.. 

strttt parttrnc, ~. •s much or the LRT route would be below-grade, traffic and visual 
lmp,t<U osso<lattd w!O, UIT would I>, le$s. 

• Hllcu~ t.ll:rtMiOM MWth Ottd tonn«tiom w;u, M~tro Pur~ and Wffl Hollywood tines.. The BRT 

ahornftiYe .,_. buM'• lmttliog -,J, °" Cttnsh>w 10 Wilslure &oui..a,d and lhen lvmi0$ ust 
to l.erminatt at the Metro Purple UM at Western Avenue.. By con~ a M:u~ urr aheltlit:Ne 
woukf ro'-"~ the Mne north from hs CU(rf'ntty P«)l)OSf'd tmninuSa ~ Exposition Boulevard to 

connect with• fu1we Purpte Une sutlon a1 ta Brea Awenue. I enviSion thi$ extension continuing 

nonh on La 8-tH to Holtvwood. possibly c.onnecttng with a future west Ho"'fWOOd Une it Santa 

Monka 8oultv1,rd, Such an txttnsJon nonh ii~ La Brea woutd be impractic:al for 8-RT beQuse 

of lhc rnrrowness and h.l1h .. 1r1ffic volume of the st.retL 
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--------------~ Metro 

I 

• 

• Greater potential /01 eCO(I0mk development. Numerous stu~ie·s have confirmed th at rail transit 

can k?ad to incteased economic activity for the neighborhoods the route t:raverSes. Mi:xed-t.ise 
and transit-oriented development is more conducive to light rail than it Is to BRT. 

Lastly, I would ask that Metro seriously consider a station at Crenshaw Bouklvard and vemon Avenue at 
l eimert Park, a.s this is a cultural and economic center or the community. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. I look forward to Metro Board Hearing. 

~ 
Anthony Cur~i 

c · a'-

Cc. Supervisor Matk Rld~y-Thomas 

, 

' . 

A 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

.:AAfflOl'l.v Qlolil 
0 .3.f V,-il~ il~t.--""l, IH33 
Los ~n,:i!k."I, c;A ~l)t1 

l.OS Al◄<!iELES. ~ ~ 

07 <.')(....,:-•~ Ft-1 S.. T 

kodMck IMaz, Project Manager 
Metro 
One C.'lteway Pla13, 99-22-3 
(,(1$ Al'ltele:t. <:A 960 12. 

IU11/l,11tl,,,,,,ll,,l,l,,l,ll.l,,,l,l,,,l1lll1,,,,,I/J,lr,I 
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Response to comment 30-87. 
 
Comment Noted.  Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a valuable part of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative was selected as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors for many of the reasons that the commenter has cited. 

©Metrd 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-88 

(A'J 213 9').,,2-

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

0nA En.'lironmcnbl lmpol(t S~1S/Dn1ft Envif'onmenul Imp.kl R'l)(Wt €J qq (:, 
Comment Form 

iht Crtnsh, .,. T r.,n~it Conldo, ~ oit-ct twam ~$ )01.lrCOff\ml't'I!\ on~ Rndi"lgS of the Orff! fn..,i,onmen1,f Impact 
Su1r.ernent/ Or~ll ( rwi10.:1m,uiu1 lmpx.\ R.cpr,1 o, ¥1)' oi:fw:1 a~pt-c1 of !ht p1oje<t 0t p,o,eu PltDSt rJIOl/1 ;hii fo,m at\CI us. add1non~I 
Shed, cf p.iper. , , I\OrC'l'S~ry. C lvt this ro.m to pr~ sulf Offri'ul l'l 10 Mtt!O (st<E.dlr~IK>'\$ on (Mt"St ). ' \ 

N3mi: (Flf'St& l.ut l\1~~. (H-g•1t1zarwnJ • \JV.zst~ Nyk.b.dvs) 

, .. ,.,, ;l:; ctJi zw C 1 ;+r' " ' ( r-,...a,,y,.-., pw 8:f-: tJ-s S-<,-('._ ~ 
5<./J.).. w. g)..,._J_ 5-f . LA- <jo o V <;;-

M7.supp,o,t fof'fd-don"): 

□ evs RJp•d Tqnm (ORT) AhtHl~we 

~ h t 11::iiJ 1'f!>Mtt (I.RT) A!,~n;-li\<t 

□ No l1'l'lprovt~tn1 Necuw,y 
{No-Bu,ILI Ahtin=t<vo) 

Mi"01 lmprov,mtl'IIS 
0 ('fnn1;,,o,ut1on Sy,temJ 

Mir..igtm1ml ITSMlAfltffl~vt ) D 
0 No Op11uor, 

Mt tMllc:lnJ about 
fdwd: any 0 1 all tl\al <1~: 

0Conw~ 11Qn 

'Ji:(Nob~ 

~ AlrQ11;!11y 

P(rf.mc 
1i(S~(!!lf 

'2f1vi$\l.sl Uf«ts 

D 011pl,«l"'leN of Pro~o, 

D Dktupt,,o11 to 8usint u 

0 flubl,c S..-1vkv$ 

O Local U nd u,~ & t)NdG,;,m.-:n 

0 Eto~omK lmp,cH .r,d fobs 

0 S,:eti(ic OtS1£l'I Fta\1,ir,s 

OO:hvt 
- --- --

l0/t0 ) !>lid 

F 

tG:z t 600Z/ 9Z/0 t 
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_______________ m Metro 

P· 2. 

-------- - ------------ - --------------------------- - --~---

Wh:11 l'f ,01.11 ll(.ll'flC zip code) 

Do )'OW' ((/,(Cl ;k tlt~l W)j 

-9: l2 0 L( > 
How du you ~1Jrt•~•'f'l ii" ~kt o,gJl'(I A,.,,,, , ,,_,, ___ 

,,Jd t.iffin l:tlc ~ •rp' 
0Wffl wtd-.~~, 

Q0w1'1•Mm1Ns;,,ifflt'pqe,ci#!t!'"Y 

Q COl'h11ut,1Wo.,,.t, lhlr,P.~1 intt1 Q$iq<lc? 

00tt-.rl 

)a1tnodnl Q ·~~S 

::a (O!s•Jl'Wt!IC)i 0,, N-,igkbQl'ttiood Orga11itu,1-.,,. 

0 l'uoltc. A&M<Y 

0 ( ",.."OM'ltfltll OfgJni:~llo.tt 

0 C1YIC Or~Jtliz.Jlioro 

0 tc01t,0m,c o..,,,1opmgnt Orgaru~.wo,, 

QOtk'°r 

©Metro 

---------
□?"" 

Thank You! 
C..w lhl• bm la pni,ed uaff' or rdllrl'l 14 .,..uo. 

PIKr.lM.-' 

llodt,1'1 Di.u. Pill\e<t M~,.,, 
to, Ar.pftt Cot.ml:, Mtt,cpolc~" 
fffl'lfi)(," .. flOt' Ailthcil'lll)' 
0.-~ C.Ott<wty Pl:.o 
M,,1 Sll)('' ft•?/) 
loi. Mttl~. CA 901H'N'9~1 

£,,,Ml; 
di:,zrodeid@rric110-n..t 

P,OfldHolllne 
{111) 921,2>1, 

Comments must be r«-eivecl by October 26, 200,, S:00 p.m. 

- °'"" 099'31£ 1>1! l( 
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Response to comment 30-88-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-C. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near the Westchester community.  This proposed facility was eliminated 
from consideration when the optional Manchester Station was not included into the final project 
definition.  The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design 
process because of low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude 
the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.  Park and ride locations would 
be provided at the West, La Brea and Florence Avenue, and Exposition Stations.   
 
Response to comment 30-88-E. 
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-F. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates the input from the commenter. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-89. Denise Dale. 

 

----------------~ Metro 

- - ---•----·--••••-••----·-••••- <.:U'J ' A/YJJ ,:ii:!,JW ·•••••-• ··-- ···-•·- ------,0 • 8 9 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

~~~< EMNL:!:!l>Jt~~=t~ 

.............. ., .;i:- ·-··=--~~ ,..-.--.. .,..,' ii ':fibt ~ j .l:l!ml.~ ;'!;'1!;!1.J,i[Q.?,:H 4W"-•.!l:~ v,s--ct:J,,-JY.;;l,U~ . ~,.; ~ ' . 

I A 

Email: uenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LJ\, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-89. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-90. Nick Danford. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

first.Nam,;.: 
la8tName : 
org.:inization : 
emai laddn11J.:1 : 
&t!"H)~ : 

.cit.y: 
state: 
zipoo-j~: 
'(,:,a: 
No : 
~'-<F'f)O::'t : 
,:."oni:1i:r:..i~tio:i : 
Ju r-Q:u.:. ti ty: 
Tt"iifficSafClty: 
Vi:su::, 1 F.ff,,;ct!;: 
Oi~pl~~QlllQ-ntofProp.:irty : 
DiscuptlbntoBusin~ss : 
PUblicS~rvices : 
t.oc&LL:,,ncSJseD;,.v~lopcnent : 
R~t;•fiOll1i.: I1Ur,,&et.sar-,{$Jobs : 
sp~~irict>es1g~F~&tutes: 
Ot.h.e-.:- : 
!!OAeZip : 
W'-:)!'kZip : 
Li \1e.t.i,thaproject:a1.ea? ~ 
~oikL"lthe,p~ojec~<U'e~~ : 
OWnlibus i.!"r.;!.S.Siu t?1e-p.1 o j e-e ta ::--e,&? : 
C!mnut:.;.tbrought!ii"p!:o:jseta.rEa? : 
OLl\e-.r : 
-Ric')•<:l.a-7 : 
carc.r1·ruck1: 
Bu~'/: 
'.(alk?: 
o·ther.? : 
Resid<ent : 
B~:,inQ~l'! : 
Coru,,uni tyor"1oi.9hbot'hood0r9.'lni:i:.:'ll:.ion: 
Publ i,cAgoncy: 
Sr.v ironmont;"~ 101:'=.1ni, ;-;,.,_ ti0n : 
C.i vicO:·g:ini::.:ition : 
£con<;mi ctlov,;:tl~mQ~t01:g;,ni 7.:1 t.:i en : 
Othi.-r : 
O.,to: 
Tine,,: 

njdanfc,rd~qmail .ccm 
1594~ Atkins~n Av~. 
Gard-..nu 
Ck 
~1)249 

m, 
[,i.ght.Rai L Tt'Mt.~it I I.R'f') Al t<Hl'H'lti•t~ 

Oll 
O}, 

90249 
'9050l 
Yes 

'l'hur:,..':1,,y, Oct.abor 24!, 2009 
01 : 46 : lO F'M 

T :-:rrang)y .;.1,r,..p-:>rt t.,f.!'f' Al igr,ru?.-.~ ;. . A 
Tha.,,k Yoo,. 
Nlc:k Do.OC'Ot'd 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-90. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  Alternative Alignment 1 contained a northern extension to Wilshire Boulevard and La Brea 
Avenue.  This alternative was eliminated during the screening process.  A feasibility study was conducted 
by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a 
connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in 
October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future 
update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-91. Saleta Darnell. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30-91 

H!lll BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-91. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-92. Damore Davis. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 7:19 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subj ect: F\vd: Cr&nsha-.t/ Meuo Lin~ 

..-.-...... Forwarded m\!SSage •·-·--·· 
f rom: Dan,1,ore D:nis <ddavis.J2-6@hotmail.com> 
Dme: !\•loo. Oct 26, 2009 at 7: 18 AM 
Subject: Crensh~w ?\'1ctro Linc• 
To: crenshaw,ttfixexpo.oru 

To Whom it ?vlay Conce1'11: 

J0-92 

As a voter and tax payer I just \va11t to ask of you to please take. into coosideratioo the. safety of school A 
age children, the lfow• (>flraffic, and concerns of environmental justice.. Plea.'ie place the rail ~caLi()n for 
Crenshaw Blvd underground 

Thank you. 

Damore Davis 
562.234.0705 
dcbvis12(i@hotnmil com 

Windows 7: ll hel_ps you do more. C;xplore Wi:ndows 7. 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-92. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-93. Karen Davis. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-93 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: <r.i-u-;..~v~ s: EMAIi : t9vltJ.re1'+4it'ou t,/Wf(. ~ 3+1¥22~ ,,., sr !:J:,Y-M "j~zza-w i 
CoMMENTS: r~ ___ ,/!)~ i __ J:b a,d a,~~ I A 

.M.!!H·ilE SENT TO 'MTA BY OCT. 2j;, SO pt,µ$E RETURN B:Y;~. ·2,3 

Email: crenshaw@fJXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-93. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-554 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-94. Karon Davis. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 9¼ 

CoNM:': M!MIIR'S COMN&NT OIi MTA's ~W lDIE SnlDY 

KlNE: £:yl'-' LJ.k", s fMQJ.;--~~----
_, '/f'.2.4 / ff• /Iv( PMlNe: v~J)Jfl-771/ I 
~: Z 4#\ ml i, 

t,,t Jru .. , A 

11111111-TOMTA 1Yocr. 2',80Pl.ua-1Yocr. 23 

,,_.oeofl'lf.r o,g • luif32'J) JJ1-HJS·• MltllW ,.o. Iott m.16JLA. CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-94. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa 
Heights. 
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COMMENT: 30-95. Barbara Dawson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 95 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: bart>ara dawson (femart40@hotma1l.com] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2003 12:00 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: CRENSHAW LINE UNDERGROUND ON CRENSHAW 

Dear MT A Board of Directors : 

Please keep tfle Crenshaw line underground on Crenshaw Bl>Jd f0< the safety of the chlldre-o a t 
Crenshaw High School and View P,ark Prep. Also traffic already backs 1,1p in both directions on 
Slauson. Don't make a bad situation worse. Treat us the same as you Intend to treat the Wilshire 
community, 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Dawson 
4547 Mullen Ave.nuc 
Los Anoeles, CA 90043 

Windows 7: It he lps you do more. fl(llkl,:eJllln.dm,,s_l. 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-95. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-96. Everton Dawson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30• 96 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Everton A Dawson (edawson@ftnewyOd'kl.tfe.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:1 4 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: er&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject CRENSHAW LINE UNDERGROUND ON CRENSHAW 

Dear MTA Boatd or DlfedOJ'S: 

Please keep the Cre.nshaw line-underground on Crenshaw Blvd for Ule safety of the children at Crenshaw Hig·h A 
SchOol and VleM Park P1ep. Afso tiamc already backs up in both directions on Slauson Don't make a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the V\Jitshire oommunity. 

Sincerely, 

:Everton Dawson 

4547 Mullen Avenue 

Los Angeles. CA 90043 

if you do not wi,sh to receWe email communications from New York life and/or NYLIFE Secmities LLC, please 
reply to this email, using the v,ords "Opt out'' in the subject line. 

Please copy email_optout@nylifesecurities.com 
New York life Company, Sl Madison Avenue ., New York, NY 10010 

E. Tony Dawson 
Financ~ I Services Professional 
Agent, New York Li fe Insurance Company 

Registered Representative offering securit ies thro ugh NYUFE Securi ties LLC (member FINRA/SIPC) 
6300 Wilshire Bo ulevard, Suite 1900, Los Angetes. CA 90048 

1323) 782-3000 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-96. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-97. Franklin De Groot. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 9? 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Franklin Oe Groot (f1root@gmail.com} 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:33 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: c~oshaw Un~ 

It is my strong fee ling that t\'.ITA's rail lio.es (all li.ne.s - light aod otherwise) should 01dy be cons1ructed if 
Ille ri_ght-:; of all 1hc ci1y•~ p<>puJa1ic.m a.re prote..:,led. 1.L is not uppropriatl! L() Na1...TiJjcc lhe-,;afcty nnd right-; 
ofin place chizens fOI" the benefit oftn-tvelers going dow1t Creosba\V to the airport. 

Clearly Los .~\ogeles is on~ ot'those citi~ in the OOtulll'Y that nee<ls multiple modes of ttanspo11ation to 
aJJcvia(¢ its substantial traffic .i.od pollution probkms. Such transportation systems should bowc,•cr no1 
be built where they will adver.,;el y i1npact exi~tiog traffic arteries_. l)r without pr6per safegu,wls. The 
construction of such systems, acc-0rdingJy should only be built with gra~ separations where a 
"Collec1or" or great sized strce1 w ill iJHcrsecr such transit ~ystcm~. 

A 

B 

C 

11 is however of cqusl iruporw.uce (bat we protc-.ct land lL5CS surrounding .such lr:111sportat.iou routes. Of I 0 
su~stantiaJ signi!ica.nce is t11e. ne~d to J)l'Otect a.nd ensw~ the. safe-ty of our citizen1y and especiaJly its 
dnldren and their SclH)()l e11v1ro11ments. 

Ac.cordlllgly llte ouly feasible grndc sc:1,aratfon lhtll will properly tlC(.'Qmpli!:-h ::1U or our ncc.d<; aJoog the I 
Creni;haw roul.e wil l have to include a,1 e~knSi()n. of 1he pJa.i1.1.1cJ below grade. system ll) inc.lude 1he aret1 E 
bctw~n 481h and 52nd strc.els. If we arc to meet O\lf r\!a] lr.iusil need. of providing a long tcnu soJution 
to outtra:J11c problems • and not just impleine111 a c.1uick~ ten1pora.ry, che.ap fix • ihe11 all factot'S, I F 
including the social impacts of a tronsit system must be part of your d~ision making. 

I therafore implore-you to adopt a plan for all of th.a pending routes which will provide below grade 
lransil in ull ilrc-as where scliools, home:;. parks and 01hcr instiLultons of similnr socittl import ex.isl Q(" nrc 
plann-ed. 

G 

1l1e commihnents you make-today will likely be in place for a great n1aoy ye.a.ts to corne; the resulting I H 
qu,llity oi' lire. the public•s i;afety and the impacts -00 the. $<)Ci.al Stmt-Lure \>f' our city ar~-al sl.akc! 

Please. UKDER GROUND THE CRENSHAW LINE. 

Franklin Do Groot 

10532 Cusbdon Avtnue, 
Lo> AJ1gde,, CA. 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-97-A. 
 
Safety is a key component in the Metro planning and design process for all transit projects 
 
Response comment 30-97-B. 
 
Comment noted 
 
Response comment 30-97-C. 
 
Metro considers grade separations in accordance with its adopted Grade Crossing Policy. The final 
determination regarding grade separations is not made by Metro but by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC). 
 
Response comment 30-97-D. 
 
See Section 4.14 of the FEIS/FEIR for specific pedestrian and school safety mitigation measures to be 
implemented by Metro for the Crenshaw Transit project.   
 
Response comment 30-97-E. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.  
 
Response comment 30-97-F. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-G. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-H. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-I. 
 
Comment noted. 
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COMMENT: 30-98. Judith Dean. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

cren$hn• Tran:t1t corri dor OUSC>CIR. Co1111enu27 
Result.s ff'Offl F"o rt1 1 of Page proj1KUJtUdic$/c:ren.sha-,,/coment_fonn,ht n11=rom: \rl~bn:s,·t.er 
!)cf\~I rrida)'~ O<i:obcr H , 200\) 10: 24) AM 
TO: o1az, Rooerick 
Subj e<t: Cr-ensha'K Transi t Corridor OUS/DE.tA co.tments 

fi rnH.:,ne: 
1:t.$1#..IIJAJ: 
or-ga.ni zation: 
El'!ailaddress : 
street: 
dcy: 
State: 
z1 pcode : 
¥es: 
NO: 
SI.IPl)Ol't! 
construction: 
A1"®a11ts: 
Tl"aff1csatew: 
vfsua.lEffec:u: 
of spl acenentoff'ropucy: 
oi srup~onto11us1ness: 
PubliCStrviCU: 
l.C>C'-1 t..indU$C:0C:VC! 1 o~n t.: 
Ec:onomictnpac;.uandJol.>$ : 
Speci ficOesi gnFotlircs : 
Other: 
H®elip: 
'1110r'k2:ip: 
Live1t1thepro1· ectarea?: 
ti1ork1nthepro ectarea?: 
o«nabus1ness ntheproJ«tarea?: 
g~~~ethrou,gflthepro e-ctare.a?: 
a t cycle?: 
carorrl'tlck?: 
Bus? : 
lialk?: 
Othor? : 
Resident: 
Susi ne.ss: 
Co.tmMi t yorwei ghborhoodOrgani za t i on: 
P1.1blic"9enc:y: 
Env1 rot1ffenta l Organi zat i on : 
c1v1corgant z.ation: 
tcol'IOll'l1 coeve l Optrfent0f'9aJ'li za ti on: 
other: 
oate: 
Thie : 

:iddit1ona1c()!rtt)ents: 

>ud ith 
oean 
Resi de(lt 
do1phn.10i)acbell ,Mt 
79 14 wi t1Sfol'd .\venue 
t os A"9tles 
CA 
9004$ ... 
Mi norr~ rov~ntS(Transporu ti onsys t erisHanagement (TS~ ) A 1 "tecmat i vc) 
ON ... ... ... 
ON 

9004> 
•I• 
""' 

"" 
"" 
ON 

Fridayl Oct~r U , 2009 
10:2$: ' ""' 

30-98 

Re: dtoi<:e of site a (Westchester) or Site O (El Segul\00) fo r a maintenance t.icility shQuld 811:T o r LRT I A 
,.her-natives co11e to l>t: 
the We.stchesu:r nei ghborhood near S3rd street •ould be OEYA.STATEOI 'The rabh ES•2 i n the £xcc S\lnA;u ·y I 

8 c l earl y , hows el Segundo is the best choice. Choose 1!1 Segundo, There is no inpac-t to the: personal 
lives o r pro~rty of r ~ idents. Westchester is cl early the nost expen s i ve cboice due to the bttsi nesses 

1 t hat wou ld h.ave t o be purcha.scd/c<.>r.dc:nned (elliM.nt dl)'lllif'l?) a"d t.hfl'I denoli shed, t.h.e buffer t hat 'l<l'l)Uld c 
hav~ t.o be. buil t , af)d the AOOITt~L COST to LA uxpayers to pay for t he county to fN>ve it's aiaintenance 
fac1lity S\tel 
Our" neighborhood will be adversel y afhcted by ~i t hc:r t.he SRT or UtT. If I had t:o choos.e. one or the I D 
other, ISRT WCK1ld at least cause ttie least air<11,1nt o f nc>h e u it pUses every i ntersecrio,n , The l'IOiSe al\d 
pollution fro,a e ither choice is OOje-ct ionable. We al rc.idy put. up wi t h airport noi se alWS' dirt. 1 don' t 
fee1 the IJRT or LRT are even neces sary. 1 don't feol t.herq 1$ enQ4Jgh need to g et fron Exp)}tion to El 
Segundo. A lot of mon.e.y for lit:tle l>enefit, Upgrade th@ current t.r;11nsport.ition syst~s and leave I E 
westd!ester residertts Hve 1n peace! 

Page 1 
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Response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-D. 
 
Comment noted.  The potential impacts of air quality and noise were evaluated in the environmental 
document.  No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the 
FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were 
also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and 
noise during construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to 
occur during construction. No discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning devices in the 
area adjacent to the Westchester community would occur.   
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Response to comment 30-98-E. 
 
Comment noted.   
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COMMENT: 30-99. Wanda Dean. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0-99 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: \1,laock '::t>ceo EMAIL: ___ _____ _ 

ADOAf.Ss: '2., I "p'"' /I / i.>' $ :J- P>lo•e: ($ {() , q + /5- ~J 1 2 :-:> 

CoMMEHTS: 1'/a, '>-C -k r a..f <M r Cc, M 0,11 o l,e,; ✓ Ar: .s-~
7

· cD c: q .s. I "' 
r ' 

. Jo I ,;lt " -/h . , r . . fir:-: e 

. 1iE,SEJiiTf---,...,..t -·io:crr, &'SO'PLE~ 'ETU .. ..-.,,..=- 23 ~ . . •~v ..,. .. _ ~ . i . , . _ . ..~ .. ~ llu!i&•< 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-99-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-99-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is designed to minimize the impacts of 
pollution to the environment.  In instances where impacts cannot be avoided, mitigation measures are 
provided to reduce or eliminate those impacts. 
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COMMENT: 30-100. Maureen Delph. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

M Delph [maureendelpil@aol.com] 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 4;06 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1ensh.~w Litle 

D.;:ar M'rA 803rd of Di r-actots : 

P!-=-ase }:eep t.he Crenshaw Lin,.; u11d>a>rground on Cr~nshaw Sl'ld for th'=' 
safety of tlle. chil..:lr-en at. C.r~nshaw High school and Vi.;,w !?ark Prep. 

Also tr,;.ffi.c all:eady backs up in both di.rection3 on. slaus,:,n, D:in•c. mal:ts a bad .si1:ua1:ion 
w<>rse. '!'rear us the same :1:s you intend to treat the '"''il.sh.ire odm:r.unity, 

Since.rely, 
Maureen l'lelph 
6.3LO Alviso Ave 
PO Bc.x 4~6S2 
LA, 0. 90043-

30 • 1 0 0 

A 
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Response to comment 30-100. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-101. Leonard Delpit. 

 

----------~Metro 

30· 101 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: r...,,6!'.)C,,(( I ala,~ . EMAlt.: D- 1"4 :1- !!-"&Im ( (!.N\ 
.,,- ~t,; 1 L ., 

AooREss: ..J.:aJ ~ w, I ~/:roe PHoNe: ,?,1)-c,.J0c<lrCJ<' 
CoMNans: ______ ...,......._..,..... __ __,,..........------~--

A:Jl -~:S:!f :,tm5,l Vz:;ys, c,~ cl A 

H!liI Ill! Sl!NT TO MTA IIY ocr. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN IIY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Addrea: P.O. Box 781167 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-101. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-102. Claudette Dewitty. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-10 2 

CoM:NITY MEMBER'S CoM~ENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: c__Jidett? uew:.1-1-y EMAIL: - ------

AooREss: ;23:y W: 1Jad_st, f# 9naf& PHooe: ?.12-7?L-R<-16r,. 1 A 

CoMMENTS: fl ut-:trWd We -z!t,., e,?W,,/2,W- ,/4LW-4 <?M?t~ 
I • ' 

C 

Email: a-enshaw@fixexpc.org • Fax: (iJ23) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-102-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-102-B. 
 
The potential impacts to traffic, air quality and noise were all evaluated in the environmental document.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the 
impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 
4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and noise during 
construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to occur during 
construction.   
 
The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR found that the operation of 
an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, 
community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light 
Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the 
surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 30-102-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input of the commenter as it is an important part of the planning 
process.  A below-grade station at Vernon Avenue was carried forward as Design Option 5 for further 
consideration during the advanced conceptual engineering phase.  This station was not incorporated into 
the final project definition.  The King station is located 0.4 miles from Leimert Park Village and would 
provide service to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza, as well as the Leimert Park Village Community.  
Nonetheless, the tunnels were designed to accommodate a station in the future should such a station be 
supported by future plans and future funding. 
 
 
The intent of Executive Order 12898 pertaining to Environmental Justice is to disclose any element of the 
planning, design, and alternative selection process and overall decision-making process, which indicates 
there has been a systematic bias toward disproportionate focusing adverse environmental impacts, on low-
income, minority, or other communities and neighborhoods of concern.  The transparency in the decision-
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-572 August 2011 

making process lies at the heart of this consideration.  Transit planning involves both policy choices as well 
as engineering and environmental impact decisions regarding the modes considered, the level of transit 
service, frequency of service, route alignments, and station locations.  In many instances, minority and 
low-income communities are highly transit dependent.  The planning process is designed in large part to 
serve the mobility and access of these communities.  Serving transit-dependent communities 
disproportionately less than less transit-dependent communities would be a severe environmental 
injustice.  Nonetheless, the placement of transit infrastructure – while the intent is to provide a beneficial 
impact to communities, may have unintended adverse effects.  The alternatives evaluation and the 
environmental review process is designed to disclose and resolve any potential unanticipated problems 
that may affect adjacent communities.   
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COMMENT: 30-103. Anita Dike. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

To Whom It May concern: 

My Name Is Anita Dike 

I am a resident of the Crenshaw community. I live at 4127 W. 62nd Street Los Angeles, c.a 90043 

1 oppose the proposal to put an above around metro rail or bus system down 
Crenshaw Blvd. An above ground rails system would impact the safety of our school 
children who attend schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to 

school. In addition it would impact the values and desirability of the residential 
community to the east and west of Crenshaw Blvd. 

I suo00rt a below cround rail svstem which would enhance the use of oubUc 
transportation by the community while maintaining the safety. neighborhood appeal 
and quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 

Anna Dike 

3 0 - 1 03 

A 

B 
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---------------~ Metro 
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Response to comment 30-103-A. 
 
Comment noted.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the potential safety impacts to school children from operation of an at-grade LRT 
system and found that there would not be adverse effects.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding 
safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. 
In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-103-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-103A. 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-104. Leslie Dike. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-lO• 

To Whom it May concem: 

My Name is Lesley Olke 

I am a resident of the Crenshaw community. I live at 4127 W, 62nd Street Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

I gppose the proposal to put an above ground metro rail or bus system down 
Crenshaw Bfyd. An above ground rails system would impact the safety of our school 
children who attend schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to 

school. In addition it would impact the values and desirability of the residential 
community to the east and west of Crenshaw Blvd. 

I support a below ground rail svstem which would enhance the use of public 
transportatlon by the t0mmunlty while maintaining the safetY, neighborhood appeal 
and quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

Lesley Dike 

A 
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© Metro~-------------
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Response to comment 30-104-A 
 
Comment noted.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the potential safety impacts to school children from operation of an at-grade LRT 
system and found that there would not be adverse effects.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding 
safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Although property values are not an environmental topic requiring response, there is no 
documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. In some 
instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-104-B 
 
See response to comment 30-104A. 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-105. Doris Dillon. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

TON M I A "S ~RENSHAW LINE ::,TUDY 
30 • 1 05 

NAME: .+"?'Fi...L!:e._:~:....,{.z!f-¥-4-<f.~~4--EMAIL! - - -------
..lf4d¥----'-~'f.L-1-~~2.l.:....-,--- f'HONE: 3!0- 4LcJ-4 g, 1 
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Response to comment 30-105. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-106. Delyna Diop. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Delyna Diop [ddeehd@sbcglObal.net] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 11 :31 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw MTA tine 

·n te 1wmo line that is be-iog prop0sed in the Ctenshaw Oistrit't shows a la.ck of saft:t~' fol' the students 
who tmcnd View Park Prop and Crenshaw High. Thcl'.'efore. (hi$ lhte shQuld be en1.frely run 
underground. 

O,,.lyna Diop 
(323) 573-?273 

I J/512009 

30 - 106 
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Response to comment 30-106. 
 
Comment noted.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the potential safety impacts to school children from operation 
of an at-grade LRT system and found that there would not be adverse effects.  Please Refer to Master 
Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-107. Terri Dismuke. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

lhc <µn!ohw, l rans.it Couidor p,oJea te,'.u'l'l v.-clcomes )'00' con,n,entS on the li"ndings ol tne Or.iii [ rMro,nmemal I mp;:,c;t 
StatementJOraft ErwironmeMal Imp¥:! R~Qt .i"'f01he-, .1sped of the p,o;~ or p,·octsi. Plea$t fill out this (o,m a~ use add1ti01'18I 
$11,e,ets of pap.it, if neccwiry. Give this fo,m to p,oject staif or return to Metro (sccditl'Ctions on re-~rsc) 

Name (first & last N~me, Otg,mZ#tiorl) 

l :(".Ju'L,~ D tS t:Y\,J,U(.-e 

My support for (,check one): 

0 8vs Rapid Tt.1n$i1 (BRT} Ahernalivc 

~ Ughl R.ail Tr.1"1,it !I.RT} Ahcmati~ 

No lmprow:ment N«•e·a ary 
D (No,8-uild Altcmath·e) 

Minor lmprovcmcrih 
0 (franS$)<>113tion $)'$ttms 

Mal'l.tgcmcn1 {TSMl A!ttm.itive) 

□ No-Opinion 

My thovghts .ibolit 
{dltdt :1t1y or al that .:ipplyJ: 

0 Conuruction 

D Noise 

0 Ait Quality 

□T~ff'c 

0 S;fety 

0 Vu ua! Effcch 

D Oitpl,cement of P{o~y 

D Oi.uupt~n to Business 

D Public Services 

0 Loa! land Use & Devdopmcnt 

D Economic lm pacu a11d Jobs 

0 Spuiflc Design Fe:itu-tt-s 

□01her 

·◊-· 

30- 107 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comme,nt (continued): 

D Li~ il'l 1'ie project ma? 

D Work in Lhe proje<:t :am? 

~ 11!e through the ptoje(;t :irea~ 

□Other> 

How do you ,egu~arly trawl l.n the project area? 
(r;ht:t;lr J tfut :,pplyj 

D 8icyde~ D e~s~ 
~ orTN<::k> □Walle? 

O O«n a business lc1 1he project area? 

0 Commul'llt)·or Neigtibothood Orga.rum l()n 

Q Public Agtr'IC)' 

Q El'lvi.te>M"tertt&I Organlutlon 

0 Civic. Orga.l'li2.ation 

O Ecor1omk Oevelopmer1t OqjanizaUon 

Q Othet 

4D Metro 

----------
□91hei 

Thank You! 
Cive this t"otm to projc-a mfr or rcn;rn to Mct10: 

Postal Mail 

Rodtrid'. Ol.n, Ptojec.t Ma.naee, 
Los Ang4!1e1 County Metropolitan 
f 1:,nspo,tatlon Authooty 
One Catcw.iy Plu.1 
Mal Stop. gg.22.3 
Los An~les, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diaz.tOdc-ridf@mcttoJ'ICt 

Pro;oct Hodint 
(213) 922,213-6 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-107-A. 
 
On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The selected LPA includes an underground segment for light 
rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street.  Metro incorporated Design Option 4 
into the LPA, a below-grade segment on Crenshaw Boulevard between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue on 
the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The selected LPA also incorporated Design Option 2, a grade 
separation at the Manchester/Florence intersection.  The Metro Board also authorized the inclusion of 
Design Options 3, 5, and 6 for further consideration, pending financial feasibility.  Design Option 3, which 
the commenter refers to, is a grade separation at the Centinela/Florence Avenues intersection.  Design 
Options 5 and 6 include a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue and a below-grade segment from 
Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street with a below-grade station at Exposition Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-107-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  The light rail transit mode was selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-108. Gregory Dixon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-108 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Greg,ol)' Dixon (drdi:x.oo@firstchurcnofgOd.oom] 

Sent: Thursday. Ocrober 22. 2009 2:53 PM 
To: Diaz. Roderick 
Cc: 'Angela Mille( 

October 22, 2009 

Roderick Diaz. 

I_ am ~1ppreci:11,jvc ofd1c ex1e11t jn whicb you arc going Lo bear fivm the 001mnunity and I feel c..'Qmpcllcd 
to add my voice. 

I pastor the FirSt Chun.'i1 l)f God . .. C'erttC-1' of Hope ()fl Cl'enshaw Blvd which Will be affected by the 
additional transit $)''Sien, Jfoe. I run co.1.1cern abouL tbe ~thtti£.•. dime~i<m uod added oon.ge::-Lion aod 
swongly support the option that utilizes underground OJ' O\ter ground rajJ trains. 

A 

It is :tlready difficult to travel dO\VO Crenslrnw Blvd wllh effici~1cy at ccttaj11 times of the day ,rnd aoy I 
<tddcd l~n~ or buses wiH further complicate the situation. l1 ~ppcars tJrnt the added transit lines arc- 8 
inevitable. how~ve.r above/under groond rail vcr.-.u8 bll~e$ is what we n~ed to d o. 1 afao wanl to add thal 
tbere t>eeds to be e<1uity in the inn~r city that comparable decisions reflect parody and considerntion of I 
\ 1:tlue anti worth of the conmJuoily. What is good for other parts oftheconununily should be good for C 
OlU' conummity as well. 

As I ta1k with membe1s of my co11greg_ation it is uoiversa11y 1eh that troills. ate the prefon-e.d choict' ruld I D 
Mt'.lro would .$Cn'e the comniunity well hy approving the option thai indude-; 1h i1. manner of lrru1sic. 

Thank~ou. 

Bishop Gregor)' L Oucon 
First Church Of GOd ... Cel"lter Of Hope 
955-0 Crenshaw Bt..rd 
Inglewood, ca 90305 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-108-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that an aerial structure along the Crenshaw Boulevard median from 60th Street to 
the Harbor Subdivision would result in an adverse visual impact to the Hyde Park community.  Design 
Option 4, a below-grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue on the Harbor Subdivision was 
incorporated into the Locally Preferred Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors to eliminate this visual 
impact.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that the removal of the mature trees along the Crenshaw median 
required to build the light rail transit system would result in an adverse visual impact without the 
implementation of mitigation measures.  Mitigation Measures V1 through V6 were provided Section 4.4.3 
of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the effects of removing the mature trees or other vegetation along the 
alignment.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

© Metrd 
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Response to comment 30-108-B. 
 
One of the objectives of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is to alleviate traffic congestion, by 
offering a mode of transit which allows for a reduction in automobile usage.  The traffic analysis in the 
FEIS/FEIR found that existing congestion within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor is already at or near capacity 
and will continue to worsen if transit improvements are not made. 
 
Response to comment 30-108-C. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-108-D. 
 
Comment noted. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-109. Sherida Dobard. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-1 0 9 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

Hm·B.E1SE;4I.[ O'MTA'li;v.1Qef;~;S~';e~~U~f:I av;®r.:2.1 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Addre$S: P.O. Box 781267 IA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-109. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-110. C. Dorsey. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

J0-11 0 

COMM~~~TY MEMBERt'S Co_MMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAM<: ( Iv ,,u /4 cLJ<n/1w:: EMAIL: - --------

Aool\ESS: ,(,/? f <-1 J.i> c,l,c•·f te 15 Pt,o,«: ,$:Z:, G/(,/9 -C:>z :IL-
CO>tMENTs: K C? •'fu JI ( ,<//1 cl/ R 7 r~· I A 

H.Ull:BE:SENTTO:MTA av.oct.-~6, SO P.LEM.E RETURN'QY.®f,·23 
En111il: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-110. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-111. Claudia Douglas. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-111 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Claudia Oo~!as (Cdouglas@westa.org} 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 11 :49 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: mbaconS@yahoo_com 

Subject Keep the- Cronshaw Une Underground 

Dear MTA l}oard of 0irectors: 

Please k~p l he Cten.shaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the ctrildren at Crenshaw High A 
School and Vtew Park Prep. Also, for the many children that liv-e in the area that take this route to tra\le1 to the 
neighboring elementary schools. Traffic already bacli:s up in bo th d irec!ions on Slauson. Don't make a bad 
situation worse .. Trear u s the same as you intend to tre.at the \Vilshire community. 

Sincerely, 

Claudia Douglas 
We&t Angeles Church of God In Christ 
Accounting Department 
3045 Crenshaw 8fltd 
t os Angeles, CA 90016 
(ph) 323. 733.8300 Ext.2348 
(fax) 323 734 7·182 
web: \','!:.filAQgl'jes C~J!®..Ql._Godj n Cllrist 

• Wet( A.ngt/tt Churcl'I, Inc. E•m4N CottfldCftf.18.ti(Y Notice 4 

This transmission is Intended only for the UH of the :uidr flsne and m.Jy contam lnform..,lion chat is privileged. 
confidentia l, and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not me recipient this serves as notice to 
you that any dinem/n8tion, d1srrlbutlon, printing, orcOpymg ot tfNs communication Is strictly prohibited. If you trave 
~ce/Vcd lhl$ communle4lion In om,r. ple-a$0 im~l:Jtoly ltOV(y "' (Only) VII ~•JM.fl r~ly Of by C410p/)()()0 ar 323.733. 
83()(), and prompdy delete this me.ssage. 

I J/10/2009 
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--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damle<1wg@gma1tcom) 

Sent: Monday. October 26, 2009 12:tS PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd: Keep lhe-Ctenshaw Une Underground 

•···-·· Forwatded message •···· -·--
f r<>m: Clau.dia Dotte)as <Cdougla.5@wcst.s org> 
Dote: Mon, Oct 26, 2009 at 11:50 AM 
Subject: Kc.cp the CrensJ1aw Line Underground 
To: ·•crenshawralCix-e:qx').org" <crenshawralfixexpo.org.> 
Cc: .. mbaoo:n~~hoo .. .c-Qm" <mbacon6@¼'lho....2.oon\> 

O.ar MTA Board ofDiroctors: 

Please keep lhe Creosh11w Line uodcrground OJI Crcnsh:iw Blvd for the $ttti:ty of the children at 
C rcn~ha"r High Schoo l ,·md Vie,\• Park Pn!Jl. Al$(), fo r the many children that live in the-area that take 
this roulc lo lrttvcl lo the ncighboriug clcmcnt.:tl)' scltoo)s. Trame alrc.udy bncks up in bol-h di.rcc~ions on 
SJausoo. Don't make a b;.td situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the Wilshire 
<:omruunity. 

Sin<:er~ly, 

Claudia Oougl~ 

(pb) 323.1.33.8300 Ext2348 

(fo,'t) 3Z3.734.i)$2 

I 1/1012009 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

web. \Ve1,1 Ans~k" Chur<:h <>f 0l>1I in Clwi!<I 

- Wm A1tgdt-.sOturdt, Inc. E-,rwi/ Ctmfltk,llinlity N«iu-
Thi$ /rttll$Wd$P(lp is i11tw1d.•d ()111)'/<!rtll# "" ef dtc add,m~ nnd mcu' CQlll(lfo illf()fmoti()II I/tat isprfrilt11;,t4 «irl./itknli4~ t;flldlqr 
41.'l'tNtJN />v>Jtf ditclowre 1tndtYO[JP{katJl~litW. 1/f(IJI (JI',! }IOI r/t-0 rttlpiem #tls Strl'l!S M nwlce (.(/ j t># that 41'11)' dhse,,,f,ittrlOJt, 
diltrilmlilJPI, prilllit,g, 11rr:upJ1,Ig Of this C()mm.111Iiettti1»1 I.t Slrit.r(r JJrOl)ibitt..vl. /fJVII hlll'<' r«eI.-ed rhh 1:/Jmntmrit.uti o,r in <'rr-llr. JM<'l»t 
imm.:diatdy 11oti,b m (tm('f) ,ia e-mnil rq,IJ nr UJ' td,:pl,ont: al Jl..'t- iJJ-li.'UJ(), nnd pro,r,pfly ditld.: J/1i.r mcr~'IIJl<. 

I 1/1012009 
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Response to comment 30-111. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and concerns of environmental 
justice concerns. 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-597 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-112. Lorayne Douglass. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 112 

From: l odeez@:a.ol.oom 
S.nt: Monday, Ccto!le< 26. 2000 6:24 AM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 
Cc: cfer1shaw@rixexpo.Of'g 
Subject: c(enshaw line I 
PleaSEe keep the Ccenshaw l ine underg,ound on Crenshaw 6M:J, for the safety of our children at Qenshaw High and VJi:!11 P~rk A 
P,ep. Your attootion to this mauerw1t1 be greatly appreciated. 
M. Lorayne Douglass 
3501 Aofesta Avenue 
Los A.ngeles, CA 90043 

fila:I/ISV ... Prod1)C1S ru'd R.ep,:11ti!6.02 DEJS DEUUDF.IS OEfR Pul'tic Comme1ir.;1Public Ccmma11t~ndi~icluls A·£/00!1gl:1ssJ , OOI026J1tm(l 21<1'2009 2:JS.31 PM) 
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Response to comment 30-112. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety. 

©Metrd 
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~ Metro'--- ----- --------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

DralEnrw'itcA: t t1ll.,...:tS~£M04w.1fjaflnipadRepa,t 

Comment Form 
The Ot1uh1w Tt•nsit Coni;k,, p,o;ec1 te:1m we:lcomos yovr co,nml!nlS °" the Rndin&$ of the Draft~ I.ct 
St.:ttmen\.{Otali IA'ltOf'U'r'IMUil tmpact lttpo11 Of II")' ~ aspect of tht ~ Ot process. Ple-as.e (ill out thk (o;m •!1d "~ additional 
~ ol P'l)e!I', if~• Givre d"5 loffll; tO pqec:t-st,lf or tt:tum to Mt.'IIO (Ht diroc:tionson rew:rse).. 

.. ,,_ ... fd,,d,_~ 

1'81.1• lh~ Transil {BRT) Att~m:ittWI 

0 O,hl Rall Tt11nsl1 (Utl) Altcm~iVll 

0 No lmPfOWmMi Necessary 
(No--l11lld Allem.atlvc} 

M"'°" Imp.cut OUICS 
□(T-S,,...,. 

............. (TSMjAlla"""<) 

□ No()p,nlon 

"'"""""' ...... (check •"1 ot all d'lat apr.ly): 
[!. Conmuttlot\ 

llfNotso 

Qjf All Q>,111,, 

II Tnlllc 

.l!(S."'r 
Iii v,,..a Effiom 

121,0lsplaccmmt of~ 

l!I otsruptlon to IJ1,11iness 

II Public Sc,Vtu, 

[a.Local t.and Use & D~lop!'l"le-m 

□l'.c-•mp,,o,•odJ«>S 
a s,-o.,1gn,....,. 
□ON< --- --- -

Wou\d)'OU 11kt to be~ to 1he prOfKl mallinglk.t? 

E!) Ye, Q No 

- OVER -

30• 113 
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--------------~ Metro 

October 9, 2009 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manage:!' 

l.os Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transpol'tatlon Authority 

One Gateway Plata 
M;,il Stop: 99-224 3 

losAngel•s. CA 90012-2952 

Dear Mr. Diaz, 

I am fully aeainst this project as a Westchester Homeowner. Living in t~e Osage area, I Hectv Downing 
want to express my vle.w on why I am opposed to the Crenshaw Tums it Corridcr•Project, We lfve In a 

quiet, comfortable neighborhood. we spend a lot of time outside in o ur neighbortiood and it would be A 

very noisy. This project would make our neighborhood loud . We support our local busine$$eS and wfU 
continue, however tearing down or dosing local bu-slnesses is not in•the·best interest of our 
neighborhood. I am fully against the project and hope that my v~ws will be honored. 

Sincerely, 

Hedy Downing 
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•
. . /~*~~(~~~ES C,:: 

- ~ .. .;~~~ - . .. .. . -~ 
+·~"" . . ---- d9 OC:f 20C''-" , />ii. .2 · T .... ' , 

lo 
'?-o~& '7)_;:,,,,.. ,'?m:>~ W'<>MO.S,V, 

tw . ~~ e°"""' ~ "'m .. 1-topc,e_;"""' 

1,.,.a,""P"~ 4..u.~ 
0""-l. S c..4 w °'-"\ ? .w...,.. 
'M...Jl ~~ i qq-:i.;i.-1' 

1!.oo./cyv\~, c.,A 'Wo,,;i-:).qs.;i. 
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Response to comment 30-113. 
 
The potential impacts from noise were evaluated in the environmental document.  The noise impact 
analysis prepared as part of this project indicated that there would be no noise impacts from light rail 
trains operating along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way near the Westchester community.  No 
discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning devices in the residential area adjacent to 
Osage Avenue would occur.  This location is more than 650 feet west of the proposed light rail alignment. 
Noise from a light rail system would not be discernible at this distance.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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COMMENT: 30-114. J. Drake. 
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30-114 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LI NE STUDY -- . 
NAME: ~i,G' Dt4b . EMAIL: ________ _ 

AOORESS: ~ '£ '-/ Cj: 
C.0MMENTS: ~Q 

I 

w 1af 5 -1-• PHONE: ______ _ 

t ~ U t-i ,u.te-b r~ ' I A 

!M"IIIE SOO{O'Joff~~i"t,i.OO"ri'ili/ !i<i'.P.i.¥M(~RN BV{®,i'~"·23 
Email: crensllaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ot 90016 
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Response to comment 30-114. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-115. Mike and Laura Duhe. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Mike Duhe [mfduhe@pacbell.net) 

Saturday, October 24, 2009 11 :44 AM 

Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: c ,enshaw Transit CONldor Project comment Form 

Attachments: CRENSHAW-PAGE 2.bmp; CRENSHAW-PAGE 1.~mp 

Plea,se see attached form. tr you would like to discuss oor opcniCns please can ot ,e-.mail. 

ThankS tor your anenoon lo our oplt1ions. 

Mike and Laura Ouhe 
7813 Toland Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 645-1325 
miduhe@oacheU net 

I J/512009 

30-115 
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Crens haw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

Tht'C-~~haw Trtnsit Corridor project team ~•o~ }tOUr co1ru·nel'll$ o,i the Rndlngsol~ Ora It U'lvlrontl'lel'l!al lmpat1 
StatementjO,al\ Eiwiro11ime~ lrr.p;a-.t R'PQ11 or anyolh~ Uptd of the pcoject or prooss, Pltase fll out this ro,m a11d use .addilioNI 
~ of p.,per. If nec:ess.ar,. Gttthis form to p,oject: sc.iff or ,etv1n to M«rO (see dirttlion$ on rt:W1$C"), 

Name (f',m& t.1s1 N~. Oqpmir:ltion} 

me ~ mn, rn,s::,h,uJ )> . .,.,ht 
Address (SttM. C'N): ~ Tip) 

o ._ "d. !lv-U\u e__ 

THIS COMr,•1 '.J, f.'H J. t 'i •n 

My ~fd,odono), MTl\'. • I 
_,.i,- ...,; t'lt.,...,_c...vr"-:. ji.,t+ro< 
T □ Bus Rapid Tra!mt (SRT} Altcm.iti~ 

□ Ught Raif T;ansit (LRT) Alt.emi11ive 

No ln'lp~mct1l Nectn~ 
□ (No•8uild Afk-m;tive) 

,._._.o, Improvements 
□ (l rut1 portation S)'$-tM1S 

r.bnagem"'"' (TSMfAlttrf\llivt) 

C NoOpin:ion 

My......,.,._ fcheck, or fl that -.,ply): 
erconstrvct!on 

~ ise 

a;(A'irQu~I.()> 

~< 

J,fi•f<ty 
~suai £ff1Xts 

~spl'xement o(Ptopcrty 

~sruption to Busincu 

Ji'l:Public Services 

Jilioeal Land Us.e & ()ev(!lopmMC 

'Jilfco~ic fmp,cts ~nd fobs 

0 Sp«ific De,ii n F"uturc-s 

□01he, 

to be iddtd to tht l)f'Oject m1111ifig 5:st~ 

CYts J(No 

""""'""' I-p,1.,1, 
Plc t 5t io Mct:r' bi, ilL A rfl,;.,+..naace ~MI aaJ 

pa ell r Cid.< ,C,v;Jity 9"'n 'ir1,,.J..,,<?fncf l11f.otto 

Osay<- + 4 C, rlll<JL b A•✓< tv ,L in '1:6 < 

:f\ m',ly of -'kc ltSC ±bis :<trfnl'nc< imJ PYr;t b 
oo1r: :bw fJ-1c y4, ~ "1o dei« so,,t,..., 11b ft,, 

hi,/ r,a;,,'H,rc ,,,,_J &.c -b-,e.nls y 1» 11,, I, hM,4-
Pl.,.1h,.,s, fuc ei<q ct«> oednx:avnce (l/1 of 

;;/:he oe1bbcc:s fo1te b,v;n; a c1a Stn,tl-:/-ra,m 
--11,e,+ec bf• cby - J; din 53 11m J sf, II arn@k-
3. io3 f,'tl:,, p,.,,1houst, 4/hrn :z:.,.,5 1 9:cL 
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(I, MetrOL-------------

I c.m.....~: 
~ro J fos«nt oS ),, fl ~4:,ylq am / Chee th:, '5fl:6'cn soutn ,£ 
Mcncbrrt<c - NoT ney;f: iP ouc' botnes ,' 

fullufiro is < b'3/ C4'tlccr:o 4 $ k'«II, 01c b c~ 4,.;H ,r, 3/'l .... '.S::o 
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□-............. >/ 
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O &:OIIOl'l'l<O. d09C...:•110f"g1nlu.don 

□0t1, .. - - -------

G}Metro 

I 

Thank You! 

□a.., 

□WaJV 
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PalUIW.Q _°"'-...,.._ 
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o.,c:.,_,""" 
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Response to comment 30-115-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near Westchester.  This proposed facility was eliminated from 
consideration when the optional Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The 
optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because of 
low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
Response to comment 30-115-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-115-C. 
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapter 4 of the FEIS/FEIR factored into account 
the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, and noise which include the surrounding highways and 
roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not contribute to air 
pollution or negative air quality effects that the commenter currently experiences living adjacent to the I405 
and LAX.  The cumulative effects of noise and traffic also would not affect the Westchester neighborhood. 
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COMMENT: 30-116. James Dunlop. 
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Response to comment 30-116. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-117. Sylvia Dunn. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 117 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: SylVia Graham [sat1918@att.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:00 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw TcanM Una 

October 25, 2009 

Qe.ar MTA Board ot Dtrectors: 

Plea-se keep the Cre.nshaw line undeigcround on Crenshaw Blvd fort.he safety ot the children at Crenshaw High 
Sch0o1 and Vl8\v Patk Ptep. Atso trarnc- already backs up ii\ both directions on Stauson Don't make a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same-as Yoll i:ntend to treat the \Mtshire oommunity, 

Sinc~1ely. 
S~•lvia A, Dunn 
3456 Cres.N'/Old AV&. 
l os Angele,s, CA 900<'13 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-117. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-118. Bonique Edwards. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 118 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Bonique Edwards {booique@kconsultinggroup.com] 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 2:36 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Rea. Crenshaw Rail Sys!em 

systems being placed in our community. In white commun'lie:s across Los Angeles, it would be unheard of A 
My n~me is Bonique Edwards and I am a resident of the Crenshaw community. I am ooooemed that the rail 
to have an above ground rail system. These systems are noisy and increese traffic:: si:gnifioa.ntty. If I lived i 
Redon<to Beach, ii muld be a natural assumption to plaoe the rail system underground. 

My vote on the issoes are below. 

I live al 5156 Brynhursl Avenue, Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

BELOW GROUND metro rail 
I SUPPORT an below ground rail system along Crenshaw Blvd. I B 

ABOVE GROUND Light Rail Trans~ I 
I OPPOSE an above ground light rail along Crenshaw Bl'ld. C 

A Bus Rapid Transit 
I SUPPORT an expanded rapid bus system along Crenshav, Blvd., D 

Bonique Edward s 
(310) S00-2222 
(310)861-S710 
http://www.kconsultinggroup.com 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-118-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Response to comment 30-118-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-118-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-188C. 

 
Response to comment 30-118-D. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-119. Norman Edwards. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t : 
To: 
Subjeet: 

pcoky79@earthlink.Aet 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 0:12 AM 
Diaz, Roderick, crensnaw@hxexpo.org 
C1ensh.~w line 

D.;:ar M'rA 803rd of Di r-actots : 

3 0-119 

Pl-:ase !:eep t.he propo:2ed Crenshaw Li oe undergrcund on Crettshaw £$1•1d tor the safecy of thel 
o'hildren at Crenshaw Jiigh Sc:hool ar.d \/l~• .ra~k Prep , Also, t..raffic alr~dy backs up in A 
both directions on Slauson an;:t Crenshaw . l):)n ' t ~ke a bad ait1.1atlon worse. i,.,-e :ro2qu~at 
the same c..reaunent l"IS you hav-e shown t o ~he we,s::.side and ¥JilshLrE! communit:ies , 

Sincerely, 

Nozman Edwards 
Q 070 Atbeniao ~1ay 
£◊s Angeles, ca 900~~ 
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Response to comment 30-119. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-120. Bernice Eleverau. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

30-120 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE ST\JDY 

N~IW.I' UJ4e~ EMAll: ___ -----_ _ ___ _ 

AolWSS: g- 0 ::!2 h '-<> . ( \ ..3, 4, ..:5/.:...___ l'HoNE: 'l.,'.12, 7A 4 
COMMENTS: \J,C\~ f!fc:r'::\,:'.\,J p c, G-e~ L.,._) 

M.llfI BE SENT TO MT.A BY OCT. 26, SO PLEAS£ RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Emaif: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • FaK: (323) 76l - 6435 • Addttss: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-120. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-121. Moloud Elisha. 

 

~ Metro!-_ _____ _ _____ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

'30-121 

The. Cm,sh.JwTnnsitCo,rWPfo,fCltrt~Mk:iomes'JO#,#COff:P'>tl'nOl'lcf"l' .-.,,o1w tbfi (tMoci.,-.4f'IUli ln:pcl 
~t1ao,lfflt1U implc:I fkpo,lo, .an,W!f-1" ~ M~p,o,-c:t Of proc:im,, At•l-efill oi.n ch,, bm 1nd !ilk: addl'l!Mal 
, t-1e<1, of plpc!f, if nectt,Ury, Give lh'l fuirm to prO/C(t staff' 01 1etvrn to Mt'l/0 (Set dl1ecdons on ,e~rse). 

t m11i1 (Ml~Mr/drcss to~i .. ~k:p,r,,J«J updJJ~) 

O\~i +4..-\--<l2, ~loc.3!0.!,.,.\, ne+ 
I H IS cor..•Mt 'JI ij[lAlf S, JO 

0 Bui A1prd Ttant\1 (8RT) Alltmilf.¥C 

□lip .... ,,..,,.. (l.ltl) ......... 

□ No 111\plOY~l N~tsS,11)' 
fNc,,Ou!ld Altcrn11lw) 

M1t1od,rp~c .!s.JWHb 

0 (Tm1S~ Sy,:tems 
Milnt1tment (fSMI Alternatlvt) 

□No Opinion 

M)' "'°"""' -(dwci<"!'(c,,jjth,1 .....,.,, 

[7ContlrU(ti'on ~to,(, Qu•l•ly 

~ me 

c:rs.<"' 
~1,1# Effect, 
C:{'.,_,,... ........ .......,. 
c;rt,iuupt;0n to 8u1mtt1 

Q PubkSM>lca 

□ ~l,MdUK& Ot et P,.HHIC 

6J"~omie hnpi1<:n .irtd Jcbs 

(g'Sp«lf< Onicn rtlhns 

D°"'-' --- ----
·= · 
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---------------~ Metro 

How do you te11A1tlytrawl in thr p,o;ec:t 1,ea.? 
(<n«k ,fl r!,,11p()ly/ 

~ In die proj«t area? 

0 Wortllrtd\4-pte,j,fctarn> 

D Commvt• ffifoil,+i the p,o;«1 •re•~ 

C 01""1 
0 8igde? 

~ orTNOI 

0 Commul'lllr o, Nricflborhood O,a~~ft:iOn 

□~bk_.,-, 

□LinWO,Mll,(Jltlf°'J~~ 

0 <;"tvlc OrJ•nlotlon 

0 Economic Development Org11nlu1ion 

□Omc:, 

© Metrd 

-------
□~ 

Thank You! 
Give thl, form lb ptojt(t •taW 0t rttum to '-ietro: _ .... 

--. .............. 
i.o.~c.....,Mtffl)pd,uo 
r,an,portiition~ 
One Glteway Plat• 
Mall Stop: 99-22·) 
i.o,.Mgl'IH. CA 90012,2',2 

-d.u,odo,d.--

P,cjecl Hotlins 
(113) 922-273' 
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Response to comment 30-121-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near Westchester.  This proposed facility was eliminated from 
consideration when the optional Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The 
optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because of 
low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapter 4 of the DEIS/DEIR factored into account 
the effects of air quality, traffic, and noise.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not 
contribute to air quality pollution that the commenter currently experiences living adjacent to the I-405 and 
LAX.  No impacts from noise and traffic would affect the Westchester neighborhood. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to members of the surrounding communities.   
 
Response to comment 30-121-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-122. Gokhan Esirgen. 
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Cl"tl'ISl\aw Transit CorriOOr OUSOEJ;ll COfflletltSlZ 
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.............. _ .......... ---.--- ------------------------------··"--~---·-----------------
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Response to comment 30-122-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Regional connectivity to other parts of the existing rail system and possibly future 
extensions was one of several factors that were used to evaluate and select the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.   
 
Response to comment 30-122-B. 
 
Comment noted.  See response to comment 30-122A. 
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COMMENT: 30-123. Gokhan Esirgen. 
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Response to comment 30-123-A. 
 
Comment noted.  The single freight track along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way is no longer a 
heavily used freight rail line.  Nonetheless, this track is being relocated and preserved within the right-of-
way.  The right-of-way was sold to Metro for potential future use as a public transportation line.   
 
Response to comment 30-123-B. 
 
Comment noted. The operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not necessarily rule 
out the shared use of the right-of-way with another future potential transit line.  The relocated track may be 
incorporated into a future public transportation project along the corridor.  
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COMMENT: 30-124. Cynthia Estell. 
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30 - 124 

Hilll 11E·SENTe.TO~t',n' A'\("f-o¢rS~t;/ so P.1.EME•REUJRN IJ.~.i\\B 
Email: crenshaw@Hxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-124. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-125. Amos Evans. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:22 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd. 

-•-•·--- Forwarded m~ age •·--··· 
from: A:mo~ £ .vans <al:>:cv;mst{fshcalnhal.ncl> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009ai 1: 18 PM 
Subject: 
To: crenshaw£1tfixt.x:po.ora 

Dear MTA Board or Otieo!ON;.: 

Please keep the Cre-nshaw line unde,g-round on Crenshaw Blvd for tlle safety of the children at Crenshaw High 
SchOol and View Park P1ep AJso traffic already backs up in both directions on Slauson Don't make a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the Witshire community. 

Amos and Barb<lra. Evans 

3663 Northland Dr. 

Los Angeles, CA 90008 

I J/512009 

30-12 S 

A 
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Response to comment 30-125. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-126. Dianne Evans. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30-126 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMf! 0 ,'aa,(, £ u 0/1 s: 
Aoooess: ?.// / / ), //4 ,b .,,:f: 
CoMMENTS: 

() Q tt+ ,u_g..._+ tf- t I ~ Ii /-f 12. e ed be - -- -- -- -- - --
I i L L 

u. a. de..,. @VQ'1_"-d 117 7 
--=-- - I ' 

, , 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

,ail: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (32:J} 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-126-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-127. Jean Evans. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Jean P. Evans Opesae@sbcglobal.ne-t) 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:52 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: K00p Proposed Cmnshavt Blvd. Met,o Une Undergtound A ll 'l'h0 way! 

Dear Mrwo Line Board of Directors, 
Please keep tile proposed Cren"Shaw Blvd. Metro Une underground all the Wat for the safety cf children who 
attend view Paik Propa,atory School and Crenshaw High School and for tile economic wettare ot the community. 
Cre0$haw Blvd is a major north-south artery a nd delays C(Jused by grade level c rossil1g'S wiU ~r1ously impinge 
this south Los Angeles area. 
J0an Evaos 
6079 Porl<olen Ave , Lo• Angeles, CA 90043 

I J/10/2009 

30- 127 
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Response to comment 30-127. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would create some impacts during the 
construction period.  These include potential changes to traffic patterns, reduced on-street parking and 
altered access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with local businesses to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Underground segments of the 
alignment would result in some disruption to business because of the longer time required for excavation.  
Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to customers of local small businesses.  This enhanced access would occur along all 
portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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COMMENT: 30-128. Bridget Ferry. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Orah Environmental tmpact Stilteroont/Onft EnvironnMintal lmp,Kt Report 

Comment Form 
The C.eru,haw Tr:t.r&S.ll Co11ido1 p1oj«t te-.w, Weleomd :,uur commmts ori the flndlnes or1he Of.lft tn\/1/o,,rne,it:il hr1p11tt 
Statemen1/0ralt Environmental Impact Rtport or atl'fothcr a~ of the project or pro«ss. P$ease GU oot this lorm and ~•se additional 
$.l,«1$ of paper. if n~ ,y. Q.•e thi1, iorm to p1Qje:i.:1 st:1ff or return to Maro (~ di,~~ on I eve,se). 

Name (fJl'5t & Li1st Name, Org.Jnization) 

Add11~~$ {St~ 'lltl', Zip) 

2._ ""'2._ /\(OR..~ 

THIS COM ME.NT REtATES TO. 

My support or (check onet: 

Bu1 R4pid Ttaf)Sil \BRT) Alten·13,tNt 

~ht R:alt Ttansi1 (LRt) Alterna11ve 

O No Improvement Neusury 
(N<>81.1il<fAJ~1native} 

~tmpro-weme,,its 
l!((T:.;~sportation S~stems 

Management ITSM) Ahern.;;tive) 

D No Opin-ion 

My thoughts :about 
(clM!ck any« ,111 th~ apply): 

□ Co~SIIIXliOl'I 

Q No!se 

0 AirQv,l•I)' 

~ 

• 

LA, CA- C?ooo 
Wo!.Myw 1&11 to br. ~cfed lo the pro;ect mailing Int? 

e"fu 0 No 

-OVER-

30 - 128 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

''f=lor 

~n the P'Oi«t a,ca? 

□ \Vorlc H\ lhe p{Ojett 3te.a? 

~ ut1! th1oueh the proji:CI 3ri!11:? 

Q Other? 

How do you regulac1y trawl In the p,toje<t ate-i? 
(tm:f;lr :,Ht/Mt ;pp/)') 

D Bicrclc? D 81..11-? 

~ rT,vc~? □Walk~ 

0 Community o r Neighborhood O,g~nii:;uion 

o Pubbc Ael!f•cr 
0 Environmcmul o ,eani:u-tion 

0 Ciik Org;miution 

0 Economic Development Org-init~ion 

OOth~ ----------

©Metro 

□?th€,' 

Thank You! 
GiVf! lhl:$ ((,)(m to projec.t st:111'" 01 return to Metro: 

PoJbl M all 

Rod<'rick Oiaz, Project Manager 
Los Al'lgtle$ County Met1opol~l'I 
T ranSJ)Oftation A.v!J,ority 
OneGOO!'Way Pl3za 
Maft Stop;99-22-3 
t.os Metlts,.CA 9001 2·29.S2 

Emait 
di.au odM&@mttro.net 

Proj~ Hotline 
(213) 922-2736 

C~mmen~s must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

' 
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Response to comment 30-128-A. 
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR to identify the 
transit alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is 
presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria 
including but not limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the 
different modes of transit and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried 
forward for further analysis into the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail 
transit and a bus rapid transit alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation 
criteria.   
 
Typically, a heavy rail transit system requires a commercial corridor with high commercial density.  
These high density commercial areas are required to generate the ridership necessary to support the 
cost of a heavy rail transit system.  Areas that can support this amount of density are limited to 
central business districts and high employment areas, containing multi-story office buildings.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Corridor does not have the commercial density that would create the ridership 
necessary to support a heavy rail transit system.  Other communities within the region, such as El 
Segundo, Culver City, Santa Monica, and Pasadena, also do not have the commercial density 
required to support a heavy rail system and have light rail systems planned or currently operating 
through their jurisdictions.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR also analyzed the visual and aesthetic impacts of an at-grade light rail transit system 
operating in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  A light rail transit system operating through the 
Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-directional two-track, fixed guideway system that 
would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  The system would be powered by overhead 
wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system 
would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, 
which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit 
system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would be consistent in character with surrounding land 
uses and would not result in a significant visual impact. 
 
Response to comment 30-128-B. 
 
Comment noted.  See response to comment 30-128-A regarding the Alternatives Analysis.  The two 
alternatives identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and 
a Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in 
the DEIS/DEIR.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-128-C. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The placement of an Ikea within the community is not part of the proposed project.  Please see 
response to comment 128-A and 128-B for the mode choice selected by Metro as the Locally Preferred 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-639 August 2011 

Alternative.  Metro considers the communities within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor to be essential pieces of 
the overall region and selected a Locally Preferred Alternative that would serve and connect these 
communities to the surrounding region.  The Locally Preferred Alternative represents a significant capital 
investment to those communities for decades to follow. 
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COMMENT: 30-129. Gina Fields. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

CoMMENTS: _:t:_"l:L;~~~IIL,,-:..k,.....!ZL-::U,~½¢"~....ffe,2'.......1'(/.L.i.H:.~~ =-.,.-----J A 

:e"} 

--
Ema/I: aenshaw@nxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ol 90016 
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Response to comment 30-129. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR addressed the potential noise, vibration, and safety impacts from the operation of a light 
rail transit line on the street surface.  The assessment presented in the environmental document indicates 
that light rail operations would not result in significant or adverse impacts to noise, vibration or safety.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-130. Gina Fields. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-130 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: dtvag1 1@aol.com 

Sent: Friday, Octobe< 23. 2009 10:56AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1dOt • Und~g,otu·'KI Pl0a.se!II 

Dear Mr. Roder«:k: 

1 am a homeowne, on MCCiung Onve ul Leimert Park, 1 b-lk east of C<eosnaw and 112 a btock north of King Blvd. 
I am very ext::iled a.bovt the instaltalion of a light rail along Crenshaw Slvd I believe m;,is.s tia,nsit r$ the wave of 
the future and with rising gas pnoes and increased congestion on the roao. the mtroouction of light rail mid.city is 
a g;eal idea. As a u.c. Be<Etkely Graduate aM a rorme, bay area tQSlct~nt, 1 am tamlliar with the poSiWe 
possiblities of a rail system 

However, I implore Metro 10 mslall lht? ra[I systam underground, like the BART !fain m the bay area. A ground 
'evel system would increase traffic on a·n already congested street Also. w~h the heavy traffic and a train 
competing on the, street, vehicular accIde,nts would mos! ccrtafnly Increase. Addition-ally, Cronshaw is a str~et 
heavily peopled with many ek;lerty people, <1.s well a$, young elementary and middle schooa sf!)dents. A ground 
tevel train woutd fea-d to more fatal~ies for pedestnans. 

A 

B 

\Nhile I applaud Metro's efforts to increase publlC transportation in Los Angeles, I woy1d only S!)pport it, if it were I 
done property. The proper way to install light cail mkl-city is undergrouAd. Please help us to protect oor chitdren c 
and our elder1y and lessen traffic in our area by installing the Crenshaw Transit Corridor underground for the 
entire route of the train. 

Thank you, 
Gina M. Fields 
McOung Ohve Homeawnet 
DiyaG1 t@aokom 
(323)291-9300 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-130-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the support of the commenter and public input is an important part 
of the planning process.   
 
Response to comment 30-130-B. 
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.   This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed 
in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.   

Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case 
basis primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of 
an area.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Motorist safety treatments are described in detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered of the 
DEIS/DEIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in a 
semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb until the alignment 
transitions to a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 39th Street and would not travel above 35 
mph.  Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks with standard signal phases.  As discussed in 
Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the DEIS/DEIR, the signal phasing at intersections would be 
changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT vehicles are present, movements that would 
conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street during phases in 
which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, 
photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be considered, as appropriate, along this 
segment.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
  
Response to comment 30-130-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-130-B. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-131. Angelia Fleming. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30•131 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LI NE STuDY 

NAME: fh.1'f!)1Ci-- P(_p,/.f/µ~ ~~~•Cfl. 

A<Wss: !{l~V &es d Llo/. lfo ~II- ~ i - . _·Jqc, - 2--(, 

A 

ffllllJIE SENT JO MTA BY!j)'CT. 26;~e,..~•ij.mJRN Q.~~. 23 
Ema/I: crenshaiv@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 £A, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-131. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-132. Lori Fleming. 

 

______________ © Metro 

30-132 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME, k 11 , fie,,,, ·'1: EMAIL, <: a,e,, · -v 4 G?Ga w 
AoOMSS: ,? 'i ~ IM.5 7 /A...r v S ,I= 2,3 c,,,;, 3 , (;??. 

CDl->M£HTS: -'.:::ie::¥'.=~a::.- !d.:!L-Gl~ ~ ,,;,...,..J:a.~=4---------l- A 

M.YilBE SENTTO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Email: crenshi1w@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 64]5 • Address: P.O. Box 7812ti7 LA, OI 9()()16 
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Response to comment 30-132. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-133. Vincent Fleming. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30- 133 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW UNE Sruov 

NAME: · l!tf 11 T f r r'Vl"I I~ EMAIL: ,/ f/~t,i,1 '7- 9 r.l A f&>-&i 
AooREss: // <.'5 VIC /4r,-c.r .4 ;IONe:, :S'.Z,~· 3 /h.;;0(7 
CCJMMEHTS,Cf1ctF 1-f: -Gr~ I ,. 

BJlll:IIE!~~TOffll(~OCJ':;26, so"~RETURN l!f'qj:;r. ~ 
Email: aenshaw@rvcexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-133. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-134.Carol Fondevila. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject 

Veronica Oesitva (vdesilva@leeandrewsgrcup.com} 

Wednesday, October 28, 2009 1:10 PM 

Diaz, Roderic&<; Monks. David 

Roxi Rooves, JT Ford 

Crenshaw- DEIS/DEIR CCMMENT F'ORM ATTACHED 

Importance: High 

Attachments: Carol FondeVIla_Cmnt Fs_ 10.28 09 pdf 

Attached is Comment Form received today. 

Veronica De Silva 
Lee Andrews Group 
(213) 891-2965 
(213) 891-9016 Fax 
(213) 999-0844 Cell 
vdesilva@leeandrewsaroup.£Q.01 

) J/512009 

30• 134 
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© Metro~--------------
10/ 27/2009 23: 5! 323-93S-3!M 

TO: 

Carol l'ondmla 
456 South Plymouth Bh·d. 

Los Angcl<s, CA 90020 
Office Phone (323) 939-3100 

Fax (3:23) 939-3150 
Email: sfond@Aot.eo,n 

FAXMESSAGE 

FROM: catol Fondc:vila 

RE: Commen~ on proposed station at Crenshaw and Wilshire 

t attended the meeting Ootol,Q: 26"' at L.ACMA reaarding tho above. Tbe.re were no 
Commeni Fonns availllblc at the meeting, but one had been emailed 10 rn,; which is 
att:,obed. 

Please inform me of any other meetings penaining to the proposed stalions. etc:. 

~~ .. u . .r, 
Carol Fondevl~ 

PAGE 81 
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--------------~ Metro 

10/ 27/2009 23:51 323-939-3100 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

PAGE 02 

Comment Form 
TM Crenshawirarwt C¢onidor~ team welcomes )'OIII" comments on the Mdlnp of the 01*1t Enwonmf!ntal Impact 
Statt:ftlcn1/Dn-l\ Env11Qnmencal lfflp,a Rcpo«or f ny othtr a;pcct l1f 1tw: ~ or proasS- Ple"sf' fl f out this lorm and u~ 1odi1,;ooal 
sheets of p,eptt, lf neoe5'-")'. Civetf'itt tbrm to project stafFor rewm to Ml!!b'o (see diftt'.l',ont on JCYl:"f'1oC). 

N.am~ (Fil'St&L.asrN#~ Otpnlmkm) 

(1i('t)/ fondevi/q 
-• ~ C/Jy, 5-r,pJ 

'f5(p 5, fl~ mov~ 
Em.,11 (""" ,dd,.,. to,,,,_,_ p,riadk pmf«t µpd,t,sJ 

C~ond@ a~l•Cbl'Y\ 

THIS COMMENT Fti-1 ATES 10: 

,.,,_..,.,_..,,* 
O &us R•pidTran$it (DR'T) AllcfNtlYC 

□ UJht R8'J T,ansit (ti;iT) AltemtHvc 

O No lm,,,ovcmetst Ne<:t'$'»fY 
(No-81.1114 Altet1tatlve} 

MinOf' lrnpf'C/11~./TttMS 
□ (Tr.tnsport.11lan Systems 

MJ1'18$fl'IW'it l'fSMI Al~tM:) 

D No Opfnlot1 

My"-l!f"s-
t<J,<dc ..,, ........ ,.pplyj, 

19-(:omtructiOn 

~Oiloc 

~ltQ..,Gty 

DJ-f,.fl',c 
ai/.ie1y 
[!1.1((...,1 Efl'ffl, 
~S~tel'Mttt oF Property 

0 Oisn.;pci'o" to 9u:Sl,,ess 

□ Publtt Services 

~-.I ~nd Use & DeYt109mem 

□ Ec.()nomi<: 1mpi1CtS and Jobs 

m,(pt,eif1C: Oc#ii::n F"e.w-re, 

~" 'J:rn«acl- '"' 
Sll'(('c~nai!) 8cor½_) 

\la\lloS, 

Would yo1.1 l!ke to be~ to tM projta m1!!ln, 11$t? 

Ye1 □ No 

-OVER • 

;,, 
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10/27/2889 23:5l PfJl3E. 0 3 

Col'l'lrr11::nt (continll«I): 

rhA,1 1 l < A,V 
l - f\, (\ /'\ 

I "' "'•JU Af'I A, J.J 4 . l //"I 

\ 

n:1 t us :.sovr YOURSELF 

Wo<k>lp <.Odo? 'fcYJ(O 

~mmvtv rhrough the project area? 

00me,? 

How do )'0ll f't81Jlarly trrtel In lht projll!'t.'l :ltf!1IJ 
fd>cd, ,I/ ti,,f ,pplyJ 

08iqde' 

~orTruck? 

[J Communllyor Ne!gbbothood Organ1WIOn 

0 Public Ag@ncy 

□ Em,lronmen.tal O,gffllsation 

□ CMc Organization 

0 £.cot10mle: De\>et.opmtffit Ottf~nlz.ttion 

□Otl,r, - -------- -

C\)Metra 

------ - -
D?ther 

Thank You! 
GM! this. form eopro;cct mtf «~ to Mmo: 

Em.., 
dioz~@mc:tt0.n« 

Pl'oj«tHodin• 
~11) 922,2136 

Roderick Oiaz, Ptoj,ect ManiJ"r 
t.,s Ang,:l«:,Counl)' M...,,,,....n 
T,-niportation Authority 
OflCG.ll~yl'fu. 
MallS.ap.;99-2:2-3 
LosMgei<s, CA ,0012-2%2 ~)( (a13) s?J- '1:l'I r, . 

l}/h,: ~Ol/l """' 

CommanlS m•st be f<!CtJN<d by Odobc< 26, 2009, S:llO p.m. 

B 
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Response to comment 30-134-A. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  Therefore, the Windsor Square 
HPOZ would not be affected by the proposed project. 
 
Response to comment 30-134-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-134-A.  The Locally Preferred Alternative does not include a station at the 
Wilshire and Crenshaw Boulevards intersection. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-135. Tracie Ford. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

t_mossford@yahoo.com 
Moncby, Oc:tobcr 26, 2000 3·47 PM 
Diaz, Roderjck 
orenshaw@lixe)(po.org 
Cre-t1Shaw Line 

~a.r fo1TA BOO Yd 01' D1 (eCCOC'$ : 

30• 135 

Ple1H1:e, keep t.he ccenshaw Ltt1e under.ground on c.r-e.naha·,... Blvd tor t.hie .tliit'et.y o! the childre-)11 A 
ci: Cr:'t"n.Sh&W High Sch~} a~(J Vle-w Pork ?tl::f). Aho ti;a!t1¢ 8 l i:eady backs up .ht b()tJ1 
d1rect:.ions on Slauson . Don • ~ mac a horrible .sl.Ul&ttoo worst. cJ'1~n h . al?eady Ls . Treat us 
t .. he- srua,~ Eis you 1 otend LO neat. t.he ·,1'1 1:::hire cotrenunicy. 

T racle- Ford 
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Response to comment 30-135. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Or.tft Envlronmenbl Jmpaet statement/Draft Envlronrnerrtal lmp3Cl ~rt 

Comment Form 

30• 136 

TheC,tJ'lst\aw Translt Corridor projca team welcomes your comments on the findings of the Dr;efl £rn:ircmmcntal Impact 
SUttfflt!nl/Otllfi r.riv!tonm~31 lmpac:t Report or any other~ of the p<cjtt'I °' p,,oceu. Ptease fill ou1 this form afld use addltior'lal 
shctts of paper, if ntte$S.t,Y, Gf\~ this lorm 10 pr();t(t st.aff or rctum to rvletro {sec dir~-; on IC\'t't$C), 

Ni ,ne (A,sr & Ust N;tm~. Org,1tlnu/un) 

~ Pc#'.Sffl 
Address (St1ttl., Oly, S!iJte, Zip) 

Would you hl<t io be added to the pro;tct maihr1$16l? 

--rrrn_ t..ee-<W e nor-=·,-~ □Yes 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My support tot (check onet: 

~us Rapid T1a11S!t (EIRT) Ahematlve 

D Light R.ail Transk (lRl) Altemawe. 

D No lmp,ovemen1 Necessaiy 
(N~8vlld Ahcritatin} 

Minor lmp1oveme1t.s 
D (Tmnportnion Systems 

Manaa~ment ft'SMJ Alternative) 

□ NoOpitlM)n 

My thoushlS about 
(dic,ckarvyor all that~: 

□ (0a1strti<liOt1 

□ Noise 

D AJrQval?ty 

□T,affic 

□Si'fcty 

D Visva:1 Effects 

D Oi$pbcemcnt o( P,-opcny 

0 1Mrup1ion to Jv$in~u 

0 Public; Services 

0 local land Us~&. O<,ve'opmcnt 

0 EcQflomic lmp.i(t$ ;ind Jo~ 

D Specific Des1£n Fca11.1«:s 

□Other ------

-----------------

' 
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Comment (continued): 

Hew do you fegularly ltJ\>el fl the project atea? 
fd,«Jr J ,11h11t ;,pply) 

O Uvt in the pro!ect ~ a? 

D Work in t!,c p:f'Otect "-'Ccl' 

□ Commvt~ through the proj«t veil) □ 8kydt!'~ □ St.ts> 
j!()(hE-r? 

0 RcsidMt D Bus i,u:s s 

Jiittommunity or NciJhbo,hood O,ganita1ion 

0 Public Agency 

0 Environment:d Ort,lln.i'z:ition 

D Civic Orpnil'a!ion 

D Ecor'lomic Development o ,eani:dtion 

□Other 

©Metro 

O W;itk> 

Thank You! 
Give this (orm toprolect st.1ff or r®.lm to Metro: 

Postal Mall 

Roderick Oi~z., P,ojl'X.1 M.:mager 
los At'lgcles Cool'dy Metropolitan 
Tr;Mi'$f'Oft::ation Avthoriiy 
One Gat&la)I Plaza 
M;,il Stop: 99--22,J 
losAngeles, CA 90012-2952 

Em311: 
diavOOcrick@m«ro.rict 

Pqect Hotiite 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments mU$l be received by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-136. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-137. Vada Foster. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 137 

October 5, 2009 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Subject: Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 

Mr. Diaz, I am a member of the Kentwood Players, located at 8301 Hindry 
In Westchester. As you know, this address is included in the proposed 
demolition area to be covered by the above project. 

By now I am sure several other members have written to urge you to 
consider other locations for this purpose, to spare this crucial building and 
the pleasure its efforts over the nearly 60 years of its operation, from 
demolition. There are precious few community theatres still in operation in 
the greater Los Angeles area, and the Kentwood Players of Westchester 
Playhouse are one of, if not the oldest among them. 

Chapel Theatre in Lomita was once a thriving community theatre, but when 
they had to move from the space they had occupied for many years, they 
were unable to make a go of it in a new location. Similarly, Palos Verdes 
Playhouse closed after a relatively long time when they could not afford the 
space they were in due to rent increases. I am sure there are other smaller 
groups who have vanished due to the difficulty of maintaining a theatre in 
these hard economic times. 

The shortage of community theatres in this area is a shame, as less and 
less people today are able to afford the ticket prices of the equity houses in 
Los Angeles and Hollywood. Kentwood is one of the last affordable ! 
theatres around, with a dwindling but still loyal number of members and 
season ticket holders who support them. This group also offers children's 
theatre classes and children's productions which are also very rare in this 

A 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

area, unless one can afford to pay the high priced professional teachers. 
Kentwood is a vital part of this community, and should be protected. 

I fear that if the Westchester Playhouse is demolished, the Kentwood 
Players will cease to exist, as the cost of relocating and the loss of income 
during such time as the theatre would be closed would use up more than 
we have in our accounts. Tearing down the building would effectively kill 
the group. 

I respectfully request that you use another of the proposed locations for this 
project and spare this historical building. The community will suffer greatly 
for its loss, not just the members who support it. 

' 
Thank you for your consideration of this urgent matter. 

Sinc~erely .. 2 
/ ? 

,:::;Jc_.(:~ 

Vada Foster 

266 E 213th St 

Carson, CA 90745-1527 

, 

. 
' . 
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---------------~ Metro 

. -
1<01>~1l•C'< i),,. Z 
f'tlJ~ M4,IA~ • /~~1(!.t, 

ONE (mil\1✓7 M.lli:t 9? · 1Z. · 3 
t,v< /•N~J:> , (A 9~blZ 

11,1,,11,.,11 ...... 11.,1,1.~1.11,1 ... 1., ... 1,m ... 1,.m,, .. J 
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Response to comment 30-137. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-138. Carolyn Fowler. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 -138 

COMMUNITY MEMIIER'S COMMSfT ON MT A's CIIENsHAW lJNE STIIDY 

.,_ (1.,,l'f., F"wlt..t """" ejf.w/e.r0 a::L./-- ,1¢: 
_, 11'31 <!.U,,i<ll•W ll.ut> LQ-,~'i3 - ,W.H&--:f4'-/0 

· fi!li"'l-~'"l»W~'41.l\if 'loU~IIMii\-!B 
- .,,,...., • ..,,_,"¥ • - (323) 761 • 6fl5 • - P.O. fJ(JI( 7Bm7 Li\, G\ 91XJ16 
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Response to comment 30-138. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-139. Sherri Franklin. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-139 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sherri Franklin {sherrl@urbandesigncenter.oom) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:58 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Comments. on tM MTA plaos for mass transit on CrerHohaw 

J would like to make sure that MTA is conscious of the transit oriented development infrastructure 
Improvements planned for the Crenshaw Corridor from the 10 fwy to 52nd Street , These 
Improvements were made posslbl~ by a $14.6 million Prop !C grant from the State of C811fornla 
and a MTA Call grant for MLK and Stocker at Crenshaw for $1. 2 million. Work is scheduled 
to commence hl 2010. A 

1 support the comments made by the CRAlA. 

Sherri Franklin 
Urb:,n Design Ce.11ter 
(323) 447°&246 offic-0 
(21J) 7 12 -9906 cell 
(323) 290-3939 fox 
sheni@tLrbandcsignccnwr.com 

"Tnmsfimning VisW11s into Reali1y11 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-139. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro will coordinate with the CRA/LA to ensure that those infrastructure 
improvements are considered during final design process and maintained to the greatest extent feasible. 
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COMMENT: 30-140. Ginger Frelo-Hyde. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-140 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LI NE STUDY 

NAM~..9 et fit4o· ~ . EMAIL: ff'l1v9c& c&?/&e.Adl.,_.M 
ADOl<ESS: Jf(& ( ,1 48~ Q/- ,,/.A5l;:Q'-2 PHONE:J2J- .2,~f-1?Ctj' , 
COMMENTS: 6 1 1 , 
~ -, J I __ , . 1 I r I 
I'\. ~E)J ~ LJ0,:./c./(5e,<j~. . . A 

v 

MJ,jfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 0\ 90016 
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Response to comment 30-140. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-141. Kevin Fridlington. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 - 141 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: NICOLAS CRAIG (nicolascraig@sbcglobal.net) 

Sent: Sunday. October 25, 2009 9:42 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw AU:9nmen1 

Rodrick . 

.Sony10 mis.s you at the £CW A NOC met ti.ng la-,t week. Regardless, my comments were much the 
smnc: Make the Crcnsb~w Corridor an t1.J1dcrgr:1ouncl 1ranspor1atiou route. 

And with rc,gard to "equity'' ... plcasc consider th~ impacts ofbulldoz.iug t.bc lO Fr.:-cway 1hrough our 
community followed by the at grade. Exposition Light Rail line. Additional at g.rade transpomtion is not 
"e-<ruitable", it is a compound impact/insult to our neighborhood. 

lf South P,lsadena ca11 get their fre-.?w::iy put underground it mak..?S sens~ that we-at least get one of two 
rail lines intersecting our Conunuuily undergound, 

A 

Put the Crenshaw· rail line ¢nLirely hndergr<HiTid ll)r the portion ronning. conc.\1rren1 will1 the 13..)ltlevard. I B 
AND we v¢ry much ne~d a rail station design that ha.-; a l .eimerl Park Village. s:1ation/entrtlnoo. 

Kevin Fridlington 
.Lcim¢nt Palk 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-141-A. 
 
Transit planning involves both policy choices as well as engineering and environmental impact decisions 
regarding the modes considered, the level of transit service, frequency of service, route alignments, and 
station locations.  In many instances, minority and low-income communities are highly transit dependent.  
The planning process is designed in large part to serve the mobility and access of these communities.  
Serving transit-dependent communities disproportionately less than less transit-dependent communities 
would be a severe environmental injustice.  Nonetheless, the placement of transit infrastructure – while 
the intent is to provide a beneficial impact to communities, may have unintended adverse effects.  The 
alternatives evaluation and the environmental review process are designed to disclose and resolve any 
potential unanticipated problems that may affect adjacent communities. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-141-B. 
 
During the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR, six additional design options were considered and evaluated to 
assess environmental impacts and address community concerns.  Those design options specifically related 
to the “People’s Choice Option” included Design Options 4, 5, and 6.  Design Option 4 involved a below-
grade segment from 60th Street along Crenshaw Boulevard to Victoria Avenue along the Harbor 
Subdivision.  Design Option 5 involved a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue.  Design Option 6 involved 
a below-grade segment from Exposition Boulevard along Crenshaw Boulevard to 39th Street.  Specifically 
related to the People’s Choice variation, the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors, implemented Design Option 4, and incorporated Design Options 5 and 6 for further 
consideration in the advanced conceptual engineering stage.  The remaining at-grade segment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 60th Street was determined not to have significant impacts during 
the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 
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COMMENT: 30-142. Alexander Friedman. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

B 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Alexander the Great (alek3000@sbcglobal.net) 

'-"kdnesday. Septembe, 16. 2009 9:07 AM 

Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Re: CRENSHAW CORRIDOR Study 

Importance: High 

D•A<MTA, 
1 slrongly fi<-hP-1.re the- Crt>n~lta\\" (~'>rri.dc>r 
should hi' 11. t iglu .H:1.il corrirlor. 
Llghl-fuu) 1s an tHie!enl, oo5L-et1<"t:uve solubon l9r our nty, 
spcc-lfie9U)' for th~ Ct"1'Mh11w Ttilmii t Co,ndor. 
P!\,J.lSt> do Not c:ousidec fi;is w.iy, 
h<:cAus<: B11s\Wl)'S ~.-(' iswftic\~nt, do~-; buses h,,1ve lunstcd c:!lpAc1ty, 11,ld offu 11:1r,Qmfo11llblc. lo11sy ri<it, 
bus V."'9}'S a re unnttctctivc to ndcrs (thus ovenU lowtc ridecship!), and IUtxe higher opr:nhonal costs. 
\"\'heceGis, 
L,gh1-~1l <orr,dof$ A(t> $1h('ll)'S fiu• mo~ 9f(ieie1,r~ lll f\h\J)Y ~y$l 
P!e:gse 01,I)• OOrlsid.. ... r Cr<"fl.shs.:iw TNnsit C:o{ridor to tw- -0 I .igh1-H;1il mode>. 
Th-:mkyou 

Alex111tder Ffl~O'l~n,, 
rtsidc-111 of Hollywood, 
m3ss leans it patron and .supporter. 
(3::3) .J-05 851 I 

I J/512009 

30 - 1 42 
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Response to comment 30-142-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-142-B. 
 
Comment noted. Please see response to comment 30-142-A. 
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COMMENT: 30-143. Phil Frierson. 

 

----------~Metro 

30- 143 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

~= ~ L ~a,~ ~ ----------
AooREss: (l (). &d PO~ f ( , A tA'lt11at PHoHf:.,,7/$ zzo -4,I ~ s-
- 'j!P- 6';.-1 -d,,~ ; ... ,..,. ,~J.,,..,.;, ·'·'' I · 

H!ln·ei! SENT TO ,MTA B,Y OOT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURP4 BY OCT. 23 

Email: aenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, QI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-143. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-144. Reginald Furbert. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

vv• w •- V-••- ._f{) /f,SJ0-144 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 
NAME: ~ 'Gir'o.l.P {utl.~(Jl..-(" EMA!t: ,, .,·:-. G-'v~, 1 '· ,- 1r0• . 

AooREs.s: )I.- , · , ., • .\t ,._-... ,~ .. , ... ·. Ptt0NE: J, ·•J .... ,!'\- ; ! • - ... 

,, 

WW! BE. SENT TO .MTA'llY.~-.:26/ sp:et,;t~,ijrn.J.~ ·- \',dcr. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-144. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-145. Mark Galbreath. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Mark Galbreath [mgalb37@;ahco.comJ 
Svr<l;;ay, Ootobcr 26, 20000·'32·f"lM 
Diaz, ROderick 
C1ensh.~w Ttansit Cotridor Proiect Osage Area Wastcheste, 

•ro "<hem 1 t May Concern: 

30- 1 4$ 

l am writ.ing l:.ecau.se of my concerns about a p.rcpose.d t.ft'A Maintenance yard at 83-r,d Street 
near the San Diego l:'r,eeway (1- 405) , I. live on che scut:h side of 82:nd sus.et bet· ... ~n 
Hindry ar,d lsis so ! would es.s:ential!y have this ro.aintani:-nce :,•ard and park & rid: s.tattion 
b.a<hind my back yard , J have had m.y residenct= burglal,'.i:W e-ight: t!.mes in the, 2S. y,;:arE 1 
bav,a, lived h"e"re. and l am conc.err,ed a park .s .rid-.: as-atatioa would mak-e my residence 
aw,ilable to more p.;,ople. Cucting off the Hindry- t.o- l"lo.re:-,ce aCCitss aod 83rd Street to La 
Cienega ace-es~ would lea\fe no enranc!?s or exits irr the soul:hea.st. cornex vf c.he Osage 
ri:sid&r:tial area , r do not- tool: forward with 24- hour-a-day TJOises coming from be-hind my 
house. 1 also do no't wisb t.o see th'c:' Westchester Playhouse bi:! .r.-;-moved , l also 1:::-elii?\fe a 
m.aint.enanc.e, ya.rd would decreas.;, my prope_rty value . A 

Please do not: place a station or maintenance ya.rd ne:<t -i.o out hOO!i:s in "''es-tche.st':'r. The 
errpt.y lot. a-c Sepulvi::doi and Ro:!ecrar.s wou.ld be a bette-r looadon n~:<t t.o t-he ::1 S,;;guado 
Pla::a. I wo:i:): nea.rby the.re, and am ver)• familiar with 1:hat locat.ion , 

Than): y,:,u , 

l~.rk Galbrea.:.h 
S436 w 82nd Street 
Los Angeles , CA 90045 

PS : I livei jn the p.r-oposed i:,roj-ect area as .;. resident, and trav..,,.l t.hrough it. by ear or: 
bkycle o: walking . l wotk in El Segundo at t..'1-iec Raythe.on conipany behind E.l Segundo .Lak':?s 
Golf COUt:.S'='• 
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Response to comment 30-145. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-146. Dianne Gamble. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30• 146 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Dianne Gamble (ladydl_png@sbcglobaLnet) 

Sent: Friday, Ootobe< 23. 2009 1 :01 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the children at 
Cr<msltaw High School :md View Pitrk Prc-1:>. Also traffic :tlrcady ba,~ks up in OOlh directions on A 
Slauson. Doo't make a bad situatioo worse .. Treat us the s:une as you iotend to treat the Wilshire 
conummity. 
You have already had a negative impact on my in\medi,uesurn)undings at La Brea & Rodeo. l live. 2 
blocks west of Lil Brea between Rodeo and Exposition. Ther-a is a logjam that fomls ,every day for those 
._,r-us tuming tefl onto Vi Brea. 'The leJ) tum lane can be J 5-20 Cars long. The pe()ple making a right 
turn onto L1. Brea from the westerly directioo. tum whether it 's their light or1lot, making gridlock. lf 
you Junie to get to wo.rk in the momiug. it 
spells disaster. To go to La Cieoega, you rm, into the same COllstructioo. lo Oi'det to get 
10 Holly\\1000, I had to g:o over Ul Crenshaw just to get ar()lmd all ofthi::: madness, then come hack 10 La B 
Brea 5.0 I could reach Highland. Now, you're going to create the 5.ame. nightnlare on Crenshaw? Plc-a.-;e 
s:1y it ain'I •SO! Gi\•c us in "Soulh L. A." a brc11k will you? 
Tcnsi(u)S an: bjgh e~wugh with the economy as it i$. You're a~lding: I◊ our $.1N$$; J.evd, and 1haf.,o; not 
good! Not 1omoutio11. gr.idc level and overhead roils arc UGLY! Why can't w~ g~I tho "c.sthclics thnl 
the wcstside is g_ettiog?? (Undetground rails & park-like se-ttiogs) 

Sincerely, 
Diann~ Gamble 
J472 Afsa.cc Ave .. 
L.A. CA 90016 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-146-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 
Response to comment 30-146-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  It is assumed that the same construction the commenter refers to is 
from the construction of the Exposition Light Rail Project.  This project is scheduled to end 
construction in 2011.  Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project is not scheduled 
to begin until 2013.   Therefore, the construction traffic impacts of both projects would occur 
independently of each other and would not be cumulative.  One of the goals of the project is to ease 
some of the burden that the existing transportation roadway network already contains.   
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed 
in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.   

A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-147. Pat Games. 

 

______________ © Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30• 147 

~ (n,i.c.zse dhnipa;l~ f.:1ic.o.cc4 ::tal...,... ....,_ 

Comment Form 
The C.emk,w r ran'P! (o,ndot P'Of«:l Wm ~n. 'fOlJ' ~ on mt iindll'lr of the On~ (r'WWOnlTll!"IUI lmP"CJ 
51.t~/O~fl Eiwl1onmcntat Im~ Repo11 or 11ny other ffP(!Ct of l~e proJect 0tpr0Cffs, Plt!.Ut fllf out 1h1J fb,m ;ind vu iki'!itio,ial 
~.s or p.lptt, If MC(l,H.ty. CM! 1hls fotM lO projtct suff o, lffil(n ta MetJO (~&talons o,, ,twrSt). 

___ GIJ<.,,,.,Zlpj 

f?/f J> 1/.; e ,. !. 

THIS COI.P,U ">T RflA'I S TO 

M1 supp;,n for fchocl CW!«)! 

0 Bui R~ Tnmll (8Rl} Al!:ctNliw 

□ Lishe I•· T nim.a (LRT) Atlttrlattw 

□ No lmp,tWernM t Necesury 
(Ne>8'611dAltemffit) 

Mli,o, 1,np, o ,:ei, 111111-1 
0 (Tr1n,port;ition S)'Ht!ms 

M.an11tmt,nl l'fSM)Alt.erna1ivt) 

□NoO,WO., 
.., - •"" , bout 
(check a~~ app11,: 

&Coittttl,Kt:IQII 

~ 
G)-1JrQUilllf'J 

e-ra 
9-..r.ir 
□ V-su,I Effttb 

~-or.,,,...,., 
[D15/st\lp110tt to 8us:11t'ss ~-.. 
~ nd Use & ~ prnet11 

~ Onomlc l,np!lctS :111d Jobi 

0 SpKh Oes"ft1 rt.M.\l!ln 

O Other - - --- --

O '<e1 ~No 

- OVER -
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m MetroL__ _____________ _ 

Comment (condttued): 

liJ_l.1'¥t ln: the project atta? 

M",'o<!< .. "" - _, 

tzjeomrnvl.ct through Ult projecc 11tea} 

b OdM,1 --------

How do you rtJUl1rty mive1 In the projil!ct •rci1' 
(dl«h!I ti,,r IP!X>') 

8.iqcl~, 0 Bu,> 

UI' or T ,WOJ 

)51tesfdel'lt JZfeusl""' 
0 Cort1rt'11.1nlcy or Ntrgh6orhood Or1anQ;~ 

□MOcAJ"")' 
□-(),p"1u-Joo 

0 Clwc: O,a•11l,;a'ti'o,1 

0 E~o,,,omlc O.Vctop,rient Org,mluUo" 

□0th« ----------

©Metro 

ThankYoul 
Cive 1h;s f.orm to p,oject s.t.t,W or l'f'lijm to Metro: .......... ---................ ........... CounlyM<,,opoMIO 

T ran,.porta,tion ""-'thority 
0...,. C..lt'W'ay Pf',UI 

Mall Stop; 99-22-J 
lo$ Anl'l,s, CA 90012,2912 

-... ....-_,... 
P,ojoc,HodiM 
f21l) 1122"2736 
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~ Metro --------
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Response to comment 30-147. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-148. Will and Linda Garcia. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-148 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Linda (ldgteaches@ao1.com] 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 7:15 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: er&nstimv transn 

Please be advised that I am writing lhrs email rega[ding the fXOJed proposed We are op~sed to the prnjec1 
because o€ the noise and air pollution it brings to our community and Irving space. We a.lready have to contend 
with airport and freeway pollution which seems to be a huge stress on ou-t bOd.les. we would Uke to express the 
concem"S we have regarding this proj.ed because we have Jiad to deal with canoer dve to the environment It is al 
this time that we feel this pro~ct is not a viab)e site for the oonstrvction due to environmental issues. noise and 
l!mlted access to ouJ ooighbOrhOOd. We woukl ~noouraoe you give strong consld&ration to the othe(. slh~ neta.t 
Fry's Elecironics, 

\Nill & Linda Garcia 
7"22 Goddard Ave 
Westchester,CA.90045 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-148. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-149. Adelina Ghilardi. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

r,... .Crenshaw Transit 
l'!·'f'-, "' 
. -. Corridor Project 

, ·• 
30• 149 

Comment Form 
The Ctensh.!W 1'r\\r'ISit CQnidor PfOicct k'.im wdoomes )'Olll' comments on the findings orthe o,·afi Errvironm1:nt:il lmpaa 
Si.Jtcment}Draft uv.ifoomel)!al I~ Repoc10t any«her .i$pec;:t of the projca or process. Please fill our this form 11nd u,c :,ddition.21 
stleets or paper, ff neees:~ry. Ciye this form to project staff' orretum to Mt-tro (see directions on r~r$e). 

N2n-.e (Fk$t& i,,;,st Name, Orga,,ization) 

II DC. L I ,t/ ll 
AddtMs (Street. City, Slate, Zip) 

THISCOMMENI ~HATES ro 

M)'•-b (d1ed<c,•* 

□ Bus Rapid T ransJt ( BRT) Altem:itiv,: 

□ Ught Rall TnrtSit {LRT} Aftemlltivt 

~ mpfOvemMt NCCC$$llf'/ 

(No.8uitd A!tetrlll livt) 

Minor lmprove-menl't 
D {Tr.msportatlon Systems 

Manag~nl ITSM)Alternative) 

0No 0 pinit>n 
My thc..ghts about ,c1,... or .. that opply): 

~ tnietion . ~ :~hy 
z Z ,rr .... 
(!J"~pl•~ment of Pro~ 

l!J9i'"ruJ'.)'tionto 8u$iflC$$ 

l!f Pl,J • s,.,,.,., 

' 

I L:md Ui;e &·o~lopmcnt 

nomic: lmpilC:ts W Jobs " 

□ Specific Design F~hm:s 

0 0thet --------

Would )W lilt to l)e a<tckd to the project malling:lls1? 

tafu □:o 

-<MR-
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (conttnutd): 

Ooyou: (d1edaltthat spp/Jj 

• ~ the project area? 

0 Work in the project :Ire-a? 

□ Commute through t~ projoc:t a.-cil? 

□Otflcr? _______ _ 

How do you tegtil.arly tta-tel wt the project are!I? 
(ch«lt-~II thp 11pp/J1 

□ 8icydc? □ 8vs? 

~ Tf\l<:k1 □ W;,lk? 

□~er 

Thank You! 
Give this form to pn:,jcct st.JfJ" or return 

1

to Meiro: 

□ CommvnityOC' NeighbOfflood oreanlgtion Postal Mall 

□ Public Agency 

□ Enviroomcnul Otg~ni;a1k>n 

□ Civic Organization 

□ Ec.ono,:nic 0.Vctopment o ,ga,ib.atiCMI' 

0 0thc:,-

©Metro 

Rockrick Oia:z., Pl'ojt!ct to.tanager 
Los Angeles County Mctropolit.an 
T~n Authority 
One Ga-tcwq Pl~it1 
M-ail Stop: 9!}-22-3 
toshgcfes. (A 90012,2952 

Email: 
dianodt-tidl@metro.net 

Prc;ectHotSne 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments mu.t be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-149. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the environmental effects the proposed project would 
have on the surrounding communities and residences.  These topic areas included, but were not limited to 
construction, air quality, traffic, noise and vibration, safety, visual resources, displacement, public services, 
land use and development, and economic impacts.  Section 4.0 of the FEIS/FEIR describes the effects in 
detail for each of these topic areas.  No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur 
with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 
of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures 
were also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality 
and noise during construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were 
determined to occur during construction. 
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COMMENT: 30-150. Ann Ghilardi. 

--------------~ Metro 

,. 
' 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corri do; 'Project 

Draft Environm.enbl Impact Sbr.tffllenl/Ol'llfl EnllWOnmental lmpxt Report 

Comment Form 
1heCtenshaw t r::mslt Corridor pr-ot,ea,inm weloortles youroommetilS on lhe fir'idings of the Draft Eriwonmental lmpaa 
St-Jtement/D(alt Environmental Impact Report or .iinyothcr ;i~pect of the project or ptOCI:$$, ~se fill olll this fotm and U$¢:iddition:al 
$bed$ of J).lpe:r, if nec;en~ry. Ch-c thi$ form to pro~ w ff « m urn to M~ (:sec dirw;ioM on fC\'Cf¥oe>, 

Address (Sw«. Oly, Sure, Zip) 

s {_. 
Email (~ .tdrhss io =W pt:tiodk projttt tl(Xbtrs) Wa1J!d you 1h to be ~ to the project mailing Jist? 

ehdl.ne--r Ye$ □ No 

comment (please prim.): 

My $Uppo,t fo, (<hod< one)• 

D Bus fl:apid Tf'al'lsl:t (BRl) AJter...at1Ye 

0 light Rail TriitSlt {LRl) Alttm.tiv~ 

-I No Improvement Nec:cs$~ 

--r f/1trtf; Mt[]OJ. J UP fr7Jti IJ\!f]\ IN 

;_2Sil. (N,o.Build AliM'latlvt} 

Minor I mproV8ment'S 
0 (Transportation Sy1.ten1s 

Ma,iag~~t (TS'MI Altematlvt-) 

□No Opinion 

Myt!,ouif,babout 
(dm arry« a1 thil:t ~Y): 

m"<:onstN~ion 

E{Noise. 

2l AlrQ11ality 

'jD T,affic 

11!1 s,r,., 
Jill v;,u:il Elfeds 

Jl Ois{)bcement of Property 

I!., Oiwpt!on to 8115ineu 

lQ Public Setn«s 

IS( Local Land Use & Oevebpment 

Jiil Economic l~s :md Jobs 

O Spe<lflc Deslgl'l F'~~,u~ 

O Othc:r ------
-OVER · 

30-150 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (condnu~): 

Ja. Live in the profttl are:iJ 

Ja Ww\: in thepfOjec.t area} 

C Own a busitk!SS in the p«,~ ~ a? 

M H LIAIION 

~ eslder11 ~ Business 

)Q Commvte through the projw aro-a? 

□Other? -------
8kycle? 

Caror Trud(? 

□?the, 

Thank You! 

';21,Bus? 

~ alkJ 

Give this form to project staff 0< re:tum to M~ro: 
□ Community or Neighborhood Otgal\ltation Postal Mail 

□ Pvbfk Agency 

□ £,w!ronmtntaJOrganlz.atlon 

□ Civic O,-gar\lZ'ation 

□ Ecooomk Oe\ielopment OtganltatlOn 

□Other 

©Metro 

Rod!ndc Diaa-, P~ M;i.n. 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
T ransportttion Auchority 
One Gateway PlaiZ3 
Mall Stop: 99·22·3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952-

£mall: 
diwoderick@metro.net 

Ptojed Hcdine 
(2}3) 92?-27J.~ 

; 

Comments must be ,eccl~ by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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--------------~ Metro 

~!/Jk /j,112. fielJ:ScJ!T tnffAlt/aa( 
l6S fl1J<JezeE,;!,tJ111JT'( ;r,ae1xPoUT/tJJ 
tii:fl!JS/>d/Zmtl/JAJ /IV1/m'l(IT'/ 
tJ/Jc MllaU!tY fU/zfl 
Jnl/-!l-STOP: 99-,;;J.--::, 
~~M~~s, e1,i,,11,,,f.a&1~~-"111,1,,1 ·- , 
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Response to comment 30-150. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
The air quality, traffic, noise and public safety analyses described in the Affected Environment section of 
the FEIS/FEIR factored into account the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, noise and public safety, 
which include the surrounding highways and roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered 
LRT vehicles would not contribute to cumulative air quality pollution.  The cumulative effects of noise and 
traffic also would not affect the Westchester neighborhood.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to 
traffic would occur near the Westchester community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit 
Line.  The DEIS/DEIR also identified four potential maintenance facility sites for initial screening.  Two of 
these sites, Maintenance Facility Site B in the Westchester community and Site D in El Segundo were 
further analyzed as part of the proposed project.  Maintenance Site D was found to have the least adverse 
affect on the environment in the DEIS/DEIR.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro 
Board of Directors eliminated both Sites B and D from the proposed project and called for an additional 
evaluation of potential sites during advanced conceptual engineering to identify another preferred site.   In 
regard to public safety around the LRT corridor and maintenance facility sites, Metro oversees the 
operation of bus and rail transit services throughout Los Angeles County.  Metro is also responsible for 
implementing its own System Safety Program Plan (SSPP) and System Security Plan (SSP) during the 
operational phases of projects, which help to maintain and improve the safety and security of commuter 
operations, mitigate accidents, and comply with State regulations.  These safety measures have been 
established to provide employee and passenger safety, crime prevention, adequate emergency response, 
and emergency procedures.  Metro also uses numerous pedestrian and motorist safety devices, signs, and 
warning lights to alert pedestrians, passengers, employees, and the surrounding community Metro has 
also implemented several programs and/or projects to enhance the safety of passengers, employees, and 
the community.  Further information regarding crime and pollution impact studies that have been 
conducted on other Metro projects can be obtained at the Metro website at www.metro.net, under the 
Projects and Programs tab. 
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COMMENT: 30-151. Daniel Ghilardi. 

 

~ Metro -------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 151 

1i,c C(ensh.iw T,.ansic COl'tldor proJ«t t~"111>>f'lcotne$ )'04.lt' COfflt't"lrff)t on 1h 8rdi"CJ of d'll" Ol'id: fur,,,~ lmpaa 
~ U\Aio,1111.-.,U tn..,a a,po,,or -,...., .aspectolthtpo,oci«p,ocns. Plu1t1lil0111 M kwmard use~ddiLioNI 
shet« of pa~. 1f nea,-.Ary. Give ffl form to ptOfflCI 111ft or rt!luM to Mttl'Q (set dir~ on ff'\lerse), 

N.an'IC' /First& ~N'1ffr'. Org~v;mon) 

Qfl!J le L- X f: Hlbll?e OJ 
Address (St-~ s,,.,. ZJpJ 

r w 2 "iE S: , L o5 AJt:eL£S 

Tt-< ., co•, ... 11 •• r I(~ . 1.1 1 s To 

u,,_.,.,f<hed< ... ~ 
Q Bus R•pld Trant II (8R'I') Al1e•Ntl¥e 

0 Ugt,c A.111 Tram It (LRT) Nt.tnadYe 

~ ~1H«t:ss,q 
(N~8ull4 Altem,tr.-t) 

Mino,-1~ 
a (Tnmpo,ution ~tem5 

M&:n.aJ11met11: {TSM) Afte11111lvt) 

Q No Opl,,lon 

My~-
(chldt •~that~: 

izt<.;,.-1on 
~ 
~ .. 
~ 
~fe<y 

~.wroru 
~ «f'!loCnt ol Ptoptrty 

~ to aut,,aeu 

~ fk SOIViccs 

~ LNUw& Ot tl:.p:w,w 

0 f<or10,n,c lmpacu ind Job, 

a Spttillc Onlgtt r «1'11JtS 

O Omt-, 

~,-. lire IO be addtd • dw P'OJf'd fflnint11Stl 

□Y~ Q No 
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m MetroL__ _____________ _ 

~ utc thRKIP the p,o;ect •1til1 
Q O!ht</ 

O C<immunlt)' o, Neichlx>rhood 6,a~M"ati'on 

a P\>blic "'""'' 
D UMl'Or,fftfl'lul OtJalllntion 

□ C-MC 0,aMU&ltlon 

0 E~ol'lomfC. 0.Vi:loitmc:nt Org111'UHtlon 

a 011,c, 

©Metro 

---- - - --

Thank You! 
c~ ffijJ forf'n iop,oject st-1.ff' or l'e,um ,o M~tro: ---flm. P><>j«lM-.... ~,....,....,,.,,,....,. 

T ,1~pc,ruit.iotl Air.honey 
Ori• ~ Pfaz:a 
M,11 Stop: " •i2-J 
t.o,Ang,,l"-CA 90012-29$2 

-....,,_.,,,._..., 
"'°""(213) 922-2716 

C-merrts must be ttaM!d b), Odob« 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-151-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D.   
 
There is no park and ride facility near Westchester.  This proposed facility was eliminated from 
consideration when the optional Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The 
optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because of 
low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-152. Irene Ghilardi. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-152 

TheOMShaw TtanSil Conlclor project teamwck.x>ml!S your «>mmcnl:$ on~ lindingt Q(the Ora& Erwironment;al lmp;ia 
Statffl'!ent/Oraft Environmental lmp;)d Repon or 3"'f other 3$peCl of the project or process. Pleas.e flll out this Jotm and use :iddition~ 
shtttsof paper, If netrWi,y. GNt thi$ lorm to projet'I staff or ~vm to M~o (~di~ions on ~ rsc). 

N;amc: (First&UftNaffl('. Otg,miation) 

ce ,yd G\rii\a,,J;, 
Addr6S (StrM. City, Sme, Z',p) 

Em;iiil (~ntcr •ddrr:ss IQ rece,t,.e proodk ptr,fa<:t up<b.w) 

A-IM G ~IL /i-@1t(;\.4\, I'£,--\-
fH!SCOr\111.U.N I lff.u\ l lS TO 

Mysuppo,t b (-k onej: 

□ Bus Rapid Transit {BRT) Altem:atNe 

□ t.i$hl R.iil T~nsit (LRT) Altcm~v-e 

~ e, lmprovemt;nt Nc«:sn,y 
(No-Build A!tcm-ativc) 

Minor lmprnvcmen\s 
□ (TranspomtiOn Systems 

Manag~MtfTSM)AltematiYC) 

□No Opinion 

Mylhougf,ls lll>owt 
{ched<,., ., ,II that ffl)' 

~ :ruction 

9'rQua1ity 

ClAyffic 
r;ts.r,;y 
g"''?''-'al Eff«ts 

GJ'9i'ptaceme11t of Property 

s'oisruption to 8usinc-ss 

O Pubf~ Scivices 

0 tocaJ L:.md Use& D~lopmc:nt 

□ (QQ!tQmic lmp.iic;ts and lobs 

O Spcc;ifl4; ~!gn fc.ihm:s 

~ ., c)ur-wM,, 

~□No 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

How do )'OU rtgularly tr.ivct in the projed' arc;i} 

e-r; tn the pl'Oje<t area? 

(i)'Work in tM! project an2? 

~mute. th.tooth the proj,eec area? 

□Olh<n' 

(d«lt .ti/ tlm apply) 

0 Bicycl!-? 

~ a,orTruck.? 

□Bus? 

~ lk? 

0 Cornmunityor Ncighborllood Organization 

Q Public Agency 

□ Envi~cnt.1 Org.tniz-.t6on 

O Civic Organization 

O EcOf'!omic Oevdop~nt Organiiation 

OOthct ----------

©Metro 

-------
□ ?'her 

Thank You! 

PosulMaif 

Gt¥(> this fo1m toprofect staff' o, .~m to Metro: 

~ .... 

ROOE'rick Diaz, Projca M.anagff 
tos Ang:eles Coonty Mettot)Olltan 
T ramportation Authority 
OMC:at.eYnyPlaza 
M.iil Stop; 99-22.J 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Ema l: 
diavoderidc@merro.net 

P~Hodlne 
('213) 922-2736 

Comments must be receiwd by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

A 
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Response to comment 30-152. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapter 4 of the DEIS/DEIR factored into account 
the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, and noise which include the surrounding highways and 
roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not contribute to air 
quality pollution that the commenter currently experiences living adjacent to the I405 and LAX.  The 
cumulative effects of noise and traffic also would not affect the Westchester neighborhood. 
 
Any potential expansion of LAX is not included as part of the proposed project.  The light rail transit line 
would provide a connection and service to the airport but would not add passengers or additional airport 
facilities.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-153. . 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-1 53 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME:C bwr k ~t.?..- o. {-ii ( Je1 EMAIL: ¼5 IJ..,,, oyal, -n .r.;, a, 

AuUt<J!»: !;Cl5Cf'1YJ:µ1n1(5r1{ ,,c/}. ':fl 4 7to<t'.3 PH0'(3/ 3)~;2- </J.r5 
CoMMENTS: ___________________ ___ _ 

HYSIBE SENT TO MTA'BY .ocr. 26,' so Pl,EAS!l!REWRN B:V:(tcr, 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-153. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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COMMENT: 30-154.Lloyd Gladden . 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon {damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 24. 2009 7:05 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd: MTA Cfenshaw llnec Study 

-·--- Forwarded m~ age •·--··· 
from: <'Jgll2_(i0@caa.com> 
Dme: Sat. O<t 24, 2009 at I: 12 PM 
Subject: ?\<ITA Crenshaw Llltc Study 
To: crenshawr{Ui:s:tX[->O.On'.!: 

30 • 154 

I su_ppo11 and request M·fA study 1·Ht P£0PLJ~S OPTION for tl1e e,ntll'e CN11shaw Hlvd. portion of the I A 
line lo be built..undcrgrouml. plus ~ station al Vcmou. 

Lloyd G ladden 
Crenshaw Neighborhood Resident 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-154. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-155. Gary Gless. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-155 

COMMUNITY M EMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LI NE STUDY 

NAME: ~ G(,n: s: EMAlL: aG1€st:2J!hL. Ct5,,,,.., 

AooRfSS: ~'-96 ft'!:4 C'&&sz z::>a. PHcM:: 3z5 - ?29-t9'Z'O I A 

CotolEH'rs: k.cr.p /?4t < UNO r rlvtrtu&D @ Cc,o« c 6z1:::5A-:::' 
+ a__ 9m:ne,,,...,, -47: -- tlcatWeM-- B 

,q,vp 

MllflBE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Email: aensh,1w@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 7BJZ67 LA, DI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-155. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding an underground alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard with a 
below-grade station at Vernon Avenue, also referred to as the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.    
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail transit line would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the 
Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit 
route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a 
light rail system along Crenshaw Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.   
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-708 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-156. Leslie Gless. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30· 156 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: 1::'EB l:fe.- ~ss EMAi•' G:G <.e: ss Q &oc <l:>.1 

AooRfSS: ?f, l(O A;-ab Cre,s:c k PHONE: ?,23 :.Z99-f9~9 
Co<-IMEHrs: Bee~ ko ep ,± \JC</,oo1co1Md. @ C!\'½-s"-'¼I'. . I A 

wrtb 6) s.:f21:1im1 9! Jen,~ (\( ( c~eC<w!( of tn,,£:fic: .7 I B 

qa:vf btcl ;> $~ ) 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PUASE RET\JRN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@r,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-709 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-156. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 for an underground alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard with a below-
grade station at Vernon Avenue, also referred to as the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Achieving pedestrian safety near the operation of a light rail transit line is the result of several conditions, 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
  
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-157. Ethan Gold. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Ethan Gold [ethan@ethangold.com] 
8.:i.turd,::iy, Ootobor 03. 2000 a :32 AM 
Diaz, ROClerick 
C1ensh.~w Corridm 

I I~c&ived a m«iling about th~ futur~ of the Cr~nshaw Corr idor , ! cannot A 
atc.;,nd the ~etings but 1 w,;in,;ed to ~;,:press my strong support. for a.!1 LR'!' 
extension , A BR1' alt~rnative would be a second cr.-oice. l do hcpe at leas.t i 
one of t:hese t.wo ct,tions ls approved, for tl:e good of the f'ut.u.:.--e of our. 8 
c!ty. 

!!than Gold 
1:ta s. sy~rnore Avg, 
Los Angeles , CA 900t9 
h 323- 857-054.1 
tn 323- 314-4222 

30 - 1 51 
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Response to comment 30-157-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
 
Response to comment 30-157-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-157-A. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-158. Ryan Gomez. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: RUBEN J GOMEZ 1!Jomez0702@sbcglooal.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 2009 3:53 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick 

Dear MTA Board of Directors· 

3 0 - 1 58 

Please keep the Q enshaw Une unde1ground on Crenshaw 81vd for the safety of the 
children at Crenshaw H~f!. School and Vie.v Park Prep. Atso traffic already backs up m A 
bOth ctirecclons on Slauson. oon·t make a bad s1tu2t1cn worse. Tf~at us the sam& as you 
intend to treat the Wi!shire oommunity, 

Sincerely, 
Ryan Gomez 

P.o Box 83266 Los Angelos, CA90063 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-158. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-159. Ron Gould. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30 - 159 

Draft Envin)r'ltnental tmpact Statement/Draft EnvironfflQ'QI lmpa.<:t Report 

Comment Form 
The Crens.haw Transit Corridor proicct ;earn wcloomes your comments on the findings of ihe O,a.li EnY1,0M\Cf"lt.al lmp:.ct 
$t;a,_tern<int/01'3ft En.,..rontnental Impact Report or my othe, aspect of the project or process. Please fill out this fo,m .wd vsc :idd!tlonal 
shcm of p.pc:r, tr ne<.essity. Give this form to project staff or rctvrn to Metre> (see dftections on rE;YerSe}. 

TH IS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My support for (check one); 

j8 8u$ fhtpid Tt"ansit (BRT} Alternative 

0 Ught (biJ Tr:tnsit (I.RT} A!tetnative 

□ No Improvement Necenary 
(No-Build Altemative) 

Minor lmptovemerns 
D (Transportation Systems 

Management JTSMJ Altemative) 

□No Opinion 

My thoughts about 
(chotk ;my or al that 31>Ply): 

O Cor,s tn,,ction 

□ Noise 

D AirQuali;y 

□Traffic 

□ Safe<y 

O Visu:1:I Effects 

181' Dis-placement o( Pro petty 

9 Oisruptitx'I to B.uslness 

□ Pvblic S.ervlces 

13 l o~t L;md v,e & Oe,;elopment 

[! Economic Imp.act$ :ind Jobs 

□ Specific O.,Sign re~tvre$ 

OOther - -------

(vo1,.1!dyou like to be added to the Protect maillng li$t? 

El Yes □ No 

Comment (please print): 
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© Metro~-------------

Comment {continued): 

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELF 

What is you, home zip code? 

Do you: (chcd: all tlw app!;,J How do you regularly travel in the project area? 
(check ,ff 11>,1 apply} 

&:T live in lhe project arc-a? 

Iii Work in the project area? 

D Commute through the project a~a? 

D Other? 

D Bic.yde? O Bus? 

t;il Cat or T 1uc:k? 

D ?ther 
□Walk? 

18 Own a b-v$.in«:$S in the project area? 

A~FlLJATION 

& Resident 12§ 8usi r)tS$ 

□ Community 0 1 Neighbo,hood Org;m.i z:.ation 

0 ~blk Agency 

D E,wl,onment;iil Org.inization 

D Civic Org.ini;.ition 

0 Econom1eO 

0 Othe, ~~:!:Yt_:::l/:t::ll~---,-

©Metro 

--------

Thank You! 
c ;ve this form to project staff ot retum to Metro: 

PostalMail 

Roderid( Diaz, P,oject M3n~ 
LOS A.ng,¢les Covnty Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
OneGateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-2:2-3 
u,, Angele,, CA 9001 2·2952 

£mu: 
di.azroderick@metro.net 

Prcject Hotline 
(213) 922-2n6 

Comments must be = eived by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-716 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-159-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-160. Mattie Grace. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:11 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subj ect F'.vd: COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

-•--H Forwarded me~age ...... ·-··· 
from: Mattie Gl·:u:e <ma;racc@us.t: cdu> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 at 12:45 PM 
Subject: COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 
To: "crenshawralfix-exrx).org·• <creni-haw11Mixexpo.org> 

Hollo. 

30• 160 

I am writing this to express my opinion about the MTA litle: J support and request MTA study 1"H£ I A 
fEOPLE·s op·noN for1hc entire Crenshaw Blvd, portion of the Jinc• 10 be built uud~rgruund, plus a I B 
station at V~mon. 

111:lnk. you. 

rvtattie E. Grace. Ph.D. 

Oi5~bifay Services ao.d Programs 

University of Southern Cl\ 

'.360 1 TrutL'-dulc Pt1rl..'\1Jay-sn; 30J 

LQs Angeles, CA 90089-0896 

Tel: 213-740-0776 

Fox: 2l3-740-82l6 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-160. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-161. Josie Grant. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-161 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: JOSIE GRANT Oosieg@waos.net) 

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2009 10:53 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: rail 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors., 
Please. keep the Cn:o.shuw li1Je u.nderground oo Cn:osha\1/ 1)1,rd forlhc i;iif<!ty (>f Lhe chjfdren al ;.. 
Cr-ens.haw High School and View J>ark Prep. Also traffic already backs up in both directions. Don't 
make a b:1d sito1ttion wonc, 

Sincerely, 

Josie-Grant 
5033 ),farl,um Ave. 
Los Angeles. C'A 90043 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-161. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-162.Eddie Green . 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-162 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~(? . rG<Z 
AOORESS: &t:5e; / tJ 

&mlli.E.~ ,f o\MT~J,Y·ocr,;26, SO~ RETUJtN BY.OCT. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 

A 
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Response to comment 30-162. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-163. Vito Grillo. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

crenshal,,• Tra"sit Corridor DUSDEIR conne-tit.s7 
RC-$ulu from Fo rii 1 of Page pro1ects..studies/cN!(IShaw/t()ll'menLfonn. htnFrom: 
C-•nt: "on-d;,,y , 0~1;ob•r l6, :.rooo 1:1.4 C>M 
To: Di.ti, 11.Qd.eritk 
su~jcct; Cl"Crt.$h.,_ Tf~r.sit corridor" 0£:tS/0Ult COl'l'lttnts 

f1rstNatie: 
l a.s tNazie: 
organh:ation: 
eiMiladdrMS : 
Stre'lct: 
tity: 
:.t.1te: 
xipc:ode: 
Yu: .. , 
~~~~~~~~tion: 
AirQuality: 
TrafficSafny: 
visual t ffects: 
01 sp 1 aceiterrtofv roperty: 
01 s1•updontOB(IS 1ness: 
PU bl iC:St!r"vi <.es: 
LOca lu.nctus~ve loptie:nt: 
Econ0t1i ctm~c-.;sandlobs : 
Spcci fi COcsi g!lfeaturcs : 
Other: 
HOIS~Zip : 
~rkZip: 
1.iv9i ntllep rojccnru?: 
Worki nthcpr-o,ec:tarea? : 
ownabus i ~u 1 nthcproj cc ta n::a?: 
COn•utet.hrou9hthcpl'QJ«t1:1r c.a?: 
Other: 
8icycle7: 
<arorTruck?: 
eus?~ 
wal k?: 
ottier ?: 
Resi dent: 
sustness: 
(On(luni eyorNei ghborhOodo~ani za ti Ot'I: 
P\lb1icASC1'1C:y: 
Envi ronments1. l Qrg1:n i :t~t ion : 
Civic:()rg:,ni z.ttion: 
Econo,Tii c:l>C-Vci 1 opncn torg.tni za t ion: 
01:her: 
e>ate: 
Ti,re: 

Vito 
grillo 

vito,ori l lo!)gnail . CQIII 
3456 Plat.a St apt 1/2 
LOS Angel es 
CA 
90026 
ON 

L lgtltRaf l TNl'ISt t(Lll.T)A. 1 terna:tive 
ON 
ON 

ON 
ON 

90026 
9009S 
YES 

~d:iy, <>ctober 26 , 2009 
02:ll: S7 PM 

30-163 

web'na..ster 

addhiona1Colffl@nts: I A 
1 feel s troogly that rlle crenshaw line should be a light rail line. Thi:; will , ovor t inci, bring t h• 

8 orutest eCOt1001c developlf<ent to the ar-ea. It is .also essential that it connect into the fotvre p1,1rple j 
line. 1deally, ,1,1etro s?lould 11ake the pink line and the Crensl\aw line one. That would facilitate travel 
fron HOl1yw0od t h ru busy areas s.uch as the Grove/Cedars Sinai and dO'fln i11to south lA, This will i11prove I 
the overal l ridership n uiebers for netro ran M O help bring needed j obs and econOflic devel ol)fflent to th.e C 
c ren:;ha.w corridor- . LA i.s ractst and doesn't ,,..ant people. of color- travelling to ~htte'' areas , but i _f LA 
i.s t o ever- conic -c:ogcU!er and work as a cormunity and- a cityl we fl'.ISt fntegrate . rite crensl\aw 11ne will 
bring TT.l r t fu: r cc:onomi c intcgr11tion. 1'11is MUST bf! l igbt rat th.at conrtects 1nto the P\lrp l e lfot ai: a 
ffiiniinvm. 

Paoe 1 
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Response to comment 30-163-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  While the extent of the greater economic development potential of light rail transit is 
uncertain; because the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative has a higher capital cost, the 
economic effects were assumed to be greater than the BRT Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-163-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The northern extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire 
Boulevard (Purple Line) is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  A Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension 
of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic 
Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning 
process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  Currently, there is also no plan to connect the 
Crenshaw Line to a future West Hollywood Line (Pink Line).  Such a connection could be explored as part 
of a future planning process.  Information related to the Long Range Transportation Plan is available at 
www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and 
Programs” tab.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed such that it does not 
preclude the future northern extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-163-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-163-B addressing the extension to the Purple Line.   

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-164. Marlene Grinde. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 164 

The Crensh:tN Tn n11i1 CQmdor P'Qfc,c;l l$m wdcomes )'Olll ownmenis on !he ll"t'1dir1as orlhe Orafl: €,wlronmeotal lmpaa 
State,nentfDtaft Elw1rOM1.ental Impact Report 01 anyothet aspect of the projector process, Please fi1 ovt this form .ind tJSll .J~al 
sheet$ o( p.pcr, ff nCQessa,y. Ci~ thl\ form to projtd st:,ff of' <¢tun, to Mell<> (see dmKhOrtSOll revetse). 

Name /Frrst & Last N!lmt>,, Orga11./utiort) 

1M0 ck,n~ G:rfa 
Addres-~ (S{1"t, Ci!J', $Ute-, Zip) 

..::~::..~""""()'-'-'---.s.-!.J,L.~:.+'tl-"'if''-----'L=l;.LLl../4.- e-ti.~d~~~./§..s.~~-,l .~ ;,;i;i ,~,;-7 r 
THIS COMMENT RELATES TO, 

My support for ~heck Qflc* 

~ I.IS ftapid Transi1 (8Rl) Ahc1n;i1ivc 

0 Ug}lt Riil Tr,,JtSil (I.RT} A'1cm.iti1,c 

No lmpro'l('nwnt Nci;cssary 
D {No,8uild A!1ema1ive) 

fl,1inor lmprovcmC!nls-
0 (1'ransportaoo11 S:,:uems: 

Mana:gtmtm ('fSM} A!lematlvt) 
• 

□No Opinion 
My thoughts abollt 
tchetk :iny or :iU tt.» ~pply): 

D Conwv«ion 

O NofS.c 

O AirQuality 

D tr:ime 
0 Sitfety 

D Visu:;al £ffc-cu 

0 Displacement of Property 

0 Disrupdoo to Busineu 

0 Pubt11: Sciviccs 

D l.oc:il L:ind Use& p,.,,dopmenl 

0 Economic lmp:ict!I a.rid Jobs 

D SJ)«i!ic Design Fc:ih.Jres 

D otti~, 

0 Vn 0 No 

Comment (please printl: 

•OVER · 

A 
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- ----------- ----~ Metro 

TELl US A80Ul YOURSEI f 

Hc,,wdo,ou,....,t:rM.t1"\hc-prqectana? 
(d,,d,lt/vtffll ""'"'" {dwd .,,.,, """" 

0 Lw"'thlp,ojoct~ 

0 Wont in the PfOt"« .,.,, 

□ ~i.:,tf,d1touch the p,o,e,t1 ~ □•~ □•••1 
Q Od'lietf ________ Q Cato,T,u,ck"> 

O O,i;n .i bos~<1 In tke: ~ tttll1 

AH1Ui\TION 

0 R~siden1 Q 811,lri~s 

0 Community« Nt,Shbomoad Oreant.zatlor1 

0 PublK Agf!"IQ 

Q ftl'Nl'OMW1'1tll O!pM:.lllon 

□o..co.r ........ 
0EcOl'IOl1!kOt♦1ao,,.1,;1 tO.V,.nc.on 

a oo .. 

©Metrd 

□?'"'' 
Thank You! 

G!~e1his ro,m to project s1atf' or return to Metro: 

~Mail 

RodCl'd 01.n, Pfo,ll<l Mana:~r 

.... ~County""'"""'""" 
T rattSpOl'PIIIOl'I ~l:.y 

00.Gaoew>J""" 
..... Slop. 9'-ZU 
,.,,. M&de<-CA ,oou-295, 

£n,llll, ..,,,_..,_,,.. ....,_ 
Qll)'2H7l6 

Comm•nts must be re«ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-164. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-165. Sarah Gugliano. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

<:;re:n.shP Transit corr-'idor onsotUt CorH1ents3~ 
Results fl'Offl Forf'I 1 of PMe proi«u_studies/cn!nSh3aw/C0trttent_for11.ht11Fl"'Ol'l'I: 
S.cim:: wodno.cd:iy. ou.<Ob-o:r 21, 2009 3:38 PM 
To: Diaz, 11.odedck 
S-ubject: <:r-eMhaw Transit corridor 0!IS/0EU: conne(tt$ 

fir.StNaJIC: 
lastNane: 
organSzatt<N'I: 
emailaddress: 
Stl'"tCt: 
c i1:y: 
S'Ultta: 
zipcode: 
Yes : 

SAAAK 
GUI<.LlAN0 

$.GUl'GLIA.NOIYAAOO, <OM 
772S HlNOR'I' A.vtNllE 
LOS A.>;G.ELES 
CA 
90045 
ON 

~bnaster 

NO: 
support: 
C'.onstr1.1,t1on: 

~I,nprove.nenN@ces Sil ry(Nt>·Sui l dA 1 Umi!ti ve) ... 
AirQual ity: 
watt1csa·t ety: 
vlsualEffects: 
oi sp 1 ace-mentofp rope l't)': 
o1srupt:f (N'lt08us1ne.ss: 
PublfCSCl"lfiCeS: 
l oca lLlmdVseoeve10ptent: 
£con1mi ct~CtUnd.Jobs: 
spec ifi c.oe.s i gnFe:ltu res: 
or.her: 
HOtl~:Zip: 
1111rkZip: 
L ivei ntheprojecta.rea?: 
~-orki nt:heproJectai-ea?: 
o.i-nabus i ness 1 ntheproJ ectarea?: 
Cot1t1utedlrou9ht.h~ro ecurea.?: 
other: 
a1cycl e?: 
Caf'Ol"'r1'11<k?: 
sus?: 
l(alk?: 
other?: 
Resfdent: 
ausfneu : 
c;01n1un•i tyo rNc f ghbo rho()OOl'gani za t f on: 
Publ ic;Agency: 
f rwi ronmenu10f'9Mlinti~: 
Civi C0".'9a.nizati on : 
EcollOffli c~ve 1 opmootoroan i Zilti on; 
Other: 
one: 
Ti11e: 

:.ddf tiOtlalCCl:lffle.nts: 

OH 

"" OS 

90045 
90067 
YES 

ON 

~dnesc&ay, October 21, 2009 
03:37:40 '" 

30-165 

t 00 not undernMd why HTA would in<.lude west<.hest~r (osaqe area) in the proposal - for e1ther the 
rep.ail" facility, station, or park-and-ride - M'len El segu11ao t s a v1abl e and less i nvasive optf<>n. 

~11stdleJ.t~· 1s ., rcs1det1tial -h ,111 l y conl'.lunfty that woul d b4! adve~ely cffcc.ted by thi5 devtlopme-nt. A 
Park.-and-Ridc on 83rd would be dctri~ntal to the Mighborhood - how would MTA handle the incrca.St!d 
t raffi c t;hat woul d ,110st definitel y rc-.sult fr'(lm ~ 1>3,rt:-1111<1- ridc? And t he eff«t this t raffic would have on 
our ho~$t pcu ;;ind st-hooh th11t lin.; t h h l"tWte? What #bout t;hc incrcu~ need for :u:curity :and 
neig:hborhood 9-.trol? 

rtetJa,rding t!te proposed repalr facility (alt:hough a better opti'on thal'I t he ~,.St .. and- ride, it still does 
not Make sense "'tien r1 Segundo woul d not be i11pacted at the same level as 1,,'estchester • e.g . it" is 
al ready industl'ial a11d 1t is proPOsed to go in a lot that is currently eff¥>tY), How will MTA. address Ule 
effect of the cottpl ete closure of Hindry Avenue? NlA will have to nake sure they take caN!: of the 
ne1ghborh0od and pay attent1<>n to noise -levels. traffic level s through tl\e hoites aM by tlle schools Ofl 
Hindi')' Avenue, at1d you w11l . a~1n , ha,..e t<> address secur1ty, Ulese p rol)Osals wfll NO oouer l ead to a 
gre.o.tet ni.rnbel' of people traff-kk11'19 al)d being Mar the nei ghboring I\Ollle.s. 

AS a first- t fo,e hOmeol'.MI' tha.t. has a1 ready suffel"ed 9l"eatly ft'Oft. the t<>ugh ecol'IOOl1c tft1es. MTA IIUSt 
STRONGLY C<HlSider t:he effect t1!1s will have on the p roper cy .,,alue of tlte ho11es fn the OS.A.Gt atWI 
$urroundfog COfttWn1 tie s . The impact c<>uld vety ~11 be devast.atil'lg, t<> add to the losse.s that w.-e 11l9ht 
n~er recover. 

If you h11,ve to nove fon.ard wi t?! this pro,p0sal - PLEASE LEAVE \,,'£STCHESTUt Al.ONE and 00 'TlUS IN EL SEGUNDO 
where: it wi11 not i,q:,act dHi hOfflt.J :11nd lives of many fannf~ 1n the osage area. 

Pagel 

A 

B 

A 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Gtdgllano. sarah C. (sgulg1iano@seytartn.com) 
Wednesday, October 2 1, 2009 5:08 PM 
Diaz, Rodertck 
Guigliano, Sarah C. 
COMMENT FORM - Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 

MTA Comment Card,pdf 

►TrA CCln"ment 
ca,d.pdf {35 KB) 

..;nached please find my comment fonn for the above- referenced project . 
Please confirm rec~ipt. 

<<MTA co~ment card.pdf>> 
R.agards , 

Sarah C. Gui9liar.o I s::::Yf'AR'fH SHA~',! LLP 
2029 century Park e.ast , suit.e 3500 
Los At1geles, CA 90061 
Ph : (310) 201-'!SSS I Fax : ( 310) 201 ... 5219 
sguigliano@seyfarth.com 
w,;.,~~.seyfarth.com 

> F Please consider ~he environment before prin~ing this email or any 
> at1:.achm.ents. 
> 

Any 1:.ax information or writ ten tax advice conta1ned herein (including any attacru:':ents) is 
noc int.ended .:o b~ and cannot: be used by ar.y taxpayer for the purpose: o f avoiding ca:-: 
pena l t i es that. may be imposed on the taxpayer. 
(The foregoing legend has been a!fixed pursuant co u .s . Ttea--sury Regulc.tions govern ing tax 
pracuce . ) 

The 1nfor1r.ation contained in this tran.smisslon is attorney privileged a nd/or confidel\tial 
information intended for the use of the individ ual or ent.icy named above . 
If the reader o!. this message is not the intended recipietlt, you are hereby notified that 
any diss~minact or:, distributio1\ or copying of this coinnun1caUon 19 s.tr.ic.:ly prchibued . 
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--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

The CrtnshawTringit Co,,id,:w project te.llm wtkomes your comments on the f.:din£$ of the: 0 1.rfi Environmental lmp&ct 
SutemMtjOraft Ertvlton.mental Impact Report 01 any«h('I .ispl!a of the pr¢9Cct or process. Ple::i~ fil out thi$ faJn and us-o additiooal 
sheets of ~ per, if n~s~,y. Give tMs form to project staff or re1u,n to Met.to (s.ee di,eetion$ on revwse}. 

N,1mc (First & last NitM. OrfpttintlonJ 

~~~~!~~~~~::i~e~~~-~-------------- -------
1:/ 25 lti11Jr Avtt111e Lor 

Emai (-"m~addtt:s tore"ireperitxfkp 

s it~ li11110@ ~ahi»-com 

Mys~ fot (<:heck one): 

□ Bus Rapid Tr.unit (8RT) Alternative 

Q Light Rall Transit (UH) Alte-mat!ve 

~rovemem Necessary 
(No•61.1ifd Altc:rnirive) 

Minor lmpt0·1en,cnts 
D {Tninsporta~on Sys1eins 

Mana,eemef1t (TSMj Altcmriivc:} 

D No Op.inion 

My thought; abovt 
(dled anr,gt,all that apM'): 

~ <tiOn 

~ality 

~ 
liJ-s.iy 
~ 1J.i1 Effects 

□ Oi$pla«mi::nt o(Prope,ty 

0 Oi~on to Business 

if~~rvic:es 

utG>cal Land Us.e & Oevelopml!fTt 

□ Ec.ooomic Impacts llnd Job, 

0 Specil"lc Oesign Fe:1turC$ 

□Other ---- ---

Would you like io be «dd-ed to the projea ma21,,ilrst? 

~□No 
Commf."rtl to!ease o,inll; 

t do not unders~nd why MTA would inciud& Westchestet (Osage 
area) irl the pr<iJ)OSal • for ei!het the repair facl«ty. stalioo, or patk• 
and-ride· when El Segundo is a viable and less invasNe option. 

W&Slehester is a resi<Jenlial family community that would be 
adversely effected by this deveropment. A Part.-and-RU:le on 83rd 
would b0 detrimen~r to the neJghborhood. how would Mt A handle 
the increased tr~ff1c that woukt most definitely result from a park.
and-ride? Md the effect this tr~Uic woufd have on our homes, pats 
and sclioc4s that line this rout&? Whal aboot the lnoreased need for 
seculity and neighborhood patrol? 

Regarding th-e proposed r&pair faciliiy {atlhough a bette, option 
than the park.-and-ri<:1e, it still does not ma\e sense when EJ 
Segundo would not be impacted at the same level as Westehester 
• e,g. it is already industrial and it is p,oposed to go 1n a lot that is 
eurrentry empty). How will Mr A tiddress the effect of the oomplete 
closure of Hlndry Avet1ua? MTA w'ill have to make sure they take 
care of the neighborhood and pay attention to noise-levels, traffic 
revels through the homes and by tne Sd\ools on Hlndty Avenue, 
and ~•ou wilr, again, have to addresssecutity. These proposals wiU 
NO DOUBT lead to a g,eater number of people traffi&-ing and 
being near the neighboring hOmM. 

As a fll"St-time homea.vner that has already suffered greatly fcom 
the tough ecooomk: times, MTA must STRONGLY con.-slder the 
effect this \viii have on the ptof)(lrly value of the homes in the 
OSAGE and surrounding communities. ihe impact could very welt 
be devastating, to adcl to the Jossos that we might never reoover. 

If you have to move forward with mis ptoposal • PLEASE LEAVE. 
WESTCHESTER ALONE and 00 THIS IN EL SEGUNDO whe,e H 
wlH not impact tlle horr-.~s and lives of many families lo the Osage 
area. 

-A 

B 

A 
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m Metro _ ____________ _ 

Commtnl (toniinued): 

-"""" , ... .an, ............... ,,a} 
(ch,& dv"'ffll 

"°""" (dttd,l,lur ffll 

~ the proj«-1 •.r..U 

□Worlc in the proj4cC 1rt,1J 

□ eommutt lftrovgh '"" Pl"Or'0-'l'fl? a a~ □ el.I$> 

□Othffl - ------- ~ 1<1 
a w,,w 

D Com.munltyCK Ntl.Jrhborhood Org-111-iutron 

0 Pvblk A:<"'Y 
D &wm,,,.,...,,.i o.v,, ...... 

□ °"" o,z...,.,.,. 
□ Econom'.< Oc-.~nl Oti,Mtut,on 

□ °"'" 

©Metrd 

□?""' 

Thank You! 
Give !his form to project staff' Of ret1.nn lb MdrO: 

PomlM•I 

Rodetldc Oiu,. Pfott,t\ M.iN~ 

l.os~'°""'Y-~ r,_-"""°"'7 
O..C.,...,,,l'w> 
IA.J SOii< t,.z:t.) 
Los""""'- CA 90012·2'S2 

Commonts mutt be received by Octob<,r 26, 1009, 5:QO p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-165-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-165-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmental Impact St2temtnt/Or:ul Environmental Impact R.tport 

Comment Form 

30- 166 

The Crcmh.V>.' Tlansi; Corridot projtct team wekomes your comments on th( f'lndingsof.he Dr.ft Environmental lmpaa 
Staterl'l!tlt/Dr.\fi Environmental lmp:ict ~ pOrl 01 .lny other a~pe(t of the: prO!ect 01 p!O('i!S$. PICllSI! GH out 1hi5 form and tAe ~drtiori.al 
shct"tS of paper, ·j( necessaiy, GiYe this form to project staff 01 rcwrn to Metro (set dirtttioo'ls on rew!rsc), 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

Myw ppot1 b-iched:«ie): 

Bl Bus Ra_pkf Tral'!Sil (SltT) Afte1nat!ve 

□ Ught Rall Ttanr.it (Ul:T) Altematlv-e 

O No lmJ>.'ovemerit N e<essa:y 
(No-811ild Alter11atNe) 

Minot lmp,o•1cm,nts 
0 (f'ran~,port.tlion Sy~tt:ms 

Mai,;ageme,u frSM"I Alt,mativi!) 

0 No0p!nlol'I 
My thoughtsabou, 
jehedt :iny or al tNt apply): 

D Constrvc.tion 

0 Noi$C 

0 Air Quality 

□ T1;1ff,c; 

O S; fety 

D Vi~u.l Fffws 

S Di!l,ibci:,mi:-nt o( Propi:,ty 

61.,0 i;NptiQn to 8u1ineu 

D l\lblit Scwiccs 

' 

~ 1,1?(:~ L;md U,;c& OC\'~lopme,"11 

l!I Economic lm~ts ; n,d J,ol>s 

0 S~ciik Design Features 

0 01.fitt 

Yes □No 

Commcnt-(ple.ne pri~ 

(J)e, ~:t:c, l.e ,;-r;, ,e PLa1 bou5c. l}/-oN 

Tbe- t~-tJ-,,_,1, ~ 7"' ca. -t;_;A.,, .... ),c, 
/,.Ke, "1 fJ"rku cal ,., ; th No 

N, I - p" < T IP " 

OV~R 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (tontinued); 

0 Live in the projtct .1rC11? 

fi1 Wo:lt In tht pn:>jcci area? 

(ii Own ;a bu5iDCU in the p10fed ~11e:1J 

Af:"FIUATION 

0 Resident 

□ Commute th.toi:gh the projcc-1 •rea? 

O 0 the(? 

HOW do )'OU 1tgul11tty t·,-:wel in tht: p<~l 11rt:i1? 
{d,,:ck ,Jlt/,,r,w,/f) 

□ 8icyc!t? 

El Caror Trvc\? 

□ ?ther 

Thank You! 

□ Bus? 

□W,lkl 

Give thl'S (o,m to projea sta.'f or retl-(rn 10 Metro: 

(E Communi1y or Neighborhood Otg:inization 

0 £.m,ironmc,i~I Org;1.ni>;;irion 

ROO(lri(t l)Qi, Project Ma~g:er 
Los Angeles County Metropolita,, 
T 1anspott.ltion A\11'10.-ity 
Or1e Gatev.·ay Plaza 
M;ail Stop; 99-22·3 

Emllil: 
di-azroderick@metro.n~ 

"->jec:tHctllne 
!213) 922-2736 

D Ec1>nomic Oe-.~IQPment Or&.inir;ition Los At'lgeles, CA 90012-2952 

O Othe,~~ .' 

I. ) t X:~~ Comments must be receivod by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

Co 
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Response to comment 30-166. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-167. Alan Guttman. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-167 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: atl"lguttman@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 6:17 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Matto Line P,opo·sa.1 

Dear Mrwo Board of Directors_ j 
I am writing to ask you to modify the current proposal to construct part of the O:enshaw Blvd. Meiro line "at 
grade". 'fhis part1ou1ar areaooe a tremendous amount of student tamlty, commuter, and residential pooestrla 
and automobile traffic throughout the day One need only be reminded or the m;merovs at -g,ade safety issu~ A 
anel incidents that have arisen on the Metro Blue tine along the Alameda corridor. I strongty urge you to 
,eo::insidef tM cuffen1 proposal and to red&slgn th& Cre(lstiaw llne 10 be u11de<grou0d tor Its Cull length. Thank 
YQU for listening. to my concems and for eon$Klering my stiggested solution 

YOUiS truly, 
Alan Guttman. View Park Homeowner 
3716 LoradoWay 
l os Angeles, CA 90043 
(323) 627-6770 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-167. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-168. Yvonne Harriston. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-1.68 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Yvonnne Hairston (yha1rston@westang:ek!sodc.org) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:01 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Cc: 'Claudia Douglas' 

Subject FW: UrgenI b>• 5pm Monday, October 26th 

D•ar MTA Bo:ird of Di«<•lors 

Please-keep the Crenshaw Line underground on C'r~1shaw Blvd for th\} safoty of the children at 
Crcn~haw I fish Schoc)1 and View Pari: Pre-parntocy. AJso. 1rnlli-.:. :ii ready bitck.s up in both dircdioos on A 
Slauson ,md will L11ake a bad situation worse. Treat us the srune as you intent to tl'eat the Wilshi1·~ 
co1_muunity. 

Rcspectivi:Jy submitted. 

Yvonne ~f. HairstOl\ PhD Candidate 
Senior Director of Comonu1ity Programs & Services 
Wes, A.ngeles Cbmmmtiry J)iwalopmem Co,potOliofl 
6028 Creosha.w BJ\1d. 
Los AJ\geles, CA 90043 
(323) 751 -3440, 0.1.21 Fa:< (323) 751 -763 1 
yhairston@westangelescdc.org 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-168. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-169. B. Hall. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Bee Hall [b7tlail@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Friday, Octobe< 23. 2009 12:09 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Unl:l' 

·n te, area from Crenshaw High School to S lauson is too heavily traveled 
hy <:h.ildrcn (ages 9 to JS) to O<>l have the lim: undergrouod. Crensha,\1 

h$ at least 2,000 youths and the Vie,\' Park Prer> school has a high 
number. 

Titc Sl~osonfCrcnsbaw intersection ~5 one of the most.dangerous in the 
city. Check it out with LAPD the numbcr of aocident"i ~• the rest of the 
city. 

Do the right thing for s.ifety and l'especting this community as much as 
you respect o«hcr <..'Qmnmnilies. 

B nail 
323-295-9744 

I J/512009 

30 - 11;9 

A 
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Response to comment 30-169-A. 
 
Crenshaw High School contains approximately 2,000 students aged 14 to 18 and is located more than 400 
feet from the proposed alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard.  Field observations were conducted on June 
2, 2009 at 50th street and Crenshaw Boulevard during peak pedestrian activity which occurred over a 
twenty-five minute period after the close of school.  Approximately 90 students (5 percent) were observed to 
cross Crenshaw Boulevard to the west.  View Park Prep is a charter high school (ages 14 to 18) with an 
approximate enrollment of 300 and is located adjacent to the alignment on the northwest corner of the 
Crenshaw Boulevard and Slauson Avenue.  Charter schools typically have a lower percentage of students 
walking to and from school.  Using the same percentage of students walking as Crenshaw High School, 
approximately 15 students could be expected to cross Crenshaw Boulevard after school.  This volume of 
pedestrian activity would not adversely affect the existing pedestrian volumes.  Achieving pedestrian safety 
near the operation of a light rail transit line is the result of several conditions, including safety oriented 
design, light rail operator training, and public education.  When the light rail transit line is at-grade, it 
would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb.  
Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations during protected pedestrian 
signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety along the proposed LRT line 
will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro standards for crossings. Each crossing will be 
reviewed during design based on the California Public Utilities Report “Pedestrian – Rail Crossings in 
California”. Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the LRT tracks will be controlled using 
normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be provided at the traffic signals 
for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. A pedestrian refuge area will be provided in the 
median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the 
tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  
Each crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on site visits and engineering design.  The 
evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation measures identified in the Safety and 
Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of safety at crossings.  The final determination of 
safety measures to be implemented near school zones is determined through consultation and approval by 
the California Public Utilities Commission.     
 
Response to comment 30-169-B. 
 
The LADOT collected traffic volume data for 2,147 intersections in the City of Los Angeles for 2009.  The 
Crenshaw/Slauson intersection was the 11th busiest intersection with a volume of 42,779 automobiles.  
The busiest intersection was located in West Los Angeles and had a volume of over 122,000 automobiles.  
The accident rate at intersections is the result of several factors, including, but not limited to automobile 
volumes, pedestrian activity, line of sight visibility, safety treatments, and driver behavior.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, at the direction of the California Public Utilities Commission 
(CPUC), and in coordination with the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), would 
incorporate pedestrian safety treatments, listed in Section 4.14, Safety and Security, of the FEIS/FEIR that 
would minimize pedestrian/vehicle conflict with the light rail operations. The treatments identified for the 
intersection have been developed by Metro in coordination with these State and local agencies. 
 
Response to comment 30-169-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   

 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-170.Ronald P. Hall . 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-170 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME~ (rf.!-r. 1(-q_ t( EMAIL:'i<on~ro .~ 

ADDRESS: -4zl~o'J; !2<::'lf_iJ/uocd q,rl( lkol't),t)PltoHE: ; = 
COMMENTS: "1hr ~ ,-J e C bo{ b.ocd I ( 20 ,,.J d Vlpf 6 o€ ,(' '1 kt:vc A 

~e5fe.d:c:4 \.,( 2C,fk « !toJe Gc.oK-d 4-:t t??Rj 

Hl,lll BE SENT TO MTA IV OCT. 2&, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Em•II: crenshaw@fixexpo,org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90()16 
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Response to comment 30-170. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   

 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-744 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-171. Demille Halliburton. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-171 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruor 
NAME: u(Yi' I) ... \kl} I h .. c:1,~ 
ADDRESS: 3.-½.:i G<'s;f':)!W frtS 
COMMENTS: ::r.. ldQ'W\') di{; s 

r.J '431 J @ ~ 

LA '1<1-1 ,g PHONE: -------I 

L.,,'.,o ::b L. .,,,,..,.1 
' ' J • 

! =b:Ce, &: t 

;f;;r,~~;:;,--,-.,~o.•l<;\'"Wjjt>l"~li''"s&'~""il1".e1' •EtlJ1f ,li~dllf\23 m,,;w.-,s.-.-.. i,ll!II-t,J'.-."'f~'. "' - . ..,.,_s. . N u;,i _. i .. 
Emal/: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-745 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-171. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   
 

Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-172. Sally Hampton. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- ln 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sally Hampton tsa1Jyhampton11@gmall.com) 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 24. 2009 8:27 PM 
To: crenshaw@fix.expo.crg 

Cc: Diaz, ROda-rtCk 

Subject Expo tin& at Crenshaw Conlments of ,osideot 

My name is Sally Hruuptou ;md I am a 30 year resident of Windsor Hills!Vfow Parle I feel strongly that I A 
children ,mending Crt.11Shaw High, Vitw Park and m,my of the child care 1.~nters a.~ well B."i all our 
citi:ziens should have tqu,d prottctions as those am)rded in other areas where che Expo line will go above 
Qt bdow grade. Plcru;e ahm con~idcr the alr~ ·1dy he.avy traffic ()n Sl11uson \1/hidt backs up da.ily in both I B 
directions. Jt takes me more than twice tlie time to get home on Slauson during p~ak hours. We need to 
improve. not cx.11ccrb1dc this problem~ 

If de.signed ::utd built with the s.1fety and <:onvoLlieucc, of lh'-' ~itizcus, this project. can provide 
trentend0t1s: benefit h) oor C-t)nununity for d~ades. Ple,ts.e avoid potential tragedy and problems which 
wi.U cost us all more in th~ end. Invest for th~ Jong term, not the s110 11 term to ser\te us all. 

'lllaok you, 

Sally Hampton 
5574 ()nae.rest Drive 
Los Ang•l•s, CA 90043 
323-199-I 487 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-747 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-172-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.    
 
Response to comment 30-172-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-173.Sally Hampton . 

 

_______________ «, Metro 

30- 173 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NA>IE: .Y ~11z 4'¥#11 EMAIL: sa.1~•J11u"rM 11 @JjflfA'{(11. 

AOOless: Ss'1¥ OnttC¥'(# 1),.. PHONE: :J~1- ~9"l~lt/J>;. 

CotlMEN'rs: __ ~ - --- ---- ~ --,-- ~-----

1klef:? fkdt if¼ welt,VJ..awl { tJ~ 0,eq-

iii'li"'''iiiP.,<W.. ~-... IIY'AM'' ;z..tJ'50l.U,,;;r.:i,,_, • c;-v;-......,;r,;;';;/ 
--~Mll~.f! ' ""'" gi;,, ,., ="---~ M ,lb t!D!I~ 

Ema/I: crenshaw@fixexpo.ory • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781261 I.J\, cq 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-749 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-173. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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Page K-750 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-174. Demetrius Hadnot. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

J0-174 
------------------· ···--··---- CU1' AND SSND ------··-----··-·--

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAHEl,)~taj' \¼-.i':"'f EMAIL: d-1111 .Jn,,.c 1,....£,v,/ /!dfr./..dD-l, 

AooRESs: f 11 = Le,...,,.t._. ,f,,..,.; JI / 3 PHoNe: (3 1°) 1({, -DLY 
CoMMENTS: \Jo.. Y"!:!:t b,.,,. '• h o~ ~•,. , ( ~ I ;,.. 

Muft~~Jo.:tirA'll,Y,°l)q~i, SQ,~t RElU.Rl!I ll~~ 3 
E,n.,1/: crenshaw@ffxexpo.org • Fax:_(323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-751 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-174. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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Page K-752 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-175. Virginia Harper. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 - 175 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:59 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Cr&nsha-.v Rail Und&,ground 

..-.-..... For\varded ,n~age •·····-··· 
from: Vit'e,i.nia Y. Harper <~c1@\1.-orldncL:tU,1wt> 
Dme: Mon, Oct 26, 2009 ai 2:49 PM 
Subject: Crenshnw Rail Uu<lcrgrou11d 
To: crenshawrCUixexpo.ora 
Cc: RQXA].LEP.ROPERTIES@att.n•t 

PicSS(' keep the Crenshaw Linc underground on Crenshaw Bl\'d r«·11tc 11afo1y of di(', chlJdtm al Crenshaw High School and 
View Ptlrk Prep. Abo 

tl','Jffi<: aJr<:ady bat.:ki; up in both dU:~tiou,; on S@U$<.Xl Don't oLake a bad ffloolion w<m,c Tr«1t OJ; Ibo ,am,: 8$ yoo iuto:nd t 
trea1 d~-WiM,ir., 

commwlity. 

Virginia Hatfk,'t 

49)0 Vista De Oro A,·c,me 

I J/10/2009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-753 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-175. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-754 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-176. Bill Hared. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-176 

Orah Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmenul lmp3d Report 

Comment Form 
ihc Crenshaw TransitConidOf proj~a ttam wclcomcs your comments on tM lindings of the Dfafi Enviroomental Impact 
Statement/Draft EnvironmMtal Impact Report or any other aspect of the project Ot' process. ~ase fill oul this form and use a.ddltlon:tl 
sheets of paper, If necess3.y. Give this (orm 10 project staff or retum to Metto (see dl,ectloos on reverse). 

Name (Fil'st &. lost Name, Ot);.Jr.intion) 

""~""dd:"".,s'='(S.'5'1,.""°•~ll<c,:"'.~""£4efz;,,i-'-·~'-+="'-~•""'""-~L-'!~~=,,,-L<!/Me:,~~===~ 
g 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My support for (check one); 

~ Bus Rapidlransit (BRTJ Alternative 

D Light Rail Ttansit (LRT) AheroatWe . 

D No lrilprovtmMt Nec.<eSsa,y 
(No-Build Altcmatwc) 

Mil'IOr tm p ro,,,cmcnts 
□ (T ra.nsportaUOl'I Systtrm 

Mant1gcmc-nt [TSM] A!icmative} 

D No Opink,n 

My 11,ooghts .mo .. 
tched: any 0t atl th.at appty): 

D Construction 

□ Noise 

□ AlrQu:1lity 

o r~mc 
□ S:ifety 

□ VisvaJ Effects 

~ Displacement of P.ropeny 

I! Disruption 1.0 8u.siness 

□ Pvblic Se1Vices 

!I Local land Use & Oe\'elof)f'nMt 

181 Economic Impacts ar1d Jobs 

D Spec.inc Oie$lgr1 Fr:atvn!S 

O Othet 

□ No 

oh....-.- se 'N,, 

I 
: 

-OVE.R-

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-755 August 2011 

 
 

m MetraL,_ _____________ _ 

Comment (continued): 

What is your home zip code? 

How do you rtgulill'ly tra._.e, fn lht p,ojcct area? 
{ched, ,HIN/ ,pp/y} 

Do )QU: /di«/, all 1/u,t ,ppiyJ 

l!!l u.. ..... p,ojea,,../ 

(:i Wortc. i,, lhe ptojffl ~ta? 

0 C-lh-lltlhe p,vj,a a""1 QBqdd O &uu 
D Othw. liD Caro,Tn,el,? Q Wall<I 

ml Own a b11s1neu fn the p,o;tct ar~a? 

AFFIL1ATIO N 

□ Cotl'U'l'IVM)'Or Netshboftiood OrganwiblOn 

D Public Agency 

0 Envltonmental Oeganifltlon 

0 0.o<°'P"""'°" 
D Eeonom;c Deve.lopmcnt Organ1u1io11 

Q 0 1hc, 1if#d 
©Metro 

-------- 0 ? the. r 

Thank You! 
G'rwethr\ form IOpro;ta sulf Of tt1Umto Mtlro· 

Posbl Mall 

RodGrick Ole, Pc-ojcct Mil\llJCf 
Los Anc"tlti Covnty M~ropolttan 
T-Aulho,lly 
o,,,c,_.,.Plau 
M•n S009: 99· 22-3 
Los An&fl••• CA 90012-29S2 

• . 
Em1lt: 

dfazroderick@rnrlro.net 

P,ojocl
(213) 9ZH136 

Comments must be reaiv..t by Qaollet-26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-756 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-176. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-757 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-177. Lydia Hart. 

 

m Metro _ ____________ _ 

30-.177 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: Lrcl, a &r r EM.Alo.; Cuti t tt!j) ,-..L. M'."" 

AooREss, .sv ½ - avs: 1¼-1: ~t-r...,, «'4-t, PtfJHE: a.: - s-
CoHI-IEHTS: .::::-1~~~::::,t:~f'-,!:_,TL/..U...,..z;...,._..=,/J;t~~~:..ip&1,,L-j 

Emal/: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. 8oX 781267 lA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-758 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-177. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-178. Alan Havens. 

 

© Metro'----------------

-
Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-178 

Dr.Ill Envl,onmeobl 1-l.:iX:!:21mp,a Report 

Comment Form 

-

Tht C,enshM frimdt Cosrido, proj,e(t te,1m welcomes your wmmerrtson the W,rigs of the Orafc EnW'Oft01enta1 lmp.3et 
Statemettt/Draft El'l'Vltonmental lmpact Report or anyo!Mr aspect of the project o, p,oc~:i. Plea~ 611 ovt th.is, form ;;ind 1,1~ ~al 
sh~ of paper, if ncCl:$Siiy, Civc this fomi to p,oj«t s.iaff' Of return to Mctro (sttdjrections on rewrse}. 

TH IS COMMENT RELJ\IES TO 

My support ro, (check one): 

D Bus Aap!d T,ansit (BR'r) Altem:rti\'I! 

IB'(lgti, Ra.H rar1S;1 (LRi) Altert'13tfve 

D No lmp1ovemen1 Necessary 
(No-8vlldAl1e11\iUv·t> 

Mino, lmpN')',•emen~ 
O ( ftatt sportation Systert1s 

M.anag<:mer'lt rrsMJ Ahemit~e) 

D No Opit,-On 

My thougtits abotll 
(check 3.ttf (It' all that 3Pf)ly): 

O C0 11structi0n 

0 AlfQualtty 

0 Tililffte 

frs.-ft ty 

D Visual £ffects 

□ Dis91&cemen1 of PtopMy 

D Dlsrvptk>n to Business 

D Pvblk Services 

D local U.1d Use& Oewlopment 

□ E<onomic lmp3-Cts and tobs 

Wouid yoo like to be a6cfed to the project ma1lt1t&lls1? 

f I 
Cornn,cnt (pk-;isc print): 

- · N 4/ /$ -CJ:.f 1/J"fJJdf p ?/'ft l,l/1 fl/JR£ /'W)Nr $;.i,_o 
IJ,vlfr ~(41/(1/ s£.,;:gv~;r-7/IA g ~ $

_7-flN- ffe 5&W- 7J.f/(,J.vm_._;_c.,1W-01...wN."-.
-7~dLl,:l z ;;;,m < Y# /VUJ W t< ,iNJ L!di c 

11 b . A2 c/,4 .u1rva, ?~ ou·~l/dl 11•1/t 
DtP.COJ'J#IUA -~AJe R )(I('{/; /,vAtlf{f((' ,P£'vl(IJ 
C/1" /Ir@ f~ /M.l.lv.t. MU$ ,J V€!~ ? j zrl'l4: 1 

-:,../Jbt ~~Al,l'JY ➔ All 9 k,NJ.S Pf [AV) l"'v.i "t@ ,, .1 / 

//j;fl)l A- O/f"'f18ZARU; ,e,,o.e, 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-760 August 2011 

 
 

_______________ m Metro 

l ~( I J:J A 4 7~ 1tt ~ v,B7 J/1('1'¥/J DH CtR81. 
➔ .Si!; a:1 fdTTJI Lfl-.f~---·----- ---- ----

□Uvt:'"Wpn:,ic,c1-? 
Q WCM'\911tbep,ojKtar,:-,a? 

a 0-.n -~~ irt she Pf0iect ,sd/ 

Mf1ltAT!O\I 

a • .. -

0 Commut.s ...... thtc,tq,C<ti"CI> 

HOWdo.,00 t~WYCI M ~ pl'OJC:d a,'l'.1? 
f<l,«J, ,It/,,/ ,pplrJ 
Q 8ic,d,1 Q o.,.> 

Q OdM« ____ ___ _ ~ aTnd? 

□?™' 

Thank You! 
Ghie f'5 form to projfG st1ffot fll:Cl,lm cc, Mdto, 

□ Communltyor-NCgPbotboDd Otg;m;.?.won ~ Mail 

□ MllcAgc-.""f 

Ef<iwironm~ii-1 Otgantt:atioo 

D (Nit Org.1ni:ution 

O f(onomi~ ~elooJT".ent O,gal\izat10f1 

Q Ochc,r 

G)Metro 

~tnek Oiai, Project M~nagtr 
1,,oi,All8tlt1 Col.,nty Mttropalit:in 
Tran,.ponitbOt'i Authc>tny 
On• C•ltWayPl~a 
MJ!I $101,: 99·22·1 

( m ~ 
tfiazrodMdc@mcc,o.,ia 

PfOJect HodlM 
(213) 922-2136 

Comm•nts must be received by Octobe< 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

E 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-761 August 2011 

 

© Metro~-------------

/'lit j,.,asEAtcJ; IJIA"?.. -M-t f7Jl 7'9 - "Z.1.-3 
• l'*•Jto- J>v,ttArtr- c,At:ft1/4,I o/lPWJ~ -

lA (/~t'J/J l"V'?J.4(•</1)1' 7/ll!l(ft7 
,,l~/T~fi/JY 

qM(;, t;A71'4trl fV,1.A 

Uf ~Nf£Vif, c If 

J~2. l, '1n ll,\ul\111ll1mull,,f,l,,/,U,l,uhlmMll11111,lll,I .. I 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-762 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-178-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
 
Response to comment 30-178-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Because light rail vehicles would be operating in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard, 
they will operate at maximum speeds of 35 mph to insure the safety of surrounding motorists and 
pedestrians.  
 
Response to comment 30-178-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Noise control measures at grade crossings will be designed to minimize effects to 
surrounding sensitive receptors.   
 
Response to comment 30-178-D. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-178-E. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the participation at public meetings and the sharing of views and 
input from the commenter as it is an important part of the planning process.   
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-179. Yudette Hayes. 

 

© Metro~-------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-179 

The Crenshaw l'r11rn.it ~~oiec:t team welcomc!5 )'Ol>f <om~nu, Oil !he tindi~ of the Omli f,wiror,m,cn,JJ lmpiel 
Sutemein/Of'l!ft f.'.rw1m1vnoent.ll l~t Report or a,;yo1h,;,1 aspect of thE. 1Hoject ar p1occss, l'feasefill out thi~ farm v,c,I tr1e ~cf~ion.sl 
shNe-lS of papc,, if nc:c;ess;;,y. Civethls form to piojea st:iff OI 1t:1vrn to Melm (s1,'C'(fi1cctio~ on re-.-er!.e). 

Name (f11s1 & last N4me Q,pniiatio,') 

_2'.iJ,cl ~ ++-e I{ Ayg_;:, Addrcss (Strttt. Cu-y, SJ,tte, Zip} ,,, ___ ________ _________ _ 

½ 9 DD CR1SAJ2fr.&1sL.~!-.-:l!cl.:_• --=,L -,-'-. A:,.,...-,,-~_,----,-,-,---
fru.lil (r,1,•eoddtt?ss 101·;,.ta•iw: FMllOdit: p,~11/fXbks) W01.1!d you li~eto he ;iddOO to the p,•ojea m:dir.g list"? 

THIS COMMENT R£1 t.TES TO 

My wpport for (ched one;: 

0 8U$ Rapid Tt~Mil (BRT) Aite,n:itivt 

D lighi Rai Traosit (Utt ) Ahernath,e 

f«, No fmpfCW(l'n(:1ll N\!(t'$Silfy 

"' (No•Buitd A.!te,n:.1h'c) 

Mmor lmprovemt,\h 
D (fomsport,uion Sys!ems 

Management frSMJA.he,,nai ive) 

O NQ0pinion 

My though1s about 
((hedt :iny Ot :ill th.it awl11: 

D Ci:>n:;tr~1ct)Qn 

Q Noi.5t 

DY<"$ □No 

Comn~t (pioase prlnl): , , 

. ;L _fr,r,'\ - ~ A-;11,e C>F ~-R. TIZ.lc..l<.-S /{\) }'~R. 
WO~dri~9 \\ A-l+e1~.t,llthve ,, wt-tic..1-1 l'l'.l.Cfr~
W.IJ ,,, ii I dP ..u.d.:e.._-m. pu±: +h €._8...q;txiw.l _ 

.. dM&1B.~1:i:A:ll.L2:,1.,1Li)~j___ 

ii+ls is 0Ll&..$__+ii)(_.b.ei~ ~Hltl\L ... 
... :ru.s:r:J .. \.~ _ OLD PA:SA."12.a..MA Il+i S j S 
...Q.ku....C..B.€.t..!$..1:t A:.nllL[ ..1,))1.1,l$T;,_' J.J€,;;.,IL·~ • ..J.:.-----
-~M.o_R_l\l.J.,,.,.R~/.lllA!k...~M_C.l?.£,_~l±ft:l!C 

Q AirQuiilily 

Jia r,amc 
6?J' Sa(ety 

Ii Vi,unl CU«.ts 

~ .. Tu21\D:' ... AI.E.e.D_Y.OLtR, GBee D l>Nl) DGsrRll(T/DAl 
VJ.£ 1,./€'®../.t.ltlt> w I LL FiNQ.SQJUQ~i:..~rs 
.OOJL .l:!Mtl: wim :n,p.~...I.\M) Bw'u>1Nc.'--

" ~~ Wint6l(r <!LDS .. N,:;; Sn1~../J..._ 
.i:,us i "rez,:s es, T~M&...O~i;:;.om.mJ..tJllilYi 
.AIU1)..l<E;-MO.l!j111,:;. ou R l2D.U..a:Rs_ ay_ m/<J':a.&l:Te 
GRG&I>, ''N Q g [li, D<'.H\/ N C.R&,151:li\t\..,_1 ,_, __ ~ Oisf.'bccme111 ol Prope,11 

l8J Oi"sruption IO 6vsiness 

O Pl.,bhc Services 

□ local ltOO Usf! & Dew.lopmen1 

D (co,,omic: lmp,,a~ts ~11.d I~~ 

0 S.prcn'it ~sign foa1ures 

fs! 01h,, .ld:..et biJ~IAf~? 
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Response to comment 30-179-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives 
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a Metro 
adopted Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in the DEIS/DEIR.  Please refer to 
Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-179-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The project traverses the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone.  The project would not result 
in an increased exposure to the risk associated with fault lines, nor would it exacerbate pre-existing seismic 
conditions.  However, it would be more vulnerable to damage from ground shaking during an earthquake.  
This was determined to be a potentially significant impact. However, Mitigation Measure GEO6 in Section 
4.8.2.9 of the FEIS/FEIR would ensure that the design of the light rail transit system shall identify design 
specifications for maintaining structural integrity under static and seismic loading and operational 
demands.  This would reduce potential seismic impacts to less-than-significant levels. 
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement. 
 
Response to comment 30-179-C. 
 
Comment noted.  During the extensive public participation process, Metro received overwhelming support 
for transit improvement within the Crenshaw Corridor.  Of this support, an overwhelming majority 
favored the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.  The selection of the Light Rail Alternative as the 
Locally Preferred Alternative supports the general consensus of the community for a light rail project. 
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COMMENT: 30-180. Wanda Hazure. 
 

 
 

________________ © Metro 

- - - ---- - - - - ---'- 30• 180 
--··-··-······-·-··--·-·- ·---··· · CUT AND SEND•--··--·-····---·····---··· -· 

BER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe-W-W'+-f-fb.µ;I.- -/--1-1.~=~-:=;==--+-,-

AoORESS: tf!l-,bf"o/(s,.<-..:L..~~ ~,tt.6<'-f:,,''-I-L<"l--:7;;1~'--

~ 
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Response to comment 30-180. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-181. Sandra Heaath. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-181 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Pryor-Heath, Sanora D (sandra.pryor-neath@verizonbusmess.com) 

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 20091:39PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: Rea. Crenshaw Une 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep the Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM sa!ety ot thech!ldron at Crenshaw High 'A 
School ani;I View P;uk Prep, AJ:SQ traffic already backs up in both directions oo Slauson CXm't malo;e a bad 
situation worse. Please take into con$1deration our children andwrth more traffic above ground between 48t. and I B 
59"' at a Metro Line it wiU only cause more crime. Please do not put the portion abOve g.round near any schools__ 
Please- realty take the chUdren into consideration. 

Since1ely, 

Sandra Heath 

52 15 SOUth.lidge Ave 

Los Angeles, ca1Jorn1a 00043 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-181. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety and traffic at Slauson Avenue. 
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COMMENT: 30-182. Patricia Hebert. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 5:14 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: F\vd: Und~rg,ound MEl'tro,all 

- ·--·· Forwarded message •·--··· 
from: Patricfa He'bcrt <phchcrt@wcs,tangdc.scck or&> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 a, 5: 14 PM 
Subject: Underground Mctrorail 
To: crens.hawr@fixexpo.om 

October 26, 2009 

Dear JvfT A O<)ard of Di rec.ton.: 

Plcn.;:e ~et<p the Cre1.mhuw I .ine underground QJ1 Crtnsha\V Blvd l(lr 1.hc 

snfoty of the children al Cn.:w)haw High School and View Park Prep. 

Also traffic alr~ady backs up in both directions on Slauson. Don'I 

make a bad sih.1,..tion worse. Trent us tltc same.as you intend to tr.::;il 

the Wilshire community. 

I J/10/2009 

30-182 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Since1-ely, 

Patricia Hebert 

6028 Cronslww Blvd. 

Los Angele., CA 90043 

Patricfo Y fl,Jbert 

Senior l-lousi1ll:{ Consult<101 

W..-st Angeles Commtmh)' D<."Vtlopmcnt Corporation 

6m.8 Crenshaw 81v(l 

l.n<. Angeles. CA 90013 

(3s3) 7S1•J,t10 OXI. 19 

P..he~erc~e~ng_~~r.lc.o.!'9,. 

I 1/1012009 
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Response to comment 30-182. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-183. J. Maxie Hemmans. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0 - 183 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: J. Ma:xie Hemmans o.maxie.nemmans@ca.rr.ocm) 
Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2009 3:09 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Cc: er&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject Reequest Ml A to keep the enwo Crenshaw Blvd portion of mo Crenshaw Une underground. 

Ooar MTA 13-0ard of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Lin¢ underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety oftht children at 
Crcn$haw J ligh Sch,)ol l\nd View Park Pre-p. Also lra tlie already bad<.$ up 1J.l b<,1h di.r~ction.-; o n 
S1ausi1n. 'D011'1 make a bad s itu~\tion worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat 1he Wilshire 
CO.l)lJUUOity. 

Sincerely, 

J. M,,xit Hemmaos 
Dorsey High School Teachet for 15 112 years 
19314 Scobey Ave. 
CarSt)l\i CA 90746 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-183. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-184. Mary Henderson. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Mary Henderson [mhenders@usc.edu] 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, '2000 0;;36 AM 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1ensh.~w Litle 

D.;:ar M'rA 803rd of Di r-actota 

30 - 184 

P!-:ase }:eep the Crenshaw Lin,.;: undt!rg.round on Cr~nshaw Blvd , for the sai<i:ty of th-s children 
ac Crenshaw High 
School ar,d V.iew Park Prep , Also traffic alreadir back up i!'I b◊th d.iro:ct:ions on Slauso:,. . A 
Doo ' t mal:e 3 bad .situat.ior: 
worse. Trea~ us th.a- same as '.{OU inci:nd to tr'l:'<lt- the Wilshire C<C-.'lll'IUnit}•, 

Sincerely, 

Ma.ry 1-:enderson 
4113 w. 59~h Place 
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Response to comment 30-184. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-185. Dona Henry. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-18 5 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: 't)t'/11'1 If t' N,4 f EMAIL: ________ _ 

AUUl<cSS: /o O •f•/ /IJ >'I. ftv.,,. f'HoNt: 3,2.3) ?5°3 · ,.,2qp, 

CoMMems: ~~ m,r.,, ,,.,,-t,~ 1.,u-,,J ,.Js ,v.,,JJ e.i,,.,J,.,, ' tl,r;._ '•(' a1j· wt ,,.,.,1 -h-«-'= lf 2{woi ~ 14 t.t4-f..,,~ ,,.. ti, c:zi.i. r.y1? __ A 

pr,,a, J w<j_,"f ~ 4-,,,_.,,,._ a....L~ £d«<>;f_d,.z?, . 

j;f(Jsf;BESENTTO MTKBY ocr, ~6, SO P.L~ASE:RETURN BY d,cr, ·23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-185. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-186. Joaquin Hernandez. 

 

~ Metro~--------------

30-186 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

MUSJBEtQTn>~btt,at,fO~l,Y~ 23 
Email: aenshawt,flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Adtlre#: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-186. 
 
The safety of pedestrians, including school children, was considered in analyzing the environmental effects 
of the proposed project and will continue to be incorporated into the design and operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the 
approach to safety for the project.   
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-187. Martha Hernandez. 

 

© Metro~-------------

30- 187 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: 'J:-1 oc1:loa \kc win oeo EMAIL: \Ao&, 1;>3-3-b@)roboo-co.,._ 

AoORESs: 1.Q 9. \A2- '-12,"0 ~bee I A t.O </qj!Q l'HONe: 3?:-3· ,;>Jl·,;2,&62-

COMHENTS: Cl\'>,,,., at1A :r,!.., Con&1coe.l. eden,,\ M,, : r- 11 

6 ' 

.. :_ ·. ·~,._-· ::'- ~ f<'.£~i~~~~ 
Emal/: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-187.  
 
The safety of pedestrians, including school children, was considered in analyzing the environmental effects 
of the proposed project and will continue to be incorporated into the design and operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the 
approach to safety for the project.   
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-188. Petrona Hernandez. 

 

~ Metro~--------------

30- 188 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ?i:~ ')<>, \Je.ooo,a M''.Jc EMAIL:_.----___ ____ _ 

AooAss: t09 ½J.'"l,2,~a @l,,_c;.e k:lt 'lco32 PHoNE: K.z1 . .2J5-o?,,,,z2 

Col,.'1EH!S: Le. Sl-e,11cibo~ ~ ,V, le£ n·• nOS ~ •• ., Mk-= 

Mm .. $1' :tl),Wjj,.Qg,_2.f,~ t_Yoc:;J, 23 

Eman: aenshawt!Jfixexpo.o,y • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-188.  
 
La seguridad de peatones, en particular de estudiantes, fue considerada al analizar los impactos 
medioambientales del proyecto propuesto y continuará siendo desarrollada en el diseño y la operación del 
Proyecto de Tránsito Crenshaw/LAX.  Para lograr la seguridad de peatones cerca de la operación de trenes, 
varias medidas se desarrollarán, incluyendo diseños de seguridad, entrenamiento de los conductores de los 
trenes, y la educación del público.  Instalaciones de control de cruce de peatones apropiadas en las 
intersecciones del tren son importantes para la seguridad del sistema de trenes.  Además de marcas de 
cruces peatonales típicas, instalaciones de control incluyen semáforos, señales, marcas a lo largo de la vía 
de trenes, barreras anti-peatonales, verjas automáticas, puertas de entrada, y acceso restringido.  Cuando la 
vía de tren cruza la calle, el tren operará en una línea semi-exclusiva, separada del tráfico vehicular por un 
bordillo elevado.  Los peatones podrán cruzar la calle seguramente en cruces peatonales designados 
mientras no hayan trenes presentes.  La seguridad de peatones a lo largo de la vía de tránsito también 
incluirá cruces con verjas controladas usando los metodos corrientes de Metro.  Cada cruce será analizado 
durante la fase de diseño basado en el informe de la Comisión de Servicios Públicos de California titulado 
“Cruces de Peatones y Trenes en California.”   El cruce de peatones por las vías ferreas en Crenshaw 
Boulevard será controlado usando señales existentes.  Suficiente tiempo para completar el cruce de 
Crenshaw Boulevard a paso normal será implementado.  Un área de “refugio” peatonal será creado en la 
mediana de la calle para que peatones puedan esperar la próxima señal si no pueden completar su cruce a 
tiempo.  La seguridad de cada cruce de este proyecto fue evaluado individualmente basado en visitas al sitio 
y en diseño de ingenería.  Esta evaluación resultó en modificaciones de diseño y medidas de mitigación 
(las cuales fueron identificadas en la Sección “Safety and Security” del EIS/EIR Final) para mejorar la 
seguridad des estos cruces.  La determinación final de las medidas de seguridad que se implementarán 
cerca de zonas escolares se hará en consulta y aprobación de la Comisión de Servicios Públicos de 
California.

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-785 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-189. Rosa Hernandez. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-1 89 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 
NAME: Bos0 kaOl'ldeJ EMAIL: _______ _ 

AooREss: 7o-~ ---""->~.:i::_().\a~._/d.r._~ .~--PHoNE: 313- 'S'Ss- 34qy 
COMMENTS: 'j\,,. c b·. \ Ar1'-r,S fu Ce~ sl0» I ,\ 1$, ¼::?£. £·,s:t: - A 

; 

~~-.i!'•BBtilfr-·'"'" /
1 

- . ~· ·- -""'~'·-' •--u- I . 
Ema/I: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Addreff: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 ,: 

. I 
-· ,_ J . '' 
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Response to comment 30-189. 
 
The safety of pedestrians, including school children, was considered in analyzing the environmental effects 
of the proposed project and will continue to be incorporated into the design and operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the 
approach to safety for the project.   
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COMMENT: 30-190. Leyisa Herod. 

 

m Metro ______________ _ 

30- 190 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ·br-/J SP HfrtJd EMAil: _______ _ 

AoORESS, u t oo l,/ v-. -8 u... £ +- s~t PHu""' e;;.?J I/' i; 5 lf)t:7 
C0MME"1'S: _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ ___ _ _ ________ _ 

_ s .... ~µo ..... e'---_,To'-'-"'-e~-- ll=,s,. _· ....... :IF-'""Cfr\...;;...,.._,_r,.,,.o'-'-rn-e-'=_..,,.t>'-'a"""'1.JJ=h_,_ ____ , A 

htc c.as tr qt'\f: Nll C.-of Fa'? +rare_ 

!ll!.nBE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO-('LWERETURlt8" OCT. 23 

Email: a-enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-190. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
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COMMENT: 30-191. Dorothy Herrera. 
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30 - 1 91 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Dorothy Herrera {0Herrera@tafla.org1 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 11 :03 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; 'crenshaw@fixexpo.org' 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Qe.ar MTA Board ot Dtrectors: 

I am a homeowner in the Crensh5'V/LeimertNiew Part< community I am concerned that the Crenshaw line be 
~pt undergrou1ld on Ctenshaw Btvd, patbcularly as il enects Uu~ safety of the chtldten al Cronstiaw High SchooJ 
and View Park Prep Additionally, we already haye significant backups of traffic in boffl directions on Slauson, as A 
weU as Crenshaw. P~ ase make oertain that in efforts to Improve, the situation is accually worsened. Our 
community is an Important member of the Los Angeles communrty and the MTA service area. Please treat us with 
resoect and oonsideration by listening 10 a.nd incorporating ourconcems in yoor planning and implementation. 

Sincerely, 

Ooro!tiy Herrera Settlage 
5035 Valley Ridge Avenue 
l os Angeles, CA 90043 
Pocothvsetttaq~gmail oom 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-191. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-791 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-192. Irene Herrera-Stewart. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Irene Hetrera..stewart (iherrerastewart@ccebos.O(g] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:17 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: M.Wo Rail 

-, Jive at 5459 Wclll Blvd and run a re3;1dcnt o.fdw C1x-nshew conunw1ity. , , 
l :;ltppwl f1 l,x!IQw g r<llul(i mil :1y:11'"0 along Crc:nsl1~w Blvd. "' 
I Oj)p(lG¢ an aOO\•c lbe ground ligbl mll along Cr<"nshaw Blvd 

"Never doubt that a a man group or ~ fol. oommjn(d ciuzcns can cbai1gc d.tc world. 
Indeed it is 1.he (lnly 1hi1'13 rhr,1 ~ ·~r ha:,.." 

Lr~neHcm:·1'll-..\'tevron 
Principa) Residency Network 
Ce,1,~r forCollabomt i~·-, Edut:l.1-l ion 
(213) 389-1'934 
a1errcro.ste"v..-.rl@ccebos...oi:g 

I J/10/2009 

30-1 92 
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Response to comment 30-192. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-193. Matthew Hetz. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Matthew Hetz (herme·s333@dslexueme.com] 

Saturday, October 17, 2009 11 :15 PM 

Denny Schneider; IA3z, Roderici<; Hetz. Matthew: Rose. Hauy~Ken Al-pem 

Subject: c,enshaw Line, Ma~hester/AviaUoo st3tlon 

30-193 

Attachments: 014_ 11A.jpg; A TT0OO0Uxt; A TT00002; 012_9A.jpij; A TT00003.1Xt, A TT00004; 008_5A.Jpg; 
ATT00005.1xt, A TT00006; 01 1_SA,jpg; ATT00007.M ; A TT0OOOB, 013_ 10A,jpg; A TT00009.1xt 
ATT00010; 018_15,qpg; ATT00011.1xt; A TT00012; 009_10.jpg; A TT00013,,xt; A TT00014; 
012_ 13.jpg; A TT00015.1xt; A TT00016; 010_ 11.jpg; ATT00017.ll<I; ATT000\8 

I ao, JlOt an e:-.:pe.11 .on the ftd~al aodfor stattc reg\1fa tions on tun:ling radii for train stations. 1-Iowew·r~ i,1 
the oont~i,.1 of a Manchester/Aviation station. some di1Ter1;ln~s need to 00 presented: 

'Tlw photo in the. Google ari,ll shot is oftlw existing Harbor Sutxlivisiont ,vbich carriOO freight, it did not 
Cart)' pas!:iengcr lr3.iu1:-. J rcmi:Ulb« as :,t kid siuing iu my pareoi'$ car al a tn1i.o cro,i:sing al Uindry~ Qr 
Centioehl and Florence, aod oouoting tJ1e traill ca.rs as they passed. I would. most ofth~ time, make it 
pa.,;t one•ltUndred. 

111c: light rail trafos ose. two or threl! cars per trip, much le~ tbm) the freight t.1.:ah1.s. With a much &horter 
train length, sharper curves mity be pos..-.ihJe ll1an now exiSI tit the sweep alo,1g Florence/Aviation as it 
cro$.5CS t\•lanche.stc-r as shown in Hw Google photo. 

Moreover. the Harbor Subdivision is for heavy roil. which is a nul(:h larger ga\lge, Hence the long 
$Weep of the ctirve to compensate for the heavy rail gauge ~nd the k>ng train~. ll is also 5-ingle track 

Since. light rnil is lis)1ter gi:tuge .• doubJe tn1cks ::ire-po~sible ,,;here before: only ln:1ck,-; wc:re ul.ec.l 

Hence. Que to the lightc1: gauge and .sho11.cr car knglb of light nlil, Lb.is 111uy nia.k.c possible- tums uwch 
tig.hte!' tJH\.1l used on heavy gauge as shown the Google aria.I photo. 

On the Blue Line there a.re nni-,s into and out of 5.1alions which are. very ~harp,_ close to 90degree~. 1l1e 
stations rigbt before or ufter thc:;e lllrnJ; are oo straigllls,, but immcdi:tteJy past lhe s1.atioos .arc !he curves. 

Following l\rc photos I took from two station'- which have very shMJ) cun•<."";S either going into or leaving 
the stations-. 

One i~ lhe s1ation at Flower and Wa.shin3tl'>n, do,~111town Los Angeles_. in front ()f the. J ,.A Trade Tech. 

]]11 p:llmap.-.,gooslc.vomlm1tps1 
li.,;g&soutc~=-=s q&hl=~11&geocode=&q=los+aogeles l·trade+tech&s11=33. 768327 ,.· 
11 &. J 894&6&sspn=0.00096 I O 0017 I 1&cl=u.,&ic=1 JTF8&ho=los+aogde--.+n·adw·Mcch&hncar:&U- 34,0 
- 118.269448&,pn-0.00 19 16 0 .003428 &L• h&1.- l8 

·n1e othcr i.s the. downtown l.(,mg 0e.ac.h station a;;. il turns (mto l-sl Street from l,,t)ng ))each A,1e. 
l!!!~ 1m,1;.g2Qglc.com/maps'? 
]1!- cn&sourec=bp~q=lons+bcuch+ca+downtown&ie=UTI'8&sl=u ... &ci-=eK3aS\·C C4:. 
fil3flmaiwCQ&v;xt---QCARQ8gEwAtl&b<F&bncru:::J.ong+Bcach,+Los+An~ifornia&li=3J.l<> 
- I 18. 189486&s)>ltt-0.000961.0.00 1714&L-lt&7.- l9 

I J/512009 
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111e cltf'ves in the photos .lfe. very sharp, and similar Clu·ve l'adii could be inCOr'])Otated ioto the c.urve 
crossing Manchester as the trains arrives or dc-1>ans a station soutJ1 of M,mch~s1~r and west of Aviaiion 
with th.at station on a sttaight. 

Matth~w Hetz 

Blu£• J,int' \Vnshingtou and 1:iowcr 

I 11512009 
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ATT00013 

slue Li r.e, ht st. Stati OI\, locking out f ron the st~ti on platfor~ . JFG 

Paoe 1 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-801 August 2011 

 
 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-802 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

ATT00003 
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slue Lir.e , Long l!eac:h. ht s t. The prev1ou~ photo•••~ taken forn tfiis 
Station phtforw1, tns in in th• station. ll'G 

Paoe 1 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-807 August 2011 

 
 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-808 August 2011 

 
 

slue Li r.e-washin9i::on Flo ... -er Ave •• JPG 61. lllllf 

Metro 

ATTOOOOS 

Paoe 1 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-809 August 2011 

 
 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-810 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

ATT00011 
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Response to comment 30-193. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. The turn at Manchester Avenue/Boulevard was designed to not preclude the future 
inclusion of an aerial station near Manchester Avenue/Boulevard.  An aerial station across Manchester 
Avenue/Boulevard would eventually require a straight segment that would reduce the possibility of tighter 
turns as suggested by the commenter, especially if the third track is still present.  
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30 - 194 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Matthew Hetz (herme·s333@dslexueme.com] 

Friday. Oaober 23, 2009 9:06 AM 
Diaz, Roderick 

Denny Sol'll).ekJer, stoaa«ison@ca.rr.co1n; Sttumpe11, Kent: Hetz, Mf.ltthe-N Paul Baoksttom; 
La.ura,McLennan@lacity org; kentwoodnw@aotcom: • Je,ard Wright'; Roee. Harry; Ken 
Alpern: Denny S<:hneKler: Darrell Clarke; Reed, Bart Jim Ket1nedy 

Subject: Crenshaw Corridor OEISJOEIR Comments with photos 

Attachments: 002_16.jpg; ATT00001.ll<I; A TT00002; 000_ 15.jpg; A TTOOOOO.ll<t; ATTOOOO~; 012_3.jpg, 
ATT00005.1Xt; ATT00006; 010_5.jpg; ATT00007.bct; ATT00008, 015_19.jpg: A Tl00009.txt 
ATT00010; Pornaoo ai,pon Picture.pd!; A TT00011.txt; A TT000 12 

To: Roderick D1u.-z. Project Manager~ Crenshaw Line CQrridor 

re; Comments on lh~ DEIR/DEIS J>ropos:,ls 

I ha,1c been a trnnsrt rider since 1992. l begrui riding out of environmental concerns from air pollution • 
.Since tl1e11 the enviroomcntal ha7.W:ds l)f polhttion from vehicles ha::. become even more widely known 
whi.ch incre-ase my commitment to m:.lss transit. 

Air po11ntion is still a factor, but now there is more knowledge aboul the damage-to the global 
enviromnent from vehicles eniittirig carbon gases: the damage to tl,c ooeans from ve.hicfo exhaust,. 
particulal'ly carb-Oo gases; and u-rba1l n,.notf to the oceans and waterways from road. There are also the. 
1_1atiooal sectnity is~mes of dependtmce upon fon-.ign oil for vehic1e~i;; the problems of the end c)f oil; and 
the problems of a carbon based society to power cars/ truck/SUVs. 

Since tidiog tl"::lttsit oo a regular b,ti;.is, I've also changed my drivi11g habits, aod .:-h,rnged my perspe:cth• 
ou driving. In short mos( of the t.imc driviJ~g in Soutltcm California is :'I p.1in. Indeed, the inc:r-:-:tsing 
g1idlock of Los A,,geles County ll:1re.a1ens the :lr\!'a not only e1win)mne111ally, but ab:a) e-Ct)nomically. 

Employees Wa.$.te time: i.n I.heir oomn11,1te.s_ 11-iose whose. work ckuulfld<; a lot l)f vc:h.iclc travel \'lil'-l6 time. 
and the movement of goods and services becomes more and more inefficient. 

·me ~nvironrnental and economic he.alth of the region depends u1>0n ao a.tea-wide mass h'3l'lsit system. 
The Crtcnshaw Con·idor is a v ital link to creating this system. 

1l1us, Jam in favoro[1he Creusht1w Corridor. A.ud with tu)' transit ri.dh-..g t!~p,e-rieJ.1-.=1!$.,l ku()w th,u Hglll 
rail is for su1~rior to bus. 

I favor light rail for the entire corridot based on: 

Effic.ieot use of energy: l.i-ght raj I can carry many more people than bus pt-r ciip. 

Ea8c of ridiug: From the. level e11L1y and exit at light rail l)_l.atioo.~. Lo th.e ~n,oolhn<.~8 of the ride, 
particularly compared to the stiffness of rapid buses. light rail is far superiot fut the ridel'. 

Pennanenc.e: ·me rails, ooce, 13in, provide a pennaneore which can be capitalized with surroundillg 
developm~nL Thi~ creates a helter 'Urban ~Cttin_g. 

I J/512009 
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How~\ler. within that sup1>ort. I have concerns; 

While it is not immediately adjacent to the tail lines.. this lot off~l'S inore room; more flexibility, it is 8 
l .) Tile propos~d Maintenance Yard is best suited for Lo1 D in El s~guudo. This is stated in th~ ))£JR I 
already located io an industl'i::tl area, and does not r~1uire. the J>urchase. of buildings. like ill Lot B along 
Hiodry A\'e. 

2.) The Flore-nee:. Sfati()n: Thi~ is t()() di$1ant from lhe majoi: blL~ routes ,m ti.•lanchi:ster Ave-. lt shoo Id 
be locatedjustsouth of Manchester, w~st ~)f Florence/Aviation. This \l/Otdd make transfm between rail C 
1md bus much c.1\$icr, and ~hould incrc:i.se ridership. The Florence St:-1tion is n<>I conducive to helping 1hc
transit l'ider witll ttansfers between light tail and bus. Its isolated location could also led to safety issues 
for the riders. 

I do not t~lievl} the ~xisting ClU-Ve of the. Harbor Subdivision Line. should be used as the basis of a curve 
tOf a light rail line, and that v~ry tight curves io the line at that al'ea can be l11co11xn·,lted. There ate 
¢Xisll,,g examples of w-ry sharp tums of light rail lines iil Los ,c\ngeles County: 

A Downtown Los A1lg~les, flower Street aod Gtand Avenue. ·mere is. a v~· sharp curve 
just bd \)re/aiter the Bh,e Line Trade Tech Sll,tion on Washington Blvd. 

B. Long Beach Boulevard where th~ Blue Line turns onto 1st street. This too is a very 
sharp Lum and show$ Lhat a .:dmilar cun·e cmJ be incorporated for a .statiou :ll Manchester aud 
Aviatioo. 

3.) Crossing LAX: While a t~nch is. pro1)osed ,is the tracks pass al<mg LA .. '\ para.11~110 Aviatioo Blvd., J 
qu~stion if a t~ nch is necessary. A trench would be very expensive. to dig, and would take money away 
from ()(her area.-. c,fthe. line and from 01her rail (ransit prt'>jc-.ct~ ,;uc.h a.~ Expo Phtl$C JJ, the Downto,v-n 
Con:nev1or. and the subway westbound exte-nsion. 

At the Portland, Oregon, a.il'f)Ort, a light l'ail l'UllS directly to the airport. ·n}e Portfond light rail line with 
overhead c.a1e.nill)' pa'ise..'i. ,,vithin 50 h) I 00 yard<; of the tamMc with planes. I h,tve sto..)d on tl1e t.lr'tnac a.t 
Portland Airport,. hl)ttrded ari Alaska Aitlioes plane~ aod then took offfrol'n the aitport "..-ilh the. Portland 
f\,fAX Ji_ght rail 1rain in ll'IC which l CQuld see out oflhi: plru1_e·;:; window, !\gai.o wjthin 50 to 100 yards. 

While l do not know all of the parliculars, [ fa il to sec why this i.s the situation in Pod land with the ligh1 
rail operating very·close to plalles at Portlat1d Airport without c.atas.troph~ ls lll)t allowed at LAX with 
the Cr~nshaw Line nnmiug a( grade. :\long Avi:1lion Boufovard :15 the trnins enter and <.kp;u1 th,:. existing 
Gr-een Line A,~atio11/lmpc.rial Statioo. 

I auacJ1 phOl<JS I look from PortJand jn1Cn\alional Airp<)rt in \\1hich a lighl rail tntin pa.,:;.scs withiu yards. 
of plan-ts on the tarmac. t also post links to Googlob satellite photos which show the light ra il lines. and 
lhc ir c]ectrica)ly churge<I cnte•nary lines. between the control lower lU\d the airpo.rt n1uways. This aerial 
photo is also att.1.chOO as a pdf. 

1l1e Google map satdlitt photo shows che control tower. It is in the c-e.nler~ look for the long. tl1in 
sh:rdow l'l,llw.iJJg to the left of 1he photo. TI1e light r.1il tracks. arc. seen lower in Lhc pholo (NE Airport 
Way), the light rail station is de1loted by tllt blue icoo, and the airport mnway is seen with planes on the 
lam1:,c. h would appear that lightrnil is very compat.iblc to airport opcr:tlions. 

Please con1act me should any questions arise. 

I 11512009 

D 
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Regatds, 
Matth~w Hetz 
Los An~ l~s 

1 J/512009 
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--------------~ Metro 

ATT00001 

~X at Por-tland, C()fltrol t o,H!r--tra.in- catenary. tt rair,s a l ot in 
Porthnd, hence 
t h c:i n i sty i:t,otos . 

Paoe 1 
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ATT00007 

It.AX s t:atiM a.t POX wi t h trains. the t r.iiiuc is to t he right. 

Paoe 1 
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closer and control t o.>l('lr view of c a t em1ry 

Metro 

ATT00003 
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ATT00009 

;:ortland airport, note the pla11c.\ to die l e ft Mcf the t,t~X train, 
1r.ovin9, .and cate.nary 

Following i $ thli lin., to 11 (;,c::,oglo 1111p ~h~➔n9 th• control t~-or . H; 1$ 
1n the c-encer. look. for cne lono shadow runn1rto to the left of the 
ohoto, ttle 11ght. ra11 H ne at1d statioo denoted by thE bl ue icon. and 
the airpo~ runway w1th planes on the t.al'i1ac. 

Paoe 1 
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POX without t ra hi st:atiM a.t 

ATTOOOOS 

Paoe 1 
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,. ii Firefo,c file 
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Google maps fnmnatl-ooal airport 
! n:1Mni:~H,.~oo-nse111•,0,i..:,, Oll'Ulo,, ~ 
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Response to comment 30-194-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views, input, and support from the commenter as it is an 
important part of the planning process.  The Light Rail Transit Alternative was selected as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative and consideration was given to the reasons cited by the commenter.   
 
Response to comment 30-194-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-194-C. 
 
The Optional Manchester Station was removed from the project definition because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is being designed so as not to preclude the 
future inclusion of a future aerial station across Manchester Boulevard that would be proximate to the bus 
lines running along Manchester Avenue/Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-194-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. The turn at Manchester Avenue/Boulevard was designed to not preclude the future 
inclusion of an aerial station across Manchester Avenue/Boulevard.  An aerial station across Manchester 
Avenue/Boulevard would eventually require a straight segment that would reduce the possibility of  tighter 
turns as suggested by the commenter. 
 
Response to comment 30-194-E. 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration discourages land uses that it considers incompatible with airport 
operation in areas it designates as a Runway Protection Zone.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project alignment crosses a Runway Protection Zone associated with the south runway.  While the 
Portland light rail line the commenter refers to is adjacent to the airport terminal, it never crosses under 
the flight path of either runway at the Portland International Airport until it is well beyond 3,500 feet from 
the runways.  Similar to LAX, the Portland International Airport does not have any structures within 1,500 
feet of the approaches to the runways. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-195. Blossom Hicks. 

 

m Metro ______________ _ 

!ll§IBE SEN'TTO,MTl{ ilyipc:r,•26; SCi'PLl!AsE RETURN BY~:•23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-195. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-196. E. Hicks. 

 

m MetraL,_ _____________ _ 

30-196 
- -----·-·-· · ·----··--····- - -- C.:U'/'/IJ,/D SEND - -··---- - --- ---

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE SruDY 

NAME: ___::E::..i<c...J..>:'.....-""J,,-1-,C/---''---"":.r;:...x!.-- - - - - EMA!l: - - - - - ---- -

AcoREss:4..:a.::~~2.!f....:.='./,l'loB~~~s._

COMMemi: .---....,,..J~;f,,8,,~~~ ~~~~~~~~.Ll;t,;~=----

H!,ffi!'BE SEN1' TO ,MTA !1'(~26/ SO.l(EA;,t& o:m;g;.· a,,Y,'qjif,_~ 
\ 'ma '/: crenshaw@ffxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-196. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-197. Kim Hicks. 

 

m Metro _____________ _ 

30-197 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: X:J(YI tbc/.:f EMAIL: 1-hds .h/((JYI.. Q. tu>/ {;.._J 

~: ~ &f ~N~V ~ S::I cA _, (t/dJ9oq.,;;l0¢ 
99:)g' 

!Wn BE SENT TO MTKBY OCT ~'26, so~ REJVRH h iRlt: ll 
Email: crenshaw@nxexpo.orrJ • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-197. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-198. Cita Hill. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 198 
•-- - --------- VV l 1'1.JfU .:)J:.,J,LJ •••·• .. --"•'"-•·•-••---••--••••-•• ........... ••••-,. 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: (l, './i! /VI · ti!/ &w!.: ______ _ 

AoORESS: .z?or 1,,4-<{C???,f Wf P:::Z. f'HONc: -~ - 9:5/- 14(,c; 

CoMMEHTS: We u✓ --&¢:.,! id/4 ii«. M,/417( tt#&ZI/J_,.h&I A 

//' IJ,. tf#,;/ r.l, .. 2:Y'ad c.Ji~ dca,z?s,+# ~d r?md«-
. jA'ad/l(r/, 

,-.. .,, ... ... 
Email: crenshaw@fixexrx,,ora • Fax: 1323> 76t - ,;41,; . ~M-~,e• o"' o,...,, '?OML..,, .. ,.,. ,.,,..M,. 
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Response to comment 30-198. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-199. Marilyn Hill. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30 · 1 99 

AoORCSS: ~~:'._\.,,:;;/...,c....2!~~::.ll.,!.}J.,..J.J.JA.:...._~- - -

COMMENT .• _l(:U:.Abl...l.L.....),LJ::,;.\..._),...l.Jl.&a:,~,JL:!.~..11.:!1~.AL!UIJ<=:!.l::,._ ______ I A 

M.llll BE SENT 'ro .MTA eY!pcr. 26, 50-P.1,EASE RE1JJ.RN ~f~~ tlil 
Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-199. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30 - 200 

The Uenshaw Transit Co«idot project team welcomes your comtnentt on the findings or~ Draft Envlronmentai I m,psct 
Sbteme"'fOrah Environmental rm~a Report or itrf other aspect o< the project 0< p-oom;. Ple;i$e lllf out thi$ form and 1,1se .ick:litional 
4ieets o( paper, if' necessaq. Ciw this (om,. top,q«l staff ortetvm to ~fotro (see directions oo tt'Y~}. 

Name {rttSt & lits/ Namr;, OrglMiz;,fionJ 

~£&g;r,,,.q,f=li' 11 
Ob fV!,·/f;e/J Av<!', 

l HlSCOMMENT RELATES ro 

My"4't)Ort~(cfwdcooe~ 

~ us RapklTraMil (8 RT) AltematiYe 

0 Ught Rall Transit (LR1) Altemati\·e 

Q No ltnp«wemtnt Ne~sary 
(No-Build Altemafu•e) 

Minor lmpro~rnents 
O {Transportation Systems 

Management (TSM) Altema-U\'e) 

D No Opinion 

My thougl,ts about 
(chtck a,ny or all that .iippfy): 

□ CoMtructioo 

l3J,oise 

□AJrQualJty 

□ Trif'fk 

JB:s~rety 
D Vi,;-1,1,11 Effects 

~is~,emc:nt of Property 

□ OisNpl!On to Business 

□ Pub-lie Services 

□ local Land Use & Development 

'J81conomic Impacts and fobs 

0 Speciflc Design Fcalurt?S 

OOltw -------

Co""""" (please p,lnt), 
live in Westchester Osage neighborhood and support public 

sit but lbese are my concerns: 

• Would like the Westchester tezminalJ'>e a small one, 
--wi~"Mth_o_ut- th_e_m_ a~ln-te_nan.c...;..ce...;.;.y;.;;ard..;..,.=="l,,,c ~====- • A 

• ~llil~;; yard to be tn El Segundo so !hat less I 
--------__,..;..,....--~ ~- B bustness and Jobs are removed from LA laX base. 

• I $Uy enJOY the Kenwood Commuruty Play House onl 
Hindfy and hope ilia! tf could stay. C 

• ffdte Westchester suidon or La Cienega ovetpass is 

• lf!he Manehester 6",Ctpass whieh l $11pport is do.oe and 
!he l a Cieaega o,•etplJ!IS v.nieh I'm against, ate bo!h 

-built...:r.he&tho,traek-belween-mo-tw0-w0uld-prebably
be ele\<ated because the,;e is not very much distance 

-OVER· 

f+/5D : T1,i,,. ,,. H, '-fo,,- ·c om.-•s 
,.,,., ,,,,,,,,. c~,,,.~.,, .-1-y. 

E 
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--------------~ Metro 

~ .• . - ~· 

Comment (continutd): 

How &o )W rcgthrly tr;wcf in the projcc::t arei~ 
(dlecka/1 thn apply) 

,)q' liYe in the project area? 

0 Work in the pio~ect ~ a? 

D Commute through the project atea? 

0 0thf!'r? 

0 8icyd e? 

(R'C3fotTruck.? 

□?ther 

□ Bus? 

~ all<? 

□ Own a busln~s ~ the project area? 

AfHLlAllON 

□ Busi~s 

0 Community or Neighborhood Organization 

0 Publk Agency 

O Environ~ntil Org.iniution 

O Civic Organizatloo 

D Economic lxvdopmcnt Organization 

QOther 

©Metro 

--------

Thank You! 
CiYe thiS f<lrm to project staff or return to Metr« 

Postal Mail 

Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropol!tan 
Transportation Authoricy 
One G11.!eway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
~Angeles.CA 90012-29S2 

Emai:1: 
dlauoded dc@metto.net 

Pro;ec:t:Hodii.e 
(21l) 922-2736 

Comment,; must be recewed by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 

F 
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© MetrOL_ ________ _ 

/ .. _ .. 
>405~~ 
Lao,~CA~$$;UO 

Rod,,.., K l),., ... 
Los A~/,.. (o...fy /V/.,./-,.f""/, f... 
-r-...,, Mpwl,/,,._ AV fl,,r,iy 
One G-,--kw,,,_y JO/,.=, 
Mo.:/ 5top : 99- 22-3 
/.-..os A"'5ef.-5y CA 

· 900/2 - 2 9 52 
11,l,.Jl,,,l/.,,.,.f/.,J,l,./,l/,l,,,l,/,,,J,Jl/,..,ul/l,I,./ 
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Response to comment 30-200-A. 
 
The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because 
of low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding 
comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-200-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-200-C. 
 
The Kentwood Community Play House will be preserved, since that site is no longer under consideration 
for a maintenance and operations facility.  
 
Response to comment 30-200-D. 
 
The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because 
of low initial ridership projections.  The aerial crossing at La Cienega Boulevard and I-405 would eliminate 
the need for warning signals and or crossing gates that would be necessary if the Light Rail system were to 
cross at grade.   Noise from a light rail vehicle traveling over La Cienega Boulevard and the I-405 was 
determined not to result in a significant noise impact to residences within the Westchester community.   
 
Response to comment 30-200-E. 
 
Comment noted.  The grade separations at Manchester Avenue and La Cienega Boulevard have been 
incorporated to avoid potential traffic impacts that would occur if the crossings occur at grade.  The track 
between the grade separation at Manchester Boulevard and the grade separation at La Cienega Boulevard 
would be at-grade from west of Isis Avenue to east of Glasgow Avenue.  The optional Manchester Station 
was removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over 
the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
Response to comment 30-200-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-843 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-201. Virginia Hill. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 201 

The Cttnshaw T ranslt Corrldot projea team welcomes your <XMM1enlS on the findings of the Draft Env1(0(lmenul I mp:td 
St~ment/Oraft Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect o( the project or process. Please flit oot this form and use additional 
sheets o( paper, if necessaiy. G£w this fotm to pro}ec:t staff orreium to Metto (seedirealons on~). 

Addres~ l c,zy. su,e, Z'rpJ 

,J)j ~S:r -
fm>il (e,,tN;,dt/,ef$~,m:ivcpetitx/icpc,fa<::t ~Jfts) , 

~nuw, C/f(J) ltn -~ 

My- lilt (chedcone): 

")ieus Rapld Tronslt (BR'T) AhMiative 

□ Ught R11!1 Ttansit (LRl) Alttr-n3.1ive 

□ No Improvement N«csury 
(No-811,ld Altemative) 

Minor lmpfOveinents 
□ {TransportatkmS)'stems 

Management (TSM) Alternative) 

□ No Opinion 

My thougt,ts about 
(diiedt '1.rtf or .all that apply): 

□ Constrvction 

□ Noise 

□ Ai,Quality 

0Tr.tffte 

□s.r.,, 

D Vist,1.11 Effec;ts 

0 Oi11placcmerrt of Property 

0 Ois""ption to 8 usineu 

O Pubttt Servia:s 

□ local L.ind Use & Oev~lopmcnt 

0 Economic lm~s ar4 Jobs 

D Sp~iflc Oc:slgn Fe.atunis 

□O~hc1 

-OVER-

Wovld )W like to be add~ to che project mailing list~ 

mf'Yes □ No 

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment {continued): 

Do )'Q',r. (ch,,;; ,H th,t ,pp/y) HQW do you regtAarly lravtl in tb! projeo 2.rea? 

\!f live in the p,oj«t area?~ 

□ Work In the project area? 

□ Commute through the project area? 

□Othei? 

(d,cdodl th,r ,pplyJ 
Q 81c,oe> 

JI.Car0<Truc.k? 

D?thcr 

□Bui? 

□Walk? 

0 Own a bu$inC$S in the project~~ 

ArFILIATION 

j7J Rc,.idcnt D Busii,tt:S 

0 Community or Neighboihood O,ea.nization 

D Pvblic A.gcnq 

D Environmcnt:il o ,ganiution 

D Civic O,giltli:ation· 

0 EcOflomic: Ocvdopment Organit~n 

O 0the!t 

©Metro 

-------
Thank You! 

Give this form to project staff or return to MfflO: 

Postal Mail 

Rodcridt Diai, Proje(I Ma~gcr 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
T r.insportation AuthOOty 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99,22·3 
Los Angeles. CA 90012-2952 

Emal, 
dtazroderi0:@metro.net 

Projea Hotline 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 261 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Page K-845 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-201. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-202. Dawn Hines. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-202 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: Dau, /\J 1--\,rues EMAIL: ___ _ ____ _ 

AooREss: )7/qoo.Ss+,ccy St PHONE: lse):2, 12-37<-ifu 
COMMENrs, k·s: :e fl + h-f Yb e--f /) ,, I , A) :R u. f\\d Mjrf«>M 11Jcl, 

O&j[ 6:i"' o\::;,hlQ{,), . 

t!!lfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO Pl.EASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@ff)(expo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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Response to comment 30-202. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-203. Tina Hirt. 

--------------~ Metro 

30-203 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Tina Hirt (numberzone@ca.rr.com) 

Sent: Sunday. October 18, 2009 10:05 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Rea. Crenshaw Transit Co«Jdo!' 

Dear Mr. Diaz, 

I saw you a few weeks ago in our neighbof'hood. speaking about your project the Crer.ishaw Ttan$t Comdor. you 
encoo!'aga us to fUI out ootnment to1ms and $-Ubmi.t then, to METRO. I hava done so. I have also sent you a. copy 
of what I submitted for youJ fifes. 

Thank you, 

Tina Hirt 

Crensha"' Transit Corridor 
·n umk you for giviog tis your feedback Your int>Ul is vecy importaJll to us. For more in.formation about 
the Cr..:oshaw Draft Environmental fmpac( St::.tcmcot/Dr:ut Em;ronmcntal Impact Rcpo11. PJca!)<: 
coofinh that the following i1tfol'mation i.~ correct so that we ntay oontact yl)U. 

N:one: Tina l l.iJ1 

Ema.II Add res..\:11mube·tzool!l@ca.rr.com 

S.,..ct Addre.,.: 7837 Toland Ave 

Qly: Lo,; Angele, 

State: Ca 

Zip Code: 90045 

Addition.d Comments: J) How much revenue• wiU be lost by this project in lhe fonn of tax~, jobs. clc. I A 
And how moch revenue would be lose if the ma.inten,1J1ce yard is selected in El Se.gun<ll)? 2) Stiletto! a 
Studiosjustjoh~d oor neighborhood. How much wil l tlw light and noise impose on their new 
enterprise? Bow nrnch will the Jigh1 and noise hnpac.1 the property in El Segundo? 3) What sort ()f I c 
impact wilJ a bad~•Ut> ou lhe 405 and/or La Cienega do to this malutenance yard? How much impact will 
traffic impact the property in El Segundo'] 4) Westchester would lose-a wonderful property in the I 
Kem wood Playhouse. This Playhouse and it's group al'e a wonderful addition to our n<!.ighbolil oo<L What D 
would be-done 10 re-loc~tc. them in our mjdst? Would there be a.similar loss at the El Segundo site·? 5) Byl 
placinga-maint,e:n,mce fa<,~Ji ty .so close to LAX and the power plant 2 blocks away .. is it not conceivable E 
th.at this makes terrorism a little bit easier? Would the El Se.gundo site b~ as vulnerable'? 6) Please 

I J/512009 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

F explain why the Westchestet site is preferable to the. El Se.gundt) sit~. Ple.ase detail in dollars how much I G 
each site would cost lo obtain and \-i,·hy. 7) Which site is th~ path to the le:ist resistance? 8) Pl~e I 
descd~ in detail your plan to block of'f83rd street AND prnvide a detail analysis of l!'mergenc..')' txits H 
from the surroundi11g streets, with this .1ccess blocked oil: 

for other quest ions. regarding the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Study, con1.ac-t us at 

RoderkkDi.az. Pt·oject M1m.1eer 
Los Angdcs County lvfctropolit.:w Transportation Authorily 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail St<)p: 99-22-3 
Los Angeles. CA 90012-2952 
Emllil: digrndcrick@:anc.1ro.ncj; 
Project Hotline (213) 922-2736 

<.:r~nshaw lr•u1sit Corridor I D£ IS/DEIS Comment f onn 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-B. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-C. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-D. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-E. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-F. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-G. 
 
Please refer to response to comment 30-203-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-203-H. 
 
83rd Street will not be blocked off as part of the proposed project.  Please refer to response to comment 30-
203-A. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-204. Royger Hobson. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 204 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Royger L Hob<on [roygemobson@sbcgJobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 10:18 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line uode.rground on Cteoshaw Blvd for the safety t)f the childi't'n at 
Crenxha\~' tlJSh School and View Pan< Pre-p. Also traOic !ti.ready ba..:ks up in bt)lh dire..:tiou~ on 'A 
Slauson. Doo't make a bad situation wors~. ·1·reat us the same as you in.teod to treat 1he Wilshire 
couunuoity. 

Sincerely, 
Royg~r Hobson 
3716 W. 54th St 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-204. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-205. Woody Hollier. 

~ Metro._ _ _____________ _ 

30-205 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

The C1tf'l,htw Tronslt Comdor projca tC'a11twdcomes )'OUf commetll'I on ?ht flndlngs <1' lhc: 0 1'afl En'lttoM\~1'11\ll lmp:ict 
SlllttrnCtlt/Du,ft Erwirol'lmtmal I~ Rtp0t1 OI a,riyothe-1 aspect o( th~pttijt,ti or proc.ess._ Please fill out thls rorm 811d use addmoNI 
sheets of P'P"f, if netts.sat)'. Gi--e ffl form to p,oJl'Cl wff' o, ft'tVm 10 Mflllo (u,e dlrtction, on ~IM!rSt). 

N~(f.rll&USIN.Jmt.l>p tu,o,,J • 

L!9d,., 1-/,, II: •,. 7.?'"5+,..,--;t(m..,.~5f:Jt£.1cY.J, f:.1)0,,,,J.,_C=l•b..._ _ _ 
Addre1s ($1,ff.t, C,« St.It~ Z-,p/ 

..3c,o w.'l,'~tQ X,,'l}-'",k"""""''.d"'-""'.f,..,,A,._,_,,qCJl.)5,.,.,.F-----------
Em1111 (~tH lddrrts t<, rco:il'f! ptNiodk PfOJ«1 tJP(la~s) W<~ld you l!ke to be added 10 the p11')JO(t 1nam11g list~ 

B 81,1,i ttiip,d Tr1nslt (8RT) A.ltem~1w;: 

_6;I UJhl R1!1 T1,1.n.sit (tRl ) Altern:.11vt 

D No lmp1ovtmen1 Nccen~uy 
(NO h1ld Alt.-mldw.e) 

M.inOl l,..,P'OfffflC!"lls 
0 {T,.,,_,..,.s,.,

-JTSMI...,_,,.) 
0 ho O,.,.io. 

My thouat,u-. 
Cch«k ' "Y °' :in that WI>= 

O Contirvcc-.on 

Q NOIH 

Kl A,1 Qu.lity 

□ 11.lf< 

O S.'ttr 
Q YrsWI tlT«u 

□ 0,,pt-.lt(tttlffll of Propeny 

lZI Ol,n.ip(l<1n to Business 

□ P11bllc s~ivkt-s 

□ toc.4 I tM Us~&Ot11dopm.tnt 

□ r tort0tn.c h1111)Kts MM:! Jolls 

0 s,,«,fc °""1• mwoos 
Q Otiw, ------

·OVER . 

liJ Yu: □ No 
I 

A 

B 
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- - --- - - - - -~Metro 

Comment (GOmlnUotd): 

till"C'.,OIC'p,o,e(t ..... ;Jt 

O Woit ltl Oleo p!Ojt(t •rt• 1 

JiilC"""""'•-gh1h<_.-.l 
□Othffl> ________ li! CatOfll\lC'r-1 

0 Own a bu,,nu, In tht projttl IIH? 

AFFILIATION 

0 Bu111'1e.u 

D Communltyo, Ntlatlbodlood O,g~ii , tiol'! 

D Pubfic Ae,~ncy 

□ E-t>lo.i,,,-mio,, 

□vwe>-i-
□ecmomic:0t Mepc••"°'l~nmcion 

□Ome-

©Metro 

□?'her 

Thank You! 
Glwi- 1h ,i fo11,1 t(I p«)fe<:a1.lff' 0t r(!1V,n i ci Me1to: 

Pofflf Mall 

P.odetldi 0111. Pro,ea Mlm1gtt 

Lo, "'11""C...'II)' ""'°"°'""" y..,,_,._., 
OntC.,,.,,,""'• 
.... S..,,99-U.) 
los~C:,,.,0012-m? 

[m,IIJ 

diwoderlck@trldro..n<1 .....,_ 
(21 lj ,Zl,21)6 

Comments must be reaived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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© Metro~-------

§ -
B 0 

(ll 
;.; 

►. 
~ a . ... m . 

( ~ ~ 
(ll .,, 

! 9 
\0 § -l 
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Response to comment 30-205-A. 
 
During the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR, six additional design options were considered and evaluated to 
assess environmental impacts and address community concerns.  Design Option 3 incorporates a grade 
separation at Centinela Avenue.  This design option was incorporated to eliminate potential traffic impacts 
that were identified in the traffic analysis.  This design option was carried forward into the design process 
for further consideration and review.  Additional review found that no significant traffic impacts would 
occur at Centinela Avenue and, as a result, Design Option 3 was not included as into the project definition. 
 
Response to comment 30-205-B. 
 
Maintenance facility sites are generally located in industrial areas adjacent to a rail line.  Because of the 
minimal environmental impact that these sites typically have, they also are compatible with nearby 
residential uses.  The potential environmental impacts from the maintenance facility for the project are 
found in the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Recirculated Draft EIR and in the 
Maintenance Facility chapter of the FEIS/FEIR.  Impacts from economic considerations and displacement 
and relocation were found to occur from the proposed facility.  Although property values are not an 
environmental topic requiring response, there is no documented evidence that the siting of a maintenance 
site in an industrial area would lower the value of nearby residences. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-206. Jita Holsey. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

- -- -- - Forwarded mcs!tage - -- -- -
F1'0ln: ,Jlt.) H ob('}' <j~y~~> 
Dale: Mon, Oc116, 2009 at 11 :52 .\M 
S\1bjec1: Crenshaw Line 
To: "t.r¢n.sh.aw@fix~xpo.org" <crtnsh.aw@fixtxpo.org> 
Cc: Cl.audi.a Oouglas <:c.do-W! l.as-'a',wcsta.org> 

> De,ir l\<ffA Board of Direu ors: 

> f'lcas..:: keep lhc Cre-nsh:iw Linc umJergrouod on Cte11$haw Blvd foe 11.le 

"> ~•fol)' of dte< childn.-n ti£ Crtnshaw High Sd.oo1 <md View Ptu-k Pi<¢p. 

> Also Lr.1.ftk alrc.ady bat.ks up in b01h diroc~ions on Slauson. Oon't 

> n\.'lkc a bad situation wone. Treal us t.hc same as you ioten<I 10 n-eal 

> tM Wil.sh.i1-..?• comnmtUty. 

>> Si.noeNly1 

luHi,;uoon~ 

Jita Holsey 
.".dminishlive Ms.i;ron1, t<> 
Or. K.:ma.-lh 1-lianmc,nd, Oili:~c(t" 

C/?.,ftct in9 Qkfiw ers 
(diJ<:lp.'tP"tip) 
W*81 Ang<>kii Cll\l.l'f'b of Cod ln Chrbl 
3045 Crenshaw Blvd. 
LosAngeks..CA 9001~ 
3B/73J.$300 .X"2349 

> <insert your natt1c> 

I J/10/2009 

30-206 
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--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Jita Holsey 6holse-y@westa.org) 

Sent: Monday, Ottober26. 2J09 11:5I AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subj eel: Crenshaw Blvd 

> Dear MTA Board of Dtrcc.tors: 

> 

> P1easekeep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the 

> safety of the children at Crenshaw High School and View Park Prep. 

> Als-o traffic ajready backs up in both directions ou Sla1.1son Please dOl.l 't 

> make a bad situation worse. Treat us the same as s•ou intend t<> treat 

> the \1/ilshsre communi~'. 

>>Sincerely. 

In His name, 

Jira Holsey 
Adm1Nstra;h-e Asslstffrt, 10 
Di. KEnoeD'l Hamrnonas, Oieda-

lJ>,ifecti"{J Mievers 
(dis<f<leS/ii/1) 
- Ang,tes Couroll of God th CWl<t 
S:OilS Q-enshaw 811.<1 , 
LOS M!IO~S. CA 90016 
323Ji'3:3-8300X234~ 

11/512009 
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Response to comment 30-206. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-207. Joan Hornbecker. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30• 207 

The Crcnsh.iw Transit Corridor project t~m Wf!loom~ you, oornments on the findings of the 0...1\ Erwitonrr.erital lmp.ict 
Sttte~nt/Draft Envl,onmesital Impact Repott o, any « he( aspect of dM!' projcc:t "' proa::ss, Pleas~ AD out this fotm and use: additional 
sheets of papt,, if n«c:miiy. Ci\t(! this form to proJe<.l staff' Of' tetum to Metro {see dir~on roverse), 

Name /First & lMt Name. Oqfa11intion) 

JoerJ tloBrJ eteJ<ER 
Address {Slrrxt, Of)', $111~ Zip) 

5500 ·IL 001-16 

::rnot<.rJ/3fCKEe,A06, Cbm _______ _lil_v._, -□-N-• -----
THJS C0Ml,'F.r>.T Rfl AHS TO 

My support r., jch«k ..,.): 

TQ 8u-s Rapld Translt (8RT) Mern~th·e 

SJ Ught Rall Transit (LRT) Att~mative 

□ No Jmp,ovement Ne-cessa,y 
(No-Bufld Altemative) 

Minor Improvements 
gJ {T<«nsport.uion Systems 

Management [TSM) Altcmitive) 

□No Opinion 

My thougl,u about 
(choe~ any cw all th~ appfy): 
□ Con-strvction 

0 Noi~ 

□ Air Quality 

0Tr~ffic 

0 Sal") 

O Vis1,1~ Efrem 

D Oi:spl<1«:mcnt of Property 

□ ~sruptlon co Bvsil'IC$S 

□ Public SCMtC$ 

□ Local Land Use & Development 

D Economic Impacts and Jobs 

□ Specific Otsign Features 

□Other 

• OVER • 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (QOntinucd); 

How do yov rcgula.-t, travel in the pro}ect are.a? 
{c:ht!ci all tJ/.at ,a,opl,) 

63.Uve In tht pt<>jKu re:.? 

D Wcnl: in the project areal 

□ Commutetflrough the J)!o;e<t area? 

□0th«? 

0 Bicy(:lc? 0 Btis? 

l5Car or nud<? 

□?'"'' 

O W..lk.? 

0 Ow·r, a buiiness in the project ;arc.i.? 

AHIUAIION 

D Business 

□ Community or NC!ithborhood Otganiu1ion 

0 Pub& Ag@('lcy 

0 £nv!ronmental O,eaniz:ition 

0 Civk O tganizi1ti<H1 

0 EcOfl()rt'liC Oatetopment Organil'at;on 

QOthet 

©Metrd 

---------
Thank You! 

Give this ro,m to j)(Ofe,et st.aft'" or fe'.urn to Metrot 

Po$U!Mail 

RodeOCk Diaz. Project Manager 
Los Mgeles County Ma,opolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Cattway Pitt! 
Mai1 S1op;99-22·3 
LC>s Atlg,eles. CA 90012-29$2 

~ ii: 
di.imxlerick@metro,oet 

~Hodi~ 
(213) 922-2)36 

Comments must be receM!d by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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: 
: 
= 

~ Metro 
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Response to comment 30-207. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-208. C Humdy. 

 

______________ © Metro 

30-208 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

N.w: C, I t'¼n~ EMAIL:-----

AOORESS: \')...A""IHinul:lf/ £1 . o;,;uri,., 1CA 2:11J~1 r11o• E: --------r ,~ ~ 
~= -71F.1-1r-- :-T- ---.---,---:--z------l+-+-.---;i----AI 

,iii,.;....,,-,....,....~ MtA l'l:ocr;'"2i so-..,--..,,17< .. 1iETl:i" .. a-. "i3 D!hli--"-"1-'"' - • . • I ~ • - = J\,',!loil 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-865 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-208. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-209. LuJuana Hunter. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:02 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Crenshaw' Line Undef9tound 

-·--- Forwarded m~ age •·--··· 
from: <JHuntcr690@.ao1 com> 
Dme: Stu\, 0cc 25, 2009 a, 11 :35 PM 
Subject: Crenshnw Lino Undergrooitd 
To: crenshaw,ttfixexr,o.oru 

Dear MT A 9oara or Dtrectors: 

30 - 20 9 

Please keep the Cren$haw Line Unclerground on Crem;ha-,v Blvd. for the s,afet.y of the children at Creflshaw H~h 
School and View Park Prep. AJso. traffic already backs up in both directions on Crenshaw Don't mal<e a bad A 
Stuauon Y/Otse~ Treat us lhe same as y6u tntend to treat the \!\ll!Shite Communily. 

Respecl!ul~/. 

Mrs. luJuana Hunter 
Residen1 of the Crenshaw Community 
5326 lnadale 
Lo Ange!es.90043 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-209. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-210. Teena Hunter. 

 

---------------~ Metro 

J0 - 210 

COMMUNITY MEM~1 R'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NNE: ~t·/f~ Ew.t: -/yhfJ:~6,?i~ "°"""'" G; J{tef~, 0/2-fono '?ttii:= 0 
COMMENTS: .,.,--,-r----,------- ---,-r---,-----,- ---1 

_ _ _ '
1 

-1-.fu .... e .... 'f .... p,_,_(J...__.u.,_.o""dt""'~q.~...::;.;.YLddu' "4L-rd"'-'--'(J,"'n"'--...... ff."-=~""-''•M""v""'-l-''----• A 

lill5I BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, SO Pl.EASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-869 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-210. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-870 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-211. Sidney Hurd. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-211 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

N•Me: $ d7 /..J,.. ,e.i:, EM.Ali.: _______ _ 

~ = r;, 2-o? ...s. //4.,ep,,, ,,I l:A,M- PHoNE: -------

CoMMENTS: 1.. ..s',~"'if'o~+ q,,,.,.,f) ('4b,,_.,:;J: M.'T'/1~ A 

11-.,_. 1':;;::!!f_le·~ D.f.f;&v-.. Be- iU:'.' -L,..j-;,._, ~ fh.,f, 

-~~~ 
Emal/: crenshaw@tlxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-871 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-211. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-872 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-212. Nelle Ivory. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30• 2 12 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: --J.~~';½!4(-->="',r.L.IZ.-=-,,1----EMAIL: - -~------

d::)~~'ft:IJ.f.~~~;'._--PHoN@~9o:.. R<f'6j--

A 

B 

Email: aensfww@fixexpo.org • Fax: (3Z3) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Bax 781267 LA, 0\ 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-873 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-212-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-212-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-212A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-874 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-213. Deborah Jackson. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30- 213 

' ·COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

'~~~ ~ JJk.l~'.:::=:;-r:--:;~ E>wJ)~~k,,tlxrbrtm?rMJ 
,~= ~~L....,~ !.__J.:::!:.J__l.1..t:,;_~=-- - = s21~a ~c. 

~ ~z;r...lb!:J,~0:LlLJ._.:::.,twf!J-,,J.~~ , A 

.:t;11J'b./..1.1JIQ_(i:Ll:ll.'?...1.!fLL'lLJLJ.~ttit!!.!'t-J.LI_U5......(.:!....SQllfill__, 8 

:~':t,f tt -&fo 4'k ad i"C~ · 

,-9m•-.,mJ«Kav.om ~.Kwi:i(rnJRN-~Y.i8;t. ZJ' 
Emal/: crenshaw@(ixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 161 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781261 LA,. C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-875 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-213-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-213-B. 

 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-213A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-876 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-214. Jackie Jackson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-214 

~:JIE'SENTTO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO l'LEASE RETURN BYJk;:r. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 IA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-877 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-214.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-878 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-215. Marie Jackson. 

 

----------~Metro 

.............. ___ , __ _ 
30-ZlS 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~~::Wtt::{~EMNC _____ _ 
AooREss: /PMJ ~ ~ ~'t:t"I~-=--------

~~ I 
•·~ 1>1TA~~- A ~~~,,;., ~ ~6(,.J-1--~.,tp~, B 

"" lk..-'\rt?1 , g ¼-?'ms ,,, i-1-.2 ~ ·£5! 

~Hilm.6il.Jd!1iti~~iSQ(~ii®'.1~3' 
Email: aenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-879 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-215-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-215-B. 

 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-215A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-880 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-216. Mark Jackson. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-216 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: MAr/< :J11 c)so,1_., &wt: //3?« · 
ADDRESS: 11207, ~ l ;f .5,t,f-..,;, ~ ~:rQ, i'96"7 
COMMENTS: .;{-4( Q -✓ -1- C...1-?t:r<;Cc~,S /~ A 

J 

iwnlii::S~HT. JO ,MTA'il.Y ·ocr: 2&/ SO l'LWE RETURN BY OCT. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-881 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-216. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-882 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-217. Mary Jackson. 

 

---------------~ Metro 

·· Jo-in · 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO'PLEASE Re-r·u,uu,v OCT. 23 

,,ail: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Bex 781267 IA, QI,,,,,,& 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-883 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-217. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-884 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-218. Val Jackson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 - 218 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: '!lj l -d ~--c_,/ EMAIL: -c {'2 -· 
ADoRESs: /12@ .:=v ,,{_,1 '51/le · PHoNe: &3 -7zr<f~&1-
coMMENrs: ~ J * vn,:--¼r~ I A 

HmBE·SENT-fo)n'A'BY~i.t&;•scf,a.~.tt~M-i t~iz3 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781261 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-885 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-218. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-886 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-219. Veronica Jackson. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-219 

COMMU~ITY MEM~ER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: \/~{)rJ f ti, (bcJ.--s?,o EMAIL: _______ _ 

~:. ~ Cl!i..!JSM · -: 
o-ans: :J;;; ✓k 7JJ 1/-t/ 721.iH-v lee£) w}A 

LJYI r(/J.t §.lk< ~/ 7 ., 

HUE:11!J!>$.pff. to'.MT~jt_pp:.·261 SO Pt.EASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Emal/: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-887 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-219. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-888 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-220. Winnifred Jackson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0 - 220 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: \Mnnifred JackSOn (wlnnljao@yahoo.oom) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 6:13 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Matto I.me 

·n tere is ;'I latg: 5:1-udent 1>0pulation in the Hyd~ Park 00111muni.ty. Also, a large perctnt of seniors in the I A 
itrea. The 1rilfl1c 1s bc:avy on Cren~J1aw. lllCreforc, lhe 1i1e.lro )me ~hc>41ld go uudergroun.d. 

Winn it'red Jackson, President 
Hyde. Park Organizational Pannership for Em1>0werment 
ILO.P.E 

I J/512009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-889 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-220. 
 
Within or near the Hyde Park community, the project alignment is below grade from 60th Street on 
Crenshaw Boulevard to Victoria Avenue along the Harbor Subdivision.   The DEIS/DEIR found that the at-
grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th to 60th Street.  The light 
rail alignment would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised 
curb.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations during protected 
pedestrian signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety along the proposed 
LRT line will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro standards for crossings. Each crossing 
will be reviewed during design based on the California Public Utilities Report “Pedestrian – Rail Crossings 
in California”. Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the LRT tracks will be controlled using 
normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be provided at the traffic signals 
for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. A pedestrian refuge area will be provided in the 
median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the 
tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  
Each crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on site visits and engineering design.  The 
evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation measures identified in the Safety and 
Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of safety at crossings.  The final determination of 
safety measures to be implemented near school zones is determined through consultation and approval by 
the California Public Utilities Commission.   
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-890 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-221. Patrice Jackson-Fleming. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-221 

M!,15I 8E SENT J'Q.MTA.'ll't OCl't~6, SO ~AS.E RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, QI 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-891 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-221. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-892 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-222. Krystal Jarrett. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-222 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: l<rystatkind1@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 2009 4:55 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick 

Dear MT A Boafdor Drectors: 

Please keep the Crensnaw l ine underground on Crenshaw Boulevard for the safety of the children at Crenshaw I 
H.!ilh. School and V iew Park Prep. Also trafffte al,eady backs up in bO!h directions on Slauson Please don't make A 
a'ba~on worse Treat us the same a.s you intend lo treat the Wfshire oommunify, 

Sincerely 

Kf'Y'S'tal Jarrett 
3971 Hebert twe, 
l os A ngetes, CA- 90008 

I J/10/2009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-893 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-222. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-894 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-223. Arthur Johnson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: artrlurjjr@sbcglobat.net 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 17, 2009 8:34 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: BELOW GROUND metto tall 

My n~me is _Arthur Johnson. Jr._, and I am a resident of the Crenshav, communtty. 

I live at _5346 S. Harooorl Ave._ Los Ang~. Ca 90043 

BELOW GROUND metro rall I h 
I SUPPORT a below ground rail system along Crenshaw Btvd. 

I J/512009 

30 • 223 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-895 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-223. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-896 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-224. Conningsby Johnson. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30-224 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAKE: (I ~)/N1>.IG.,9y E J•HNr~11 EMAIL: ~-- --- - -

AooREss: ,';'J.SO No.J/$,Ml't) !)~,,,.~ PHONe(J:ZJ).,-1%-~:lf"J' 
CllHMEr<TS: ft. cAS'E f<L/N T//c T,f'Jef / N r ,/Jl./!Jf,'7G"f?O~ /,Q) (J,t/ c;-/ffe',J);r)(t,VI A 

-, ~--....;.,- = . .,.=,,_..,..,..,,~, ii'i'"A'""'-' . MUiJ:,¥ lll~tfffKll,,'Cw;.&.'.4.6f,-.-l vN<'.A'fo,11,11 • 2\3 
Email: a-enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-897 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-224. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-898 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-225. Elizabeth Johnson. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30• 225 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: W2S \?l..\:Z,~$~1~ 'j, .... ~ .. ~ 
\.-1, C,. 1.\00!,' 

~11Ecsan::J.()'.MT~~t 60~~..t:_®j: 2;i 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-899 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-225. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-900 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-226. Kristian Johnson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-226 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: First Lutheran Churd"I (ingtewoodf1rst@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Friday, September 25, 2009 1 :39 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: Creoshavt Project 

Ot-.ar Mt. Diaz, 

f\4y name is Kristian Johnson. I serve as P$tOr of f irst Luther.au ChuK:h in Inglewood, CA, oo a Queen 
and Oak Sln:c-ls, just 2 blocks ~outh of Florence and one.:- block c:u>l Qf the• I-40$, 

I am a big sup1>011~r of Public Transportation. ru1d from what [ sec on the brochures, the-LRT ahcrnativ~ A 
would be. the n-1ost efficient and convenient. We would f()ve lo see a train system serve our oonuntmity 
i.n this way. 

If you ev~r need another Vl.}m1e to hold a forum Ngarding the JU'Oposed developments. please feel free to 
conhtct us. 

Kri5tian 

firsl Lulhcmn Church/lg.l-csin Lutcrnna Mi S:,lvador 
600 W. Queen SL Inglewood, CA 9030 I tel: 310-674-5 !03 
email: inglewoodfirst@yahoo.comwebsite:www.firsting.org 
WORSIIIPISERVICIOS 10:00 A.M. SliNDAYS (ENGLISH) 
en Espallol, 5 p.m. Los Domingos 
Shuring God's Love. aod Joy wi1b the World! 
~Compartieodo el amor y el gozo de Dios con el mundo! 

I 11512009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-901 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-226. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro also appreciates offering your facility to aid in the public participation process.  
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).   
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-902 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-227. M Johnson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-227 

HQS'['8i:SENTtO'MTABY-O'CT.·i2fi; SO'PLEASERETURN BY.Ocf. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fiXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 0\ 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-903 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-227. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  Along Crenshaw Boulevard, the light rail alignment would be below grade 
from 39th Street to 48th Street and from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The 
DEIS/DEIR found that the at-grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard 
from Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street and from 48th to 60th Street.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.    
 
The light rail system would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found 
that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would not introduce new hazards 
or hazardous materials into the environment and that it would be consistent in character with surrounding 
land uses.  No significant impacts to safety, hazards, or visual resources would occur from the operation of 
the light rail alignment in an at-grade configuration along Crenshaw Boulevard.    
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-904 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-228. S Johnson. 

 

------- ------- - -~ Metro 

30- 226 

COMMUNITY M EMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sroov 

NAME: s, ,\n.'.\v\9,W\ . EMAIL:':1\6~ · ol!llt~YOIIY@'j#tiv <,)ti 
ADOKc:,,: ~);: ::,t;~ I iJ,. {',J,q ~~~Ne: 3'.l~ - 'l ql -7o?. y 
co,,,.,a,-,s: ___ _ __ ~f\A unJ 7-f;~ A 

~ BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETIJR.N BY OCT. 23 

Emnil: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (]23) 761 • 5435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 t.A, C4 9()()16 
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Response to comment 30-228. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-229. Mark Johnston. 

--------------~ Metro 

30• 22 9 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dnft EnvlronMentel Impact Statcmmt/Or-pl Environmental ln'4)3Ct Report 
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shtt!s o( paper, i( n('(tss~. Ci~ thiS (Ofm to projea s:taff'Of rttvrn to Met.IQ (~ecdilections on reverse) 

I 

ddress (Strro~ C~ Sm~ Zip) 

~Jl &S \!•~ e,,c,i .i:,t ,c~lao,cA·, 
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D (J111ns?<)tl1UOn Systems 

Man.agement fTSMl Altem~lft'c) 

□ NoOpk1iol'l 
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('-heck 2cny or all lhat applyt: 

0 C<>nstr1M=tion 
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O AirQuafily 
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O Visual Effects 
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cs O No {s,,.,,,.1/ ;j-/ vu-/,) P<, (flJ) 

E 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-907 August 2011 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (continued): 

G 

I 

/J?t,:.) 

HQINdoyou ree,utarly tt:ivel in IJ,e pr•ojed: 3.rea? 
(d.-«k ~II that Jpply) 

0 Live in the project ;nta? 

□ Woik In the pro~c1 area? 

D Commutethroug'h tt.e project a'f:a~ □ aicyde? 0 Bus? 

tfo,i,c.? :r.,..,.J. Afua,.Je, □ca,0tTruck? Q \'Vatlc? 

Ot'3er ,pg,,,..'J.. l{~ ~ ... /.1,JCA D Own .i busl~$ in the p~ci •~a) 
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0 8usinen 

D CQn'imun[lyQr Neighborhood Org:mi:t;ilion 

0 P.iblic Agcnty 

D Envlronmenul Orga.ni;;ition 

0 (Nie O,ganiz;rtion 

D E;conomic; Oev~opment Org;uiz;i.tio-n 

'fj.o,h" -,--.,.,,,iJ: &,lo•<-•-tt. 

Thank You! 
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Postal Mail 

Roderick Di:1t, Proji!<:t M3n3~ 
Los Angeles Coun-ty Metropolitan 
T ransport.ttiQn Authority 
One Gateway Pb:za 
M.iil Stop: ~22·3 
Los Angcles. CA 90012-29)2 

Email: 
dinro,dcrick®mctro.net 

Ptojuct Hotline 
(211) 922-2n6 

Comments must be received by October 261 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-229-A. 
 
The light rail alignment at Exposition Boulevard was designed so that it would not preclude the future 
northern extension of the line to Wilshire Boulevard. This station option would be located beneath the 
median of Crenshaw Boulevard with a station portal on the southeast corner of the Crenshaw/Exposition 
Boulevards intersection.  The acquisition of all the parcels on this block would likely be required for 
construction staging, parking, and transit-related improvements.   
 
Response to comment 30-229-B. 
 
The northern extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A Feasibility study has been 
conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension of light rail transit to Wilshire 
Boulevard is feasible and that the Wilshire/La Brea terminus was the preferred option.  Such a connection 
is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  
A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s 
Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  Information related to the Long Range 
Transportation Plan is available at www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation 
Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 
 
Response to comment 30-229-C. 
 
Landscaping improvements along the at-grade portion of the alignment would be minimal.  Vegetative 
buffers would be drought tolerant and low maintenance.  In the area where the light rail alignment is at 
grade along Crenshaw Boulevard (south of 48th to 60th Streets), Crenshaw Boulevard would be 
reconfigured, resulting in the removal of the frontage roads.  Sidewalks would be maintained on both sides 
of Crenshaw Boulevard and improvements would be made near the Slauson Station to ensure pedestrian 
capacity.   Appropriate pedestrian crossing control devices for at-grade crossings are critical for rail system 
safety.  In addition to standard cross-walk markings, control devices for pedestrian crossings include 
flashing light signals, signs, markings along the outside of the rail line, curbside pedestrian barriers, 
pedestrian automated gates, swing gates, bedstead barriers and crossing channelization.  A pedestrian 
refuge area will be provided in the median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for 
pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of 
Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.  The exact safety measures to be implemented are 
determined through consultation and approval by the California Public Utilities Commission.   
 
Response to comment 30-229-D. 
 
Design Option 4, a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue 
along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way was incorporated as part of the Locally Preferred 
Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors.  This would allow the light rail line to transition from 
Crenshaw Boulevard to the Harbor Subdivision without interrupting the flow of vehicular traffic. 
 
Response to comment 30-229-E. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  An aerial, bi-level alignment along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way 
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designed to allow for a regional rail system is beyond the scope of the approved budget for the project and 
financially infeasible.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will follow an expansion of the existing 
Harbor Subdivision right-of-way along a portion of the alignment. The LRT alignment will run alongside 
the Harbor Subdivision ROW from the intersection of Crenshaw Boulevard and Florence Avenue, along 
Florence Avenue and Aviation Boulevard to W. Imperial Highway.  
 
Response to comment 30-229-F. 
 
The southern terminus of the light rail alignment was designed so that it would not preclude a potential 
future southern extension of the line to the South Bay.    
 
Response to comment 30-229-G. 
 
The extension of the Metro Green Line to the airport is not part of the proposed project.  A separate 
planning process could explore this transit investment if a future update to Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan has identified this connection as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 30-229-H. 
 
The location of the Century Station will be spanning the Aviation Boulevard and Century Boulevard. This 
station will be developed in conjunction with a bus transit center adjacent to the station on the west. The 
Crenshaw Transit corridor functions and Metro Green Line functions will merge at this station, which is 
proposed to become the central hub for all municipal transit services to the LAX area, supplementing or 
replacing existing LAX bus facilities at the Aviation Green Line Station and the City Transit Center located 
on LAX parking lot C.  This station would be located within a proposed transit plaza that would 
accommodate all LAX-oriented bus services provided by Metro, Beach Cities Transit, Santa Monica Big 
Blue Bus, Culver City Transit, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), South Bay MAX 
and Torrance Transit and the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) “G” shuttles that serve the Central 
Terminal Area of LAX.  
 
Response to comment 30-229-I. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The projects listed by the commenter are not part of the proposed project.  
Comments concerning the regional transit system as a whole should be directed to the Metro Long Range 
Transportation Plan.  Information related to the Long Range Transportation Plan is available at 
www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and 
Programs” tab. 
 
Response to comment 30-229-J. 
 
Comment noted.  During the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR, six additional design options were 
considered and evaluated to assess environmental impacts and address community concerns.  Design 
Options 2, 3, and 6 were incorporated specifically to address potential traffic impacts.  Design Option 2 
incorporates an aerial grade separation at Manchester Avenue.  Design Option 3 incorporates a below-
grade separation at Centinela Avenue.  Design Option 6 involved a below grade segment from Exposition 
Boulevard to 39th Street with a below-grade station at Exposition Boulevard.  Design Option 2 was included 
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as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative and Design Options 3 and 6 were carried into the design 
process for further evaluation and consideration.   
 
Response to comment 30-229-K. 
 
Comment noted.  Table 3-12 in Section 3.0 of the DEIS/DEIR provides boardings by comparable segments 
(Crenshaw/Exposition Station to the Aviation/Century Station) to allow for a similar comparison between 
alternatives.  
 
Response to comment 30-229-L. 
 
The northern extension to Wilshire Boulevard is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit 
investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a 
funded project.  Design comments related to a Wilshire/La Brea station should be directed to the Westside 
Extension Project.  Information related to this project is available at www.metro.net, following the links to 
“Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 
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COMMENT: 30-230. Mark Johnston. 
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Response to comment 30-230-A. 
 
Whether the alignment adjacent to LAX is required to be below-grade is subject to the determination of the 
FAA.  Several design coordination meetings were held with FAA to explore alternate configurations 
adjacent to the South Runway Complex at LAX.  Ultimately, the FAA decided that the alignment would be 
required to be below grade adjacent to the runway 
 
Response to comment 30-230-B. 
 
Metro acknowledges that connecting the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to Wilshire Boulevard 
would increase ridership.  However, due to engineering constraints and the corresponding increased 
capital costs that would have exceeded the project budget, that potential future extension was not included 
as part of the proposed project.    A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the 
corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project. 
 
Response to comment 30-230-C. 
 
During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to be technically 
infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to connect to the 
Exposition Line.  Budgetary limitations may require this segment to be constructed in a second phase for 
the project, should the Metro Board incorporate it into the final project definition.   
 
Response to comment 30-230-D. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative currently contains a below-grade station at Martin 
Luther King Jr. Boulevard along the below-grade segment form 39th Street to 48th Street.  Please refer to 
Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 
Response to comment 30-230-E. 
 
The transit line the commenter refers to is not part of the proposed project.  A separate planning process 
could explore this transit investment if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan has 
identified this connection as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 30-230-F. 
 
The operating plan for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Line has a southern terminus at the Metro Green Line 
Redondo Beach Green Line Station.  An extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to the 
South Bay Galleria is not part of the proposed project.  A separate planning process for the South Bay 
Metro Green Line Extension is being explored in its own EIS/EIR.  Metro’s Long Range Transportation 
Plan has identified this connection as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 30-230-G. 
 
The extension of the Metro Green Line to the airport is not part of the proposed project.  A separate 
planning process could explore this transit investment if a future update to Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan has identified this connection as a funded project.   
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Response to comment 30-230-H. 
 
The Aviation/Century Station was designed to accommodate a convenient connection to the planned LAX 
automated people mover (APM) and a new consolidated bus transfer facility.  The station site has been 
designed so that it would not preclude future expansion should it reach capacity, and will be developed in 
conjunction with the new bus transit center adjacent to the station on the west. The Crenshaw Transit 
corridor functions and Metro Green Line functions will merge at this station, which is proposed to become 
the central hub for all municipal transit services to the LAX area, supplementing or replacing existing LAX 
bus facilities at the Aviation Green Line Station and the City Transit Center located on LAX parking lot C. 
This station would be located within a proposed transit plaza that would accommodate all LAX-oriented 
bus services provided by Metro, Beach Cities Transit, Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, Culver City Transit, the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), South Bay MAX and Torrance Transit and the Los 
Angeles World Airports (LAWA) “G” shuttles that serve the Central Terminal Area of LAX.  
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COMMENT: 30-231. Harvad Jones. 
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30-231 

OMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 
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Response to comment 30-231. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-232. Kathryn Jones. 

 

m MetrOL--------------

30-2)2 
------ --------·-- - ----- cur AND SEND············-·······---------------

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY ,.. ' 

Hf!ltX1;1~"ro1~-:i i !~~~~ llt.~. 23 
t 11: aenshaw@f,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, CA 9()(}J6 
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Response to comment 30-232-A. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  Along Crenshaw Boulevard, the light rail alignment would be below grade 
from 39th Street to 48th Street and from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The 
DEIS/DEIR found that the at-grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard 
from Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street and from 48th to 60th Street.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.  
Response to comment 30-232-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
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COMMENT: 30-233. Kimberly Jones. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 9:05 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: F\vd: No to mta tail down c,enshaw blvd. 

- ·--·· Forwarded message •0
--•·· 

f rom: klmberiJ· jon,·s <k,ions:s09@shcgloh:il,n¢t> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 a, 9:04 A~I 
Subject: No to mta rnil dowu cr-.'1.u;baw blvd. 
To: crenshawr@fixexpo.ora 

30-233 

I feel that a ,ma rail I.in~ should b-.! underground and not directly on cr~nshaw blvd. ! live off of I A 
crcnsh:1w bhid nnd it is a very bosy s(rcc1 with kids and 1hc elderly, ~1crcforc a lite nlil would be uusnfc, 
Sent on the !\"ow Network1'M from ,ny Sptim® BlackBerry 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-233. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to safety concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-234. Larry Jones. 

© Metro'----------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-234 

Or-aft E"n..,ironmenta.l Impact Stltement/Of#l Envwonmental lmpad Report 

Comment Form 
1hc Crenshaw Transit CorridOf project team welcomes your comments on the llndings of the Ora ft Envfronmental lmpaa 
Statement{Draft ErnirOflmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or pr~e,.s, Plea.st fill ov1 this form a,nd u~ additional 
sheets of P3per, if neces53i,y, Give thlt foun to proje<t st;iff ot rctt.1rn to Metto {sec directions on r~}. 

Name (Fitst & la.st Name, OrssnlntKN'I) 

idJr?,e V JoVo5 - A;'q,/;t:hJ/JoO P::9-yen--5 
Address (Slf~t, Ct~ Stare, ZiPJ 

'£3o/ h"'.1/4/4 'll J.o WeZ€ Lf,S 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My $Uj)po,t fo, (<h"'I one); 

D Bus Rapid Transit (SRT} Al ternative 

}(tight Rail Transit (lRl) Alternative 

D No Improvement Ne«ss;i,y 
(No-Build-Altcm.tivc) 

Minor Improvements 
□ (Transportiltlon System$ 

Man.agemfll.t [TSM}Ahcrnative) 
• ONo0pina()n 

My tho•gl,ts about 
(<heck my or al that app~), 

D Constn,ctloo 

□Noise 

DAit Quaiity 

0 T,all',< 

D Safety 

D Vi$t1.al Effoca 

'ff,oisplac,«neot cf Prcpe<ty 

)Boisruption to Bvsiness 

D Pubtk -Scrvices 

D Loe.al land Use & Oevelopmem 

D Economic Impacts and tobs 

D Specific Deslgt1 Feauires 

D Other ---- ----

Comment (pleasep rint}: 

-OVER• 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-922 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

Comment {continu«I): 

How do you regularly ttave4 In the prof,ec.t area? 
(eh«k ,n ,.,, •m) 

O Live i.n the ptoject atea? D Commute through the project a1ea? 0Bi¢)'de? □ Bus? 

D Work in the project area? D Other? 1: t-f6A?::r.,,.z;.,. □Walk? 

D 0•11na bustnessrntheproj«t a,~? W8.£1citr½u<t, BA'6f-0<,C.,C 
AFFILIATION 

D Residc-nt D Business 

D Com munity or Neighborhood Org<tnization 

□ Ptlblk Agency 

D Environmental OrganlutlOf'I 

D Civic Org3ntzation 

D Economk Dh•elopment 01gar1fnlion 

©Metro 

Thank You! 
Give this Klrm to project staff or r~ um to Metro: 

PoSbl M,iil 

Roderick. Diaz, Projccl Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plan 
M~il Stop: 99-22·3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diazroderic:k@metro.net 

Project Hotlirlil!! 
(21J) 922-2736 

Comments must be re<.eived by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-923 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-234. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-924 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-235. Sam Jones. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

AOOltESS: ___ _ _____ ___ _ l'HONE: ______ _ 

CoMMans: _ ___________ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ 

--2r- 5/,,J,11 k th §µ+I? ¥,AcL¥, M: I " 
Sb,,;J',,P ,6,.. :6? 5",ttv'd <Yij 

Emal/: aenshawOfl>texpo.org • Fax: (3ZJ) 761 • (i,fJS • Addreu: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 04 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-925 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-235. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-926 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-236. Sheryl Jones. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sheryl JoAeS [sherylj@designmerchants.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:45 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.org 

Cc: mbaconS@yahoo_oom 

Subject Rall Ii.no to run down Crenshaw 81\"d 

Ooar MTA 13-0ard of Directors: 

Please keep tht Crenshaw Line uoderg.rnund on Crenshaw Blvd for the. 
snfcty of the children 11t Ctcnsh:iw High S.::hool and View Park Prep. 
AJso traffic alre.ady backs up i.n both directio11s on Slauson. Don't 
make a bad situation wor:se~ Tr~at us the s;.lme ;t.S you inf.end to treat 
the Wilshire comntunity. 

Si11cen~ly, 
Sheryl Jooes 
P.O Bos 653 
foglewood, CA 90307 

I J/10/2009 

J0-236 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-927 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-236. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-928 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-237. Shirley Jones. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

111 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-929 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-237-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-237-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-237-A. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-930 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-238. Shirley Jones. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0 • 2 3 8 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Shirley Jones (sllirley9515@sboglooal.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:59 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Dear MTA Board or Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the 
children at Crenshaw High School and View Park Prep. Also traffic already backs up In A 
both directions on Slauson. Don1 make a bad situation worse. Treat us the same as 
you Intend lo treat the \/Vllshire communfty. 

Sincere ly, 

Shirley Jones 
3754 W. 59th Place 
Los Angeles CA 90043 

I 11512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-931 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-238. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-932 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-239. Alice Joyce. 

________________ «, Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-239 

Comment Form 

.. 
~ . 
.._/ 

lh,c CrtnmlW T taMlt Comdor project teafn wdc.X'wtle$ you, QOMmClnl$ on U'CI lti,dings of the Or:1.ft Environmental lmpaa 
StatMlet\C/Orilt Envirof'lmt-ntll lmpa<t Report orarr,other ,spo« ohhe pro)ect o, process. Please flU out thii b un aM use 1ddlllonlll 
aheetJ of paper, if~')', GM! this lorm to~ "•fl' or mum to Metto (He directions on fh'er$e), 

Name /Fint & LJst N.1me OtpnJutionJ 

-· /Slrfff. 09< Sar,. Zp) 

1- tl(J Sr LA CA 5' 
_ ,,__.,,_,_p,,l,>d;,_,,,pd,tnJ """'4d)'OUlhlDbcaddocl"lfwpn,j,,a ...... lMI 

1 ca.h Pd~ ,J,W. nef ~ □ "° 

"1 ••ppo,t b (<hock ooej: 

□ Bui Rtpid TltlfKit {BRl) Altem;ilttt 

0 l.i.cht Rall Trai,slt (LRT) Ahcm.itive 

_ L1mprovemet11 N «11!$H')' 

~ N~eu1td Altematlve) 

Minor lrnpf'O\'Mltitts 
□ (Tr.lll.$pol'tation Systems 

Ma,ugement [TSMJ AftttrmNt) 

□ No Opinion 

My,t,o,,p,- .. 
(<hock~orllt1,at"PPI!, 

INdlon -

• 
~Qu>liy • 

1/T' ,.me 

C J>'bllcs,,vicos 

ft Local ta,ld Use & Development 

0 Economic Impacts .and Job$· 

□ Spcdflc OM!gl'I features 

0 0.hct - - - - - --

_ .... 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-933 August 2011 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

' 
' , 

~ 

' ' ·"--
.4., ' ·"'~ 

l H l US ABOUT YOURSEI f 

What i:1 rout home Zlp oode? 

~~ t , 1 

·, 
.. t ' ,,; •· 

,. 

O Commtfte through the projK'I art>a? 

0 9 thcr? • ~· 

H~)!PIJ regvl:i,ly tr;ivd in the project ;area? 
r, .. hrn,r,pp/),J 

O B~? . □ Bus? 
~orTruck? Q Walk? 

D Com;.;unity or ~eighborhood Otgal'llzatlon 

D Public-'!ccnc1 

O Erwironmettul S,rga.nization' 

0 Civ~ OrsaniUtiOl'I , ~ 

□,Economic: 0evtlopmt'MOrganlz.atlon . 

□Ol~r 

□ \"~ ... 
Thank You! 

Give tn~ <om, to project ,;ta/for return to Metr<x 

.'PostalMafl 

Aod~ Oiat, Project Mana&« 
Los Angeles County Mclropolit-n 

· T(:1n:iportation Auili0t1ty • • 
One C;iteway Pina 
Mal Stop: 99-22-l 
LO$ Angtle$, CA 90012•2?52 

Email: 
cliwoderic;k@mct10,n<'l 

-Hotfine 
'(2'3) 922,2736 

··~ 

Co~ments must: be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p,m, 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-934 August 2011 

 

---------------~ Metro 

tO:f•.ANGel.1tS'CA ~ 

26 OC.7 200':;l Vtit S l. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-935 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-239. 
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement.   
 
The Westchester community is situated next to an industrial area and does not contain transit friendly 
commercial uses that would attract a significant number of riders from outside the area.  As a result, the 
optional station at Manchester had one of the lowest ridership potentials of all of the stations along the 
alignment.  The station would be primarily used by residents of the community or by workers of the 
adjacent industrial uses.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that the operation of an at-grade light rail system 
along the existing Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way would not result in an adverse traffic, noise, or 
safety and security impact to the Westchester community.   
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-936 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-240. Bessie Kaine. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

.MJ.!iIBESENTTO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fiXWP0,0/'fl • Fax: (313) 761 • ~35 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, O! 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-937 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-240. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter of the FEIS/FEIR found that the operation of an at-grade 
light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, community 
cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of 
the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-938 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-241. Musa Kannike. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Chief Musa -Kannlke (chlefkannike@yahoo.ooml 

Sent: Friday, October ~ . 2009 S:52 PM 
To: Diaz. Roderick; crenshaw@fixexi;o.org 

lk.ar t,..•ITA l:klat'd of DirectofS: 

Please-. keep lhe Crenshaw Lin~ undergrnund oo Ctensh.aw Blvd for the safety of the 1,;hildJ-t.o at 
Crtn~haw High Scl)()OI and View Pan( Prep. Al::;o traOie already backs up in bolh directioo!> on 
Skmscm. Don'l mt1ke a had ;t;_itm,tion \\1<n-se. Treat U$ the. ~tune as you intend to treat the Wil$hire 
couununity. 

Sincerely, 
Musa "Kaonike 

I J/512009 

30 • 241 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-939 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-241. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-940 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-242. John Kawakami. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 

To: 
Cc: 

John Kawakami Oohnk@oceball.com] 
Frkt;,y, October 2'3. 2000-<:1-321""1-M 
Diaz, Roderick 
01enshaw@lixexpo.or9 

3 0• 242 

Subject: I support running ttto Crenshaw hoo unoorgound near Vr&11 Park Prep aod Crensnaw High 

r suwort 1um11ng cl'lt:' crensl',$,W J1fle underground near vi.e-~ Park F.rep .and I 
Ctenshal,r Hlqh . tt: woul.d not !>nJy inc:tease !Jaret.y, but sl3o inprove U,6! A 
oel9hbothood' ;;, Appa.s\. 1t. ' .s a 9reat:, o..ld Los Angeles neighborhood , c:1nd 
we ~hould consid.:r- le' s h1 storkal lt!(->0rr.:.,nca . 

The c.ra1n w1ll undoubcedly ittprnvt':: the neighborhood, but, ir ic.' 2 not-
Lalo undergr6u'!"ld near ~cl\00-L~, .It wlll st.so 1 !Jal t t.he neigliliQthood . It B 
w1L! .5et. .:.11 uppet. Llmlt ca tlle lt11provett,r.11t., by con-t.t.l.b\lLlng noise, 
pe<testci.J!.fl ana LrMr1<; haz.&~ds, and vtsua! bl l,ght . Heasec eonsi.d-er r.1-.ts . 

A.l~◊. Jt. would lle J1lce H th=: t-L~i.h tAh au t.he: W$y U[J C.1censh(IW ~md I 
¢:◊r1t1ect.ed ,J.tre-ctly wltll t.t1e P.ur:pl~ Line at th~ West.em :=ttat..1<H1 . Thts C 
!Sfl ' L par-t. or LI\~ b1g plfn ., blltl WoU!dn ' t ti:. bE: gi:~2;,. co be &l)Le t.O gar.. 
t'l'.Cl:l'I UtllO)) $t'at.1on L!.'> LAX? 

J<>ti11 KaW.k.tim!. 
-23.r<l !1L. neei: v~r.11"1:)nt 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-941 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-242-A. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  Along Crenshaw Boulevard, the light rail alignment would be below grade 
from 39th Street to 48th Street and from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The 
DEIS/DEIR found that the at-grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard 
from Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street and from 48th to 60th Street.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 
The light rail system would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure along 
Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found 
that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would not introduce new hazards 
or hazardous materials into the environment and that it would be consistent in character with surrounding 
land uses.  No significant impacts to safety or visual resources would occur from the operation of the light 
rail alignment in an at-grade configuration along Crenshaw Boulevard.    
 
Response to comment 30-242-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-242-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Response to comment 30-242-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The northern extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to Wilshire 
Boulevard is not part of the proposed project.  A separate planning process could explore this transit 
investment if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan has identified this connection as 
a funded project.   
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-942 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-243. Janet Kelly. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 • 2 43 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Janet Kelly (l_ganaway@.yahoo .. com J 
Sent: Wednesday, S"lJ!ember 16. 2000 4:13 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: Public Comm0nt on the CtenSha\v/SouthBay l'ranslt 

I an, a constituent who reside al 7023 Haas Ave., Los Aoge1es. CA 90047. [t appearS t1te proposed 
transit w'Hl b.:. 1J,eur u1y neighbor and pt.-r.:;Sibly block:-; 1nvay. 

ln th.:- event, l :un not able to tnake it co the meeting. I am in full support of a light rail system as long as 
tbc necessn1)' precautions ar~ impkment"d (o p1"¢VC-llt any pedestrian fataHtics:. Addtionally. I strongly 
orge the de.velopmeut of mixed income hoosing und under employed h0\1$ing alt)11g tlle ,~m·idors.. 

1 s~ nQ real vt1lue in a rnpid btL<,: ~y:::tem. A ljgbt rl'Ul is needed 10 promote ccon<>,uic gro\vth io lhe 
community. 

Please keep ine updated as to J>rogress io lll is eft(ui . 

Janet Denise l(elly G 

I J/512009 

A 

B 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-943 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-243-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
While Metro actively pursues joint development projects adjacent to station areas, there is no housing 
element to the proposed project.  Local planning and redevelopment agencies often pursue housing 
proposals in response to new transit investments.  
 
Response to comment 30-243-B. 
 
Comment noted.  While the extent of the greater economic development potential of light rail transit is 
uncertain; because the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative has a higher capital cost, the 
economic effects are assumed to be greater than the BRT Alternative. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-944 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-244. Cymone Kemp. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

--------·- For\\>-arded message---------
from: Cym0tl<' Kemp <cll~up.@,rie_ml:i,rkpi:..!p...Qtg> 
Date: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 at 2,29 l'M 
Subject: 
To: Cm!:$.hn~·@u~e.~UQ._Q(.S 

l)t,,... f M'l'h Boti I'd Qr Ol r e:::tor.s : 

Please ke-ep chv C!'3nshaw Line tmdergro;.md on Cr~nshaw Bl\•d for tl:e 

safet.y of t.he- chi.tdr;m :it. cri:nshai.. Migh School and View Park Pr.ep . 

Also traffic atceady backs up in both directions or: Slauson , Don ' t 

roake a bad situation worse . ~reac us the sufll=: as you int.end to 

treat th.e l·lilshire cotm\unicy. 

Sinc~rely., 

Cymone Ke"lJ 

A$sistont Office Mcnoger 

View PQrk Prep Charter High School 

5701 S . Crenshaw BJ~ 

Los Angeles, CA 90043 

(323) 290-6975 

I J/512009 

30 • 244 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-945 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-244. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-946 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-245. Helen Kendrick. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: helen kendrick [he!enkndrck@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 2009 3:43 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick 

lk.ar t,..•ITA l:klat'd of DirectofS: 

30 • 2 45 

Please-. keep lhe Crenshaw Lin~ undergrnund oo Ctenshaw Boulevard fo1• the safety l'>fth~ childrtn at 
C r~msJut\\1 Jligh School aod Vie\-\' P11,k Prep. Al::;o tra1Uic already bad<& up io l:>olh dircc.tious o n A 
SJau,;on. Ple-as.e do,11 make a bad siruation WOr$C. Treat \L'> tbe :::.ame a:; \IOU intend to Lreat the Wilshire 
COlUIDlioity.. ~ 

Sincerely, 

HELEN KENDRICK 
2406 W. 62ND STREET 
Los Ang.oles, CA 90043 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-245. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-246. Lance Kessler. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 

To: 
Subjeet: 

l'todecick, 

Lance Kessler (la.nce@twJstpromotions.com} 
Fri<t;,y, Ootobcr 16, 2000 12·01 f")M 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1ensh.~w Ttansit Cotridor Proiect 

L am sending this email to you to prote3t. the possibilit.y of the M'l'A 
building a ~aintenanee ~~rd in my neighborhood (Osage & La Cienega> , 

lt absolutely does 
alternate prvposed 
for this facility . 
neighborhood. 

not make sense tor you to pu!. this it\ this lo-cat.ion , The. 
lot at: Sepulveda & Rosecr¢1ns is clearly th: bs-tte.r choice 

Th~~e are coo many r~mifica~ions to building this in our 

The Rosec~ans site do.:-s not have resitle-ntial neigh.boss adjacent: t.o the lot, 
Th:refore, once &gain, tlle Rosecrans proposed site definitely lllak<i:'s mor'<=" 
s..,.nse. 

PL.E.ASC:. .00 HOT BUILD NE.XT 'l'O OUR ru:srtteNCESI 

Lanc6 J , Kessler 
7812 Toland Avenu~ 
Los Angeles , Cft .9004~ 

30-2 46 
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Response to comment 30-246-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-246-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-246-A. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-247. Nazeer Khabeer. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

-------·- ......... ~ ...... _ - ·- 30· 247 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: 'yfH,.AAw: /<. 1,.., .J. ~CV: 

Aool\ESS: .) 9 '+ 3 l3 W .Ki b • b,,....-, (\[\: 
CoMMEHTS: fs Q.\,·f i i, '::':t,j ,l_k , c o»• J 

PHONE:-------,, A 

mlE:'iE!SEHr'{¢.,i-,TA"'-Y:OOT~ 6,.S0:~itF{1.IRN BY,®T, "23 

Email: c:renshaw@lixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 7812671-A, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-247. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-248. Joseph Khory. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-248 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: jtkhoury@gmail.com oo behalf of Joseph Khoury (JKhoury@UClAlumni.net) 

Sent: Wednesday, S"lJ!ember 30. 2009 9:40 AM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d°' 

I live In VIiiage Green, In the Crenshaw District. As a member or the VIiiage Green Owners 
Association Board of Directors, I urge you to support the Light Rail Option for the Crenshaw 
Tranist Corridoor. 

Thank you! 

Joseph Khoury 
5394 VIiiage Green 
Los Angeles CA 90016 

~,foif6 i.<i ho lding (0\11 pttblic h~th:tl;~ on Septe:snb:-r 30, Oetobel' I. 3 & 6 to 1-aooi,•e. puLhc ~"ol'l1m.::nt du:ti~ a '15-\by review 
pcri<.>d<,11 the Dr.,ft E,wir<mac11tl'll (m1~«.$tatctn.en1/Rcp..)l"l (DEJS:D6CR} for ti-iii: p:-q.c::cl 1'h.., <.k,ic.llin,: fwc0truoeot,; i$ 
Mctld.1y. C>c.cober~6. ~009. 5 pm. Conm,ents may be subm11:tcd 10: 

PN{i~.c, Mumtger 
) 'lt-tn.>, Ont: G1d('wnr f l,n11. 99-22-J 
LoiAn&<>lf:\,CA 90012 
~ · Yl:a t-lt'Hlil to: db:r.roJ~ricll"iilmf'tr0.11et 

Comment~ will be con:nd<"~ by tbe Mc:Cr<.• tlOltrd when it.1elcol.$ aW.aUy Prcfl!f'L~ Altcnu.rtO·e (1.PJ\l for ih.i:; tramli 
improvetMnl project (;Qrnmcnitc m-.idc, Q!l llte.1)B(S/OHlR will be adJrencd iu I.be finol l.£11viro1mt~nt.;,I lmpoct 
S t!\lcmcutiRCp.Kl (FElSJFErR). 

JKhouty@UCLAlumni.1lei 
Los A.ngdes CA 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-248. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-249. Liz King. 

--------------~ Metro 

30 - 249 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Liz King tr~rking@pacbell.net) 

Sent: Tuesday. Oclober 06, 2009 5:35 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t Plan 

Greetings Mr Rodenck 

I read the artlcte 1n tho Dally Sreeze about tile MT A's Crenstia\v TraniSt Plan and how they are sooklng publlO 
input I planned to attend tonight'$ pubfic;: meeting, but I was unable to leavewQl'k, 

I have been riding MTA foll time tor the last 7-SyE:>afs. I tiave.enjOyed tM many improvemer.!s made by the MI A 
especially the Rapid buses 

I persona Uy thaink that whatever plan is chOsen by the MT A, I hope that you atso lake Into consideration those of 
us using the local buslines to get to and from work.. I also believe a bus.line would have better use for both locals 
and people traveling from LAX and nearby cit!os then the tram. 

The main 1eason I am writing though is to ask you to please take into consideraooo when you incorporate your 
t1ew proposal the tough times that most locaJs have catcf'tlng many ot the rapldhegular bus routes going north and 
south (e.g for me the Crenijhaw tine 21on10, but for others the La B1ea; La Cienega, N0tmandie, etc) lines 

The rapid and the regular bus lines running north a/ld south are usually on separate sides of the &feet $epa~ted 
by a light. This is terrible planning Most bvsriders can catch either line and would prefer (especially if lines are 
no! runnmg on time to catch lhe first bus they see) I personalty work ITom 9'30 am to 6 .00 p,m., and the 
Crenshaw 710 line n,ms very erratie after 6 .00 p.m 

f'O< example, on septemOOr 24th tllere, was an Incident where King Bouletvard was C40sed furth~r up tha s1reet. 
arrived at Olympic and Creoshaw at 6;25 p.m. and went across the street to wait fer a 210 bus line heading 
south. A 210 bus came about 20 minutes later but was packed and drove past us. I men crossed the street tor 
the 710 line running south A 7t 0 Jine never showed and another 210went pass while we waited. Finally at 8:00 
p.m. we sa-,v a 210, and then all of us at the 710 stop ran to catch the 2t0. 

On September 25th, I arrived at 6:25 p.m and waited for the 710 until 7:55 p.m. The bus d1iver informed me a 
bus tirokO down Bot during this time tllree 210 buses vttln! by_ 

If the bus&ops had been together, we could have caught the first bus that showed up. Instead, I feel like I am 
alway-shaving to-guess ii my bus.will be on um~. if not do l uoss the stmet? do 11:otaypul?\ll,hi!EI eve,yona ~e is 
running across the street on a yeJlow/red ligh1. should I tollovl? 

On bad days, it can la.ke me as long to gel home (from Centur)' aty to Crenshaw Cenler) as it takes my friend 
who takes the daSh to che Long Beach train line home. 

MOGt of the- buses traveling from downtown !a the westsids (Pico, Olympi<; VvHshire). notonty are the rapid ~nd 
regular bus lines at the same stop. but usually tne local lines o1 other cities are also right next to the MTA's 
bus stops (for exampla, OJl\ler Clty Gtoon busllne, or sanra Monica bluaa busltne). 

Whlch me-ans anyone on thewestskle (e.g. Beverty Hil!s, Santa Monica, etc., )can stand at one stop and have a 
number of Choices, whUe lht)S.e 01 us going ln!o south Los Angel!!s have to raoe across lhe street on ye now oc red 
lights or wait an hour if a bus does not show. 

I have persona Uy run across the $,tteet w$ the etderly, women holding chTidren, people who are injured just tying 
to caiCh a bus. 

I write this hoping that you will seriously oonsider not only helping the travelers ooming from LAX, 'E.1 Segundo. 
etc., but will also conSKJ&r helping all of us who catch lhe IOC:a! bus Unes around Los Angel0S. 

I J/512009 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Putting the rapid and local lfnes on the same side of ttie street. would make life easier a.nd much more 
conveolont. 

Thank you for taking the time to read tihs email. 

Very trvly yours, 

li2: King 
4060 9th Avenue 
LOS Angeles, CA 90008 
Tel: 323.296.2400 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-249. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative.The siting of bus 
stops is not part of the proposed project.  Comments regarding existing bus service should be directed to a 
Metro Passenger Relations representative at (213) 922-6235 or at www.Metro.net, under the About Us tab, 
How to Reach Us/Customer Comments.  The selected LRT project incorporates in as many locations as 
possible, facilitated connections between LRT stations and local buses.  

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-250. Yolanda King. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

30-250 

OMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

:~~: 4-l,L-4;4~~'--"""-'-'-=+--...,,-EMAIL:Jfl0.1~~WAJ 
Cof.lMEHTS: --,-.---=,-.,,---.---- ,----,,--,,.....,c------;f-/-f/ _ _ _ __ , A 

do JU1AI' Ar 7k1 . 7 7 

MUHilE SENT TO MTA !lYOCT, 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixtI¥po.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, G4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-250. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-251. Bernadette Kirkwood. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

bskpa rtners [bsk@bSkpartners.com J 
Monday. October 26, 2009 1 :09 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Amended Comments on me Cfenshaw Transit COtrtdor Project 

Attachments: Crenshaw Transll Corridor Pro~ct -Comments 10.09.doc 

Mr. Diaz, 

30- 251 

Please substltul!e the attached comments for those I emailed )<OU earlier today. In tne fif'Sl email I <lidn't dearty I 
state rny choice ror th~ !ype of transit; at grade, abOve giade Of under g(ound. II is my strnng p<eferenoe that d be A 
Underomund the Eotireb'. of the Crenshaw Corridor. ProV'Kling the transit in this fashion would sati:sfactorily 
address many of .my concems. My OU'ler conoerns are noted In my comments. attachect. 

Shoold you have any Questions, 91ease do not hesitate to call me at (323) 292~6232. 

Thank yov, 

BetnadeUe Kirkwood, fesidenl 

I J/512009 
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--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project - Comments 

After reviewing the documents and attending var1ous meetillgs in regard to the 
Crenshaw Transit Cortidor Project, I offer the fo!lowlng comments: 

I favor Under grounding the entirety of the Crenshaw Corridor Transit Project as it 
would best address my concerns. 

• Preserve the residential character, fell and aesthetics of the established 
communities adjacent to the Crenshaw Corridor, 

• Create minimal disturbance to the mature trees, plantings and ambience of 
this established emrironmenl 

• Preserve still remaining archltectural features. 

• Pre-servo the Boulevard feel along the corridor. Not add visual c lutter and 
impair sight lines and vistas. 

• Provide greatest possible connectivity to LAX, Downtown Los Angelos and 
the Westside. 

• Be as convenient to use for area residents as possible thereby encouraging 
k>cal rklership. Adjacent residents should be as mucll a priority as those 
using the new transportation to get from point A to Point B along the 
Crenhsaw Corridor. 

• 

• 

• 

Strong considerati:ons should be given to adding a station at Crenshaw Blvd . 
/Vernon Avenue to accommodate tho revitalization of l oimert Park, and as 
another node for View Park residents to utiljze the transportation system. 

Adequat0 and ample park and ridQ facilities must be considered ak>ng the 
CrQnshaw Corridor to avoid unwanted parking and congestion on residential 
streets. 

Provide the lowest possible emissions, environmental pollutants, and noise 
during construction and operat.ion, 

A 

H 

I 

I J 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-961 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-251-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-251-B. 
 
The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR found that the operation of 
an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, 
community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the 
operation of the LRT Alternative. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of 
the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas. 
 
Response to comment 30-251-C. 
 
During construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project the trees in the median of Crenshaw 
Boulevard and along the street side of the frontage road, from south of 48th Street to 60th Street would 
have to be removed.  Mitigation Measure V3 in the Visual Quality Section of the FEIS/FEIR require the 
replacement of these trees with trees of equal value. 
 
Response to comment 30-251-D. 
 
The light rail transit system would travel in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and  the architectural 
features of the Corridor would not be disrupted or altered. 
 
Response to comment 30-251-E. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 

© Metrd 
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Response to comment 30-251-F. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was designed to maximize the connectivity of the regional rail 
system.  The Crenshaw/LAX Line would connect to LAX and the Expo and Green Lines.  These 
connections would be consistent with the commenter's request to provide the greatest possible 
connectivity to (LAX, Downtown, Westside). 
 
Response to comment 30-251-G. 
 
Comment noted.  The design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has six stations included into 
the Project definition with the possibility of two future stations Manchester and/or Vernon).  Station 
locations are sited in locations adjacent to provide safe, convenient access for residents and businesses 
within the communities along the alignment. 
 
Response to comment 30-251-H. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
Response to comment 30-251-I. 
 
Comment noted.  The traffic analysis found that the existing inventory of off-street parking was 
underutilized and that there would be sufficient parking capacity after implementation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Therefore, no adverse effect on parking would occur.  Park and 
ride locations would be provided at the West, La Brea, and Exposition Stations. 

 
Response to comment 30-251-J. 
 
Comment noted.  The potential impacts of air quality and noise were evaluated in the environmental 
document.  A localized air quality analysis, which includes the emissions from automobiles queuing at 
intersections, determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would not be exceeded 
during the operation of the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system would result in a 
reduction of automobile trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.   No adverse noise impacts 
from light rail operations would occur with implementation of the proposed project.  Metro acknowledges 
that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities during construction.  
Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the adjacent communities to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction. 
 

 

©Metrd 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 -2 52 

G, eetings. 

Although I re31iz:e th3t much of tl\is feedback rosy be somev.tlst reduAdant. I \W.nted to take a moment to express. my 
¢0fl¢Cm$ teg:;n(:l f'I.£ me Po$$•~ $011.shoM .p1<w«:1eQ ror ltl<:: v1enst1~ VOfr<>K.'01 ,n tl'le l.)f~1 t;nv1ronmen1.-i1 1mp."1Cl 1-<epo,t, 
My specific position is ii 1.,:.,or of the Ugt'it Rail solution for the cQffldo1, for a few rea.s0t\$ that I v.i!I .spe:{I out below. 

Role of the airport: Although numerous locat'°ns.. inclc<fing Los Angelos. h.ive sucoossfully implemented dediicaied 
shun.kt bus services to and from majo1 U _ports, I know of no city th.it has wcctn,sfuliy relied on a standardized bus 
roote a6 the prim3ry means of business travetle>rs reaching the ai1p01t. A fixed rail link that connects the Green Line, 
Expo Line and eventually Purple Line would have ltte &dvaAtsge of not onfy appea,ng to buslnes~ l(Svellers, but s!So 
;d Q'Mo9 Pil.$sengef'$ to '1an5'fec between 1,.-,vel ~$ ¢f the s;i~ type,, 1-'lhet thM from train to bu$ P.'.ISGeoge,s will 
akeady have to cl\ange m::,des to a people ma,,« once near the airport. An additional vehicle type Is ullllkety to be 
ptefetr«J 1'raln$ 3.t~ lc'l.!$0 $lgf)ll ~a 0,tly ~et IO b ring baggage ()(Ill) th~n bU$CS, whi~ $hOul<f also b~ 3 kt:y 1;,.cto,, 
Vehic4c rooting. All hough I do not know if ;IJI.Y pl;,ns a1e 1n ~a<;c to do $0, h;,vi1"9 ;, li,ght 1,>il rovte signifJC.tntly 
1rtcreases routing options to, tmlns abng lhe Metro system_ An integrated track that links with. bolh the Expo line Md 
Green t.lne wc,•.:ld c,e~1e p()$$i~ltie$ for rouUng ;a direct 1r~n ,,om Dowrit<>wn to LAX. ~nd the S(!u!h 83Y, ;)Swell <'t$ 
ptO'liding the pos<Sibdity of a ine running from Sama Monica to LAX as well, depeontling on 118ck con~utatbns. This 
is a significant advantage to long te,m ~nning. 

• Future-Prootlng Light rail i:ralns otter u-.e ab!llty to cauy significantly more pGssengers lhan b<JSes, bol:h 1n the shon 
and long ;:erm. The Orafl9e Line WOf1(& because it prcwidesa feede.r system to an. existing heavy rail line, bot unless 
the l!ne is eventually converted to fixed ttad<, there .,..,t atwayr. be lower lirms to its r.otal cap3cit>/. Start>llg w.th lixe-1 
Q.,1 me:,.-in$ that g,~iter <:3,xt<:ity 1$ bulll into the pfojeeL My futul'e OOrYve:t$(()(1 <>1 !ht- l'Oute to l'a11 ...,;n not on\ • ¢(;$t 
more money, but also will run the ris.tt of neighborhood resentment at the idea of a seccnd round of construction. 
Atso. such a project would force di$C11pl'iOM to the established bus servioe, which would not be·W'tl!I received. 
Po1en11a1 ls.ssues, My main oon~rn at lhe moment Is how Interchange at the c ,~a-«,ElcpoS111on line jun<:bon 'B 
going 1o be handled. Any siation that is comtructed must be able to handle ;rains being routed in multiple directions, 
which t~ not, unto tUett, an essy task, pst'llculsrly for an :u..grade !'.!atlcn. Coostructloo must 13.l<e into account future 
uses, otherwise the i l1"4)<lCt of any changes in the ·furure could cause significant problems for businesses that de.,e!op 
atound the !.1a!iOl'I. Also, the decision to terminate the oortl'I ertd ol the line·where the..e is currently oo Purple Lir.e 
st31loo is i potertu.111 p1ob!em, A$ long uthe Purple U-ne t$ ~tended to y area \\ith!n a ,eatonatHe lime frame 01 tM: 
statfoo optming (up to 1 yea1 l~ter), there shovldn't be a significant p1oolem, bot a will impact rioo,ship. 

Thank you ve,y much lor your attcnt;on 

Kevin Klowden 
Member' LO$ Angeie:$ Alrl»fl Are~ Advi$OIY Col'rtl"l'titlee f0I CoNe,- Cily 
M3n~ing 8:;onol'nt$l, C..liforni;, CentCI 
Mi~ en IMliMe 
125-0 4th Street, Santa MonlC8, CA 90401 
PhOne. (310) 570-4626 
Fax: (3 10) 570-4853 

I J/512009 

B 

C 

D 

E 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-964 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-252-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   
 
Response to comment 30-252-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-252-A 
 
Response to comment 30-252-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Although future connections are not part of the proposed project, Metro would concur 
that the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has a much stronger potential for future regional 
connectivity than a bus rapid transit system.  
 
Response to comment 30-252-D. 
 
Comment noted. Please see response to comment 30-252-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-252-E. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a vital component of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed such that it does not preclude the 
future northern extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-965 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-253. Cheryl La Beau. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-253 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Che,yl.V.l abeau@kp.org 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 6:34 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw MTA tine 

Dear MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line undefg.round on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the children et Crenshaw High I A 
Sch001, View Patk Prep and the many other day care centers that are in the community. Atso tratlic already 
backs up in both directions on 9i;iuson, Don' t make ·a Md situation worse. Treat vs the same as you intend to 
treat the Wilshire community. 

Sincerely, 
Cheryl La Beau 
4052 Faliway Blvd 
Los Angeles, CA 90043 

Also Property Owner 

4500 Oon Tomaso Of , 
LOS Angetes, CA 00008 

Cheryl La Beau 
ManageaOA 
Medical Office Reco«:ls Department 
lAMC 
323-783-3032 

HOnti TO RECIPIE:11~ lfyw .:,re Ml lite fttl'>Of!4 r«ipicl'ltaflhi:s e ·m.U, )'OJ .:ate l)'Ctd:i tc:i from sh;)llng, CCP)illQ',Oroi:hCNh.cu!lll'III u-,:fa:,ioi~ 
It$ eor(ff'llf.. lf you h~e reteNe<I lf'liS ~· In e((tif, pl88,,8 t!OCl'ftl'le 6er'lderi'/lmediil!61y bY(~ly ~Mall end peflt\ilnd, dtlW/1711$ ~,ii f/'1(18flY 
c achtr.ol'!I, wfflou 1-a111n9. $01'" '.vdlng or W'\Ang tttom, Tl\;arlk )'011 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-966 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-253. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-967 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-254. Jofaye Lambert. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30· 25 4 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

EMAIL:\ g_H ,,1 ?, e I '2,l,?, e 'f A..\\oo • c., ... 

PHoNe: 3 / ii· t.14:~ 41 7 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: cre11shaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 5435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-968 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-254. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-969 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-255. Alexis Lantz. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:20 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<rtdor DEISJOEI~ comments 

fir~ t.Nru11e : 
lastN~: 
orq{inization : 
-emailaddr'<=SS : 
str"3-ect : 
c!.ty : 
tit.ti!..¢ : 
::ipcode- : 
'! €<S : 

th~: 
SU:,.t>r✓od : 
co,1$t.r1Jet ton : 
AirQuallty: 
Tc~CficSafety: 
Visual£fho-:u: 
Di sphcement.of P'ropet t.Y: 
Disru~tlontoausiness: 
eub!icSecvi<;es : 
te<:al 1.anduse1Develop1oent. : 
Economicltrpactsan~Jobs: 
speciticoesignreatur2s : 
Other : 
1-1c,,.:,11ez~p : 
workZip : 
L Lvdl\1.hc5-pc vjecl.tt eel'!? : 
Workintheprojectar@«? : 
Ownabu3ine~~intheptojectore~? : 
c~mnutet!lt'.:ough theprojec: t.& cea? : 
Other : 
Bicycle? : 
Caror-Truck? : 
Sus? : 
Walk.f : 
Other? : 
Resident : 
0\lS l l\~e_t : 

al>?xislar.tz@gt:'lai 1 , cot(, 
963 n . dillon s~ , ~5 
los ange,J.;,s 

e• 
90026 

ON 
B1.l.sR-lp-idTran.sit re~Ti Alternative 

YES 
90026 
90029 

YES 

ON 

co..-r1mur.i tyocneighborhoodorgani :.rat-Son : CN 
Pub11r A.ge11-,;y : 

E',nviron11;:ntalorgsnt ::tsc-1..on : 
Ci._ . .!.cOr11ani2:atioo : 
E.conomicoe•,-a!oi:,111ent.0:-ganiza t ion: 
Other-: YES 
O~,:.~ : 
Time : 

~dditionalcommenta~ 

I J/512009 

!<!o;l{l~y, 0<:1..ober 7. 6, 7.009 
12: 20:21 PM 

3 0-255 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-970 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-255. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-971 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-256. Karen Lawrence. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30 - 256 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME:~ v:f:.M'OO~ &wL: ~½'1 ©>~b}, ~ 
_ , 'Ji,() IN l t,, • ii>,_t JI/. = z ,_, (;,€)'"\ffi> -, 
COMMENTS: M\'j\ C\S) '- . '(!0/\,6 " 

\~,,,,.., C\c:elY::-Oc:--:Ac0 • 

MYfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax : (323) 761 - 6135 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-972 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-256. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-973 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-257. Barbara Lawson. 

 

m Metro _ ____________ _ 

3 0-257 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMF: p .. C k, "'C0- l 'v wJv /1., 

Aoo!<Ess: Jt, "i ,?L., ftr, r' ✓.I/ " p A 

CDMMEHTs: A!~ Fi<, I ;-- [{: f /1, f • ,, A 

' 

Ml,!ll IE SENT ,:o MTA'llYioor.'IJ,6;.SO'fll,4.5~ RETURN BY ®f, 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-974 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-257. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-975 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-258. William and Sadye Lawson. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 248 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: jtkhoury@gmail.com oo behalf of Joseph Khoury (JKhoury@UClAlumni.net) 

Sent: Wednesday, S"lJ!ember 30. 2009 9:40 AM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d°' 

I live In VIiiage Green, In the Crenshaw District. As a member or the VIiiage Green Owners 
Association Board of Directors, I urge you to support the Light Rail Option for the Crenshaw 
Tranist Corridoor. 

Thank you! 

Joseph Khoury 
5394 VIiiage Green 
Los Angeles CA 90016 

~,foif6 i.<i ho lding (0\11 pttblic h~th:tl;~ on Septe:snb:-r 30, Oetobel' I. 3 & 6 to 1-aooi,•e. puLhc ~"ol'l1m.::nt du:ti~ a '15-\by review 
pcri<.>d<,11 the Dr.,ft E,wir<mac11tl'll (m1~«.$tatctn.en1/Rcp..)l"l (DEJS:D6CR} for ti-iii: p:-q.c::cl 1'h.., <.k,ic.llin,: fwc0truoeot,; i$ 
Mctld.1y. C>c.cober~6. ~009. 5 pm. Conm,ents may be subm11:tcd 10: 

PN{i~.c, Mumtger 
) 'lt-tn.>, Ont: G1d('wnr f l,n11. 99-22-J 
LoiAn&<>lf:\,CA 90012 
~ · Yl:a t-lt'Hlil to: db:r.roJ~ricll"iilmf'tr0.11et 

Comment~ will be con:nd<"~ by tbe Mc:Cr<.• tlOltrd when it.1elcol.$ aW.aUy Prcfl!f'L~ Altcnu.rtO·e (1.PJ\l for ih.i:; tramli 
improvetMnl project (;Qrnmcnitc m-.idc, Q!l llte.1)B(S/OHlR will be adJrencd iu I.be finol l.£11viro1mt~nt.;,I lmpoct 
S t!\lcmcutiRCp.Kl (FElSJFErR). 

JKhouty@UCLAlumni.1lei 
Los A.ngdes CA 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-976 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-258. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-977 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-259. Chester Leonard. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Chester Leonard [ches1er1@prodigy.net) 

Sent: Friday, September 18. 2009 2:30 AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: LIGHT RAIL 

I HEREBY SUPPORT THE OPTION OF A LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM 00\MII THE CRENSHAW CORRIDOR I A 
iHERE'S NO POLLUTION AND WOULD BE AN ESSENTIAL LINK IN THE RAIL SYSTEM. FURTHER IT 
WOULD BE AN OUTS1ANDING OPTION F'OR THE OOMMUNITIES BEING SERVED 

I J/512009 

3 0-259 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-978 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-259. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-979 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-260. Michele Levin. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-260 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Levin, i\tichele (mlevin@lausct.net} 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 1:12 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1ensh.~w Ttansit Cotridor Proiect Comment 

r<ichele .Le'lin 
R.esid.?nt:, '"'e,st.chest"?r 
S326 (;lasgow Ct 
Los Ang~leg$ 9004~ 

l would lik~ t:o be- added to the proj,:e,c. mailing list , Pl'e>asl:! us: t-hi.s *t:'lail: 
m1~v1n@dsl~xue,me . com 

'rhi::. comment: .relati;is co : Li.gh~ Rail Alt.ernat.iv.;:. r an; c.oncerbed :about thv displac.:rnent. o! I A 

prop>:rty and exua cost associated with th.e Hindry si.te. Th6 E.l Segundo site is basically 
eirp::y and will have l~ss of an lmpacc on curro:ot: businesses and homes , r apprecia-:.ed the 
prt:-sencat.ion at our n'i:'ighbo.rhood group. meeting iti 1'1'.'stchsste.r , lt: seens so clea.: that. che a 
e? Segundo site for the maintain.ence yard and passengers ls best for the co:mmmit..y. 

I ih•e in the proJec~ ar~a ;;ind coflllll'.lc€ through ::he ·project. area , My exic: will acc:':Jally 
disa~~ar if Hind.r:y is chos&n. 
Thau.);- you for. your. e<>n.sidar.a.t..ion of my comments. 

Miehe-le Levin 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-980 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-260-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-260-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-260-A.  Hindry Avenue will not be closed under the proposed project. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-981 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-261. Alicia Loncar. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Alicia Loncar (aloncar@se1u99.0<g] 

Monday. October 26, 2009 9:23 AM 
Diaz, Roderic&<; crenshaw@filCexpo.org 
c,ensha-N Line 

Attachments: Ahc!a Loncar. vcf 

Mr. Diaz, 

30-261 

I urge the MTA to bui d a light rail down Crenshaw Blvd. This is much needed. At work, I interact 
with our Retirees. I know they woold benefit from such a project. The community needs the 
service$. It will connect the Crenshaw Mall and Leimer! Pali< to the le$! of the Metro system and 
will bnng .mus:h o.e.e_ded busintl$s. 

As a former rtl$ident of the area, I strongly urge you to support a light rail down Crenshaw Blvd. 

Alicia Loncar 

Alicia Lemear 
2724 W, 8th Str«t 
Los Angek<, CA 90004 
(213) 387-$393 x l28 
(2 l.l)388-4707 
(2 13) 2 l 5•9492 (mobile/diNct) 

I J/512009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-982 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-261. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-983 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-262. Leslie Lone. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 262 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Lone. Leslie Pesl.ie.lone@luxurycollection.com) 
Sent: Sunday, October 04, 2009 10:25 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subj ect: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d°' 

Mr. Diaz, 

I am writing In concern to the Muro ot the Crenshaw Corridor. I am a young protes&0t1aJ living In tM Mirada MIi@ 
area and would like to see l ight Rail Transit system put into place I have lived in, world-clas'S «::ities like Boston, 
Chicago, and New York wflere a rai~a)' system is essential to the livelihood cf the city. Los Angeles should not 
b& le-fl:behind ill this aspect. I bel~ that a Light Rail T,~nslt system Is muth moreappea!log to the masse-sand A 
more convenient than Bus Transit. Not only would a Light Rail Transit system benefit those current Metro ride~ 
but also convince many to begin usag& of this underrated city benefit, specificatty because of the demographics of 
the people in the area thal is In question. 

Tllank you in awance for taklng my comments Into cons.,cJorat!on. 

Le-silt Lo11e 
In Rocm, Di.nin1t. t\fao :.lJ!.t'r 
Sl.S ffoM ;11 Bt-,•tr ly Hilb 
,,\ l~u :,.ury (;i,llr-clio n l)'.~cl 

465 SoutJl La Cic,ncg_a 8 1\'d 
Lo.s~elc-s.CA 90018-'1001 USA 
T (3 10) 246-%24 C (6171 851-G.5'72 y: (310) 2-16-2165 
.Sf Shnld5 CQID 

Sbhnn,y. Ling<•r, Soir\•t. 
Hook your holiday p.1rty by Sep. 15 for 10% off all F&B pl~ 10,000 Sf>G point!I~ 

TI1is clectrnui.: me:ss3g~ transmission <.:onhtins infom1at.ion from the• <.-Ompany tba( may be proprietary, 
confidentiaJ and/or privileged. 1l1e infom1ation is ln«:.-nded 01lly for the use of the individual(s) or entity 
n,.un~d above. lfyou ar~ uot the iufonded reci1>ient, be ,w,.:.u-e that any disclosure., copying or djstribtrtion 
Qr use ◊ftJ1c C(mtt:.nt::;, Oflhj$ infonualiOo i.$ pr◊hihiled. If you have receive.<t 1Ji.is elocti:onic lriUJ1m1i~~iOJ1 
in en'<l<. please notif)r the se1kier immediately by replying to the address listtd in the "}l'Om:" fie ld~ 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-984 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-262. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).   
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-985 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-263. Shi Anne Lovings. 

 

m Metroc...._ ____________ _ 

----•-·----·----- vv , n1,..,,,.u.,.,, ..,----- -- 30- 263 

0:MIEHTs: _ __________________ _ 

'f;--e.e r \F (,,(Y1,d V5~!vrl ovJ C v,RYl~06l(,<J A 

NA)E-I 

ti1JmfsJ;,~ r.trd:Q'ife'rA:'~~61,$'(>'P-l,;~i;•Rfl.ll~ ,aYIBc.T; 23 

Email: aenshaw@flXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-986 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-263. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-987 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-264. Rebecca Lugo. 

 

(I, Metro ______________ _ 

--- - 1,,,.,v_, l'i f tU V 4J,t•,,> 30 - 264 

UNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

~ .1!.L.i~.a.....Ld4>f%.l...- - --- - &,w~------ ---
'E.!:.:.?!....~1)GtldL.!...J::.~_Jd:..,Ult..:lJ~~~:Z3/ cl9 -?m1 

M.UEQE>$ENi':,1;6_i!IJA·Q~ .{i&):$'4.~~j 

Emall: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • FaK: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 ¼, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-988 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-264. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-265. .Gretchen Luna 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30• 265 

l he CrcnSNw Ttan$il Corr'ldor project te.i:rn weloomes )'O\lr c.ommertts on the findings of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statcme11t/Ora:ft En'Monmmtal Im.pad Rtp◊rt or ;inyothtt as-pttt of the pl'Oject or ptOCess. Please fill out this form and use additional 
sheets of paper, if necessaiy. Give this form to project staff or retum to Mctro (sec directions on revc.-se). 

Name (Fim &. Lilst Na!M, Orga.n1Ulicn} 

~ ,-p1<i,hevi L11n{)..; ~ 
~~ C#r, Slit~ Zip} 

,r;: 
£mail (t~r ~ to re,ce,'ve peritx/ic p;ofe<,t updates) 

reft.he11 , w. na_@cdf✓ n e. f 

My support !Of (check""'* 

J{Bos Rapid Transit (BRT) Altemativ~ 

O Ught Rail Transit (LRT} Alternative 

O No lmprovemoot Necessary 
(No-Buik! Ahemative} 

Minor Improvements 
□ (Transportation Systems 

Management [TSMJ Altetniltivc) 

D No Opinion 

Mythoughlubo., 
(cha any"' au ""' apply), 

& Construction 

ti,Noise 

fi'.I Air Quality 

l) Trafflc 

l',i!l Safoty 

D Vlsual Effects 

JfJ Ols pl3~ment of Property.)t' 

D Oisrvpuon 10 Business 

D Pu.bite Ser..ices 

0 Loe.I ~ nd Use & Development 

Q £c.onom~ Impacts and Jobs 

□ Specific Oe$ign Fcawre. 

□Other 

-OVER· 

A 
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_______________ m Metro 

□ Re,ldent 0 Susinll!'ss 

J'd Coml"Mjnity or N!i;hbortiood Ot1at1lzation 

C P1,1b'ie Agency 

□ Envlronmental o ,ganb:atior1 

□ ClV,c Org~n.iiation 

□ Economic Ocvclopmcnt Orga;ni~atlof\ 

□ O<h<f ----------

~Metro 

Thank You! 
Give thl$ form to profea staf or -rll!OJm &o Metro: 

-IMlil 

Rodtrkk OI~. Projec.t Manager 
Los An8fllts County Metropolitan 
Trantp0rt11tion Authority 
Om Gateway Pl:aa:a 
Moll Stoix 911-22•3 
Los An&<lo,. CA 90012-2952 

Emoll: 
dlattoderic:k@mttro.nfll 

Project HodlM 
(213) 922-2736 

Commeots must be rec,;vec1 by Odober 26, 2009, 5:00 p,m. 
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Response to comment 30-265. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-266. Alice Lunsford. 

--------------~ Metro 

30-266 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmel'llal Impact StatementfOraft Envlronmertb:l lmpad. Re;>ort 

Comment Form 
The Crenshaw Transit Corridor project lt'.lm W('lcomes yovr comments on t.~ findir;gs of the Ora~ Environmental Impact 
Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or process. Please fill out thlS form 3~ U'$e addition31 
shee.s of paper. if necessary. Give this form to project staff or cetum to Metto (see directions on ,eve,.se). 

Name (First & Ust NJm(>, O,ganir,;tion} 

MZ'.? ~:>~-~ 

Email (ent" address to n>a!t've petiodJc proj«t updates) 

a,b';#~ 3 9@/eS-~ 
THIS COMMENT RELATES TQ 

My suppott for fc:h«k one~ 

0 8us Rapidlrartsit {BRT) Alternative 

0 Ligh1 Rail Transit (LRT) Alternative 

D No Improvement Necessa~ 
(N<r6viJd AJ1~rnativc) 

Mi.no!' lmprovt:mcnQ. 
D {Transportation Systems 

M:an:13emel'lt (l"SMI A.llem.itive} 

D No Opinion 

My thoughts about 
(checli MIY or all Wit .ipply}: 

D Constrvction 

D Noise 

O Air Quality 

□Tt3ffic 

□ Safety 

□ VI Effects 

Displacement of Pfopcrty 

D Disrupti¢n to 8\ISin~, 

0 Pl.it,lic $eNiCt$ 

0 Local Land Use& Development 

D Economic Impacts and Jobs 

D Specific Oesign F eatur~s 

□ 0th« -------

Comment (Pb$tplint}: 

-OVER · 

Would you l!ke to be added 

□ Yes ~ 

... 
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~ Metro. _____________ _ 

Tll l USA80l!TYOURS£LF 

w..t,zJpcodo? 

Hcwdo,.,., tegt,brly lmd In lho p,,,j«t 1...? 
{dl,d, ,JJJ/ut"""" 

□ Ll,t "'"'•,,..,,...-.? 
0 WOflcw,1htptqK.t~ 

Q C'onwnw'te dvo~hthc- p,c,itd •A-a? 0 B;q,do? Q Bu,1 

0 ~ □C..«TNCI<? 
D 0,mabU'$linesSfn the projtct itta? 

MFIL!AllON 

Q Busmess. 

D Community or NNghborhood OtganiutiOn 

0 PublkAgMCy 

D (nvlronrn,ental O,g::inii aiion 

D Civic OtganliaOon 

C Economic Development Organizat>on 

0 Othft ----------

©Metro 

--------
□ ?""' 

Thank You! 
Give this form to pro;ea staff or rclum tO Mttto: 

PonllM1B 

Rodttic\ Olaz. Project Manager 
U)s M8(1es County Meuopotitan 
Tr.msporuition Authority 
One Caicway Pf.au 
Mail SIO!X 99,2H 
i.o, Mgcles, CA 90012-2952 

fffl,lJ: 
d1az1odtr~ k4Pmecro,net 

P,qec!Holllno 
(21 J) '22•2736 

Comments must be received by Oaober 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-266. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-267. James Lunsford. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30• 267 

Draft Environmental lmp3d St:itementjDraft Erwlronmenl31 Im~ Report 

Comment Form 
The Crcns~w Tran:sil Corridor' project team wticomes your commerrts on the ftndings of the Draft Environmental Impact 
St:itcment/Oraft Envitonmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or p1ocess. Please 1111 out this fotm :ind u~ ~dditkin•I 
sheets of paper, if necessaf)'. Give this f0tm to project staff°' retum to Metro (see di,ections on rMrS,e). 

Name (First&LastName, Organization) 

_JA,/\'IES LUNS Fogt> 
Address (SUN?t. City, Sme. Zip) 

Email {Mier Jddress to teeelve periodic 

THIS COMM ENT RELATES TO 

My support to, (d,eclt o.,tj, 

0 81.1s R,1pid Tran-sit (BRT) Alternative 

0 Ught Rail Tronsit (LRT) Altcmative 

No Improvement Necessary 
0 (No,Bvild Altc,('l;ltjve) 

M in()f lmprov~ment.s 
O (rranspo,ution Systems 

Man~gement (rSMJ A)t('ffl;lrivc) 

□ No Opi.nion 

Mylhought$ai»ul 
{dlcck «ny or all that .1pply>: 

O Construction 

□ Noise 

O AirQtiaftty 

□Traffic 

□ Safety 

D Vlsual Effeet, 

D C>isplx emcnt of P1operty 

D DiSt'\Jption to Svsinc-ss 

D P1,1blie Services 

0 Local land Use& Ocvdopmcnt 

D Economic Impacts and Jobs 

O Spcdtic Oe-sign f ta lures 

□o- -------

Would you like to be added to the projea mailing list? 

-OVER· 

A 
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_______________ m Metro 

Comment (continued): 

TE Ll US ABOUT YOURSHF 

Whal 11 )Olit borne zip code? Work zip code? 

Howdo)OO ,,gulo,iyuav<lln thtp,ojtd .,../ 

(d,«J, ~""" ,pp/JJ 
Q Uvein 1ht.p,o;cu a,u? 

0 Wot\ #I~ p,oj«l m>a? 

0 COfflfNAt:lht0u1h lhePf'O,Klaru? 

o o;,,,> 
O llicJ<ld 
□ Car Of T ruc:l? 

Q Own• bvsinc-n in lhe pti¥Ct ~ 

Mfl d ATION 

Q Reiidrtnt 

0 Commanltyor Nelghbo.-hood Org,u 1Tubo,1 

D P1,1blic "geney 

0 Envlronm<intal Otgartlzatlon 

□ Civic Orgiinlution 

□ Economic Ocv~lopment Otganlz.atlon 

□Ot•c, 

©Metro 

--------

Thank You! 
Che this f'«m to pcojea staf 01 rt'tUffl 10 M ctt« 

PomilMIIII 

Rodenclt Oln, Pro;ea Manager 
1.o, Anatlcs Cour11y Ml!tropotillln 
T 111nsport1tlon Aulhor1 t~ 
One Gotcwty Plaz.ii 
Moil s,op: 99.22.1 
Lot Alle,J,s.CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diattodetlck@mt~ro.nt l 

Proj,<1Hodl"" 
(21l) 922-2736 

Comments mun be received by 0a<Jber 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-267. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-268. Ben Lupejkis. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30 - 268 

The C!'fflsflaw T ransh: Corridor project team wekoffles you, comments on the findings of the Draft Environmental lmfXK'( 
St:atemc:nt/Orafi Envi,onmc,rql Im~ RC'P(lft Of anyochc, aspect of tie project Of' pn:,ttSS, Pl~sc fill oot this form and use ~ I 
.sheets of paper. i( necessa,y. Ci\iie this form to project staff or MUrn to Metro (see directions on ~e). 

Name (Finl & U$1 N11,m:, Org,mintion) 

Md,!~ f:t:JJ; IJ 
Em.Iii {tmlcrJddress tollXl:'>~j)MOd',c updm:$) 

I> eh IV f ' i;J e C/J. ' r r. Uh-, ' 

My suppo,t b (chock on,j, 

C Bu s R-apid Tnntit (BR1) Altcnt.ative 

J!1" Light R.iil Transit (l Rl) Altem.rtfYe 

D No lm.pl'Q\'emcni Ncccsury 
(No-Build Altema1i11e} 

MinQf' lmpro·~mcnts 
0 (Tr:inspOtWion Systems 

Ma.n.aeM'lent (TSMJ Altenmive) 

□No Opinion 

My thouef,ts about 
l<hedi any o, aJl 11,at apply), 

~ COl'\Struaioc') 

□Noise 

Q Ai, Quality 

)gr,affk 
D sar~y 
D Visual Effoc;is 

)g) Oisplll« ment of P«:1$lcrty 

)ll Disruption IQ Business 

O Public s~rviccs 

0 ~ bnd U~ & ()e'Yi:,lopmen1 

□ E(onomic: lmp.icts .incl Jobs 

D Spccifk Design Fe;m,,~ 

□Other - ----- -

Would you like 10 be :idded 10 the ptoje:,ct rmiling li$t~ 

□ Yes QNo 

J ' A 
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~ Metro~--- --- --------

H . l \JS ld\OIJ 1 ~UURSE.Lf 

HowdoJOl,'rtpAart,U ...... ~thc~MW fdwd'al,..,.,,,,, 
O UYe 11'1 the pqKl are~ 

0 Wo,k In the p,,oiocc Mei? 

□ Com~ through the, plOjllCI tf'l'II~ O B<,cl<? □ Bu<! 
0 Other? ________ Q Car orTNdt? □Walk? 

D Own , bvslness in tflt projoct .ire,? 

AH q t A 1 IOt\ 

D Rctidel'IC O 8uslnn, 

□c-.. N..,,_OJ...,lr,c
□ Mk.._, 
□~•~iia6o!l 

□ CMc Org:1nlutio" 

□ Ec:onomle ~ t!Opmt:nt Orcanl:iatl0l'I 

□01ht, 

G) Metro 

□?"''' 
Thank You! 

~ U'lts bo. ropqect:~!f Of r&imco~ .......... 
Roderd<Dm.t',oj,a,.._ 
1.otAngde,c...niy ~ 
T r.msport.atlon Authotlry 
01'11! Cal~ l't,i:1 
M.111 Stop: 99-22·) 
los.Angeln, CA 90012,2!)!2 

-d' ... -P,oftctHotllne 
(21!) n2-2n6 

Comments must be ........t by Octobo, 26, l009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-268. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-269. Julia Maggs. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30• 269 

Dnfi Environmenbl Im~ SbtementJDr.lft Eovironnsent:al Impact Report 

Comment Form 
1he Cref\Shaw T ransi"\ Corridor proJect team welcomes your commenu on the hndings of the Draft E.:witonmcntaJ Impact 
Suitemc:nt/Cmift t nvironmcnt:il I~ R(port or :inyothi:r ::l!lf«l of the prcjea OI' prOU'!-<$. Please fl!! out this fo,m and use ~dditional 
sheets of pa.pet. if neces.sary. Q\'4.' this form to prqe(t staff or return to Metto ~stt dircaions on reYtrse). 

N;im: (fi~t & U$t N;1me, Otpnir.ltion) 

'([111.v,. )\f\p..i;;c;,s 
Address (Sttttt. Cny, Sme. Zip} 

tHIS COMMf:.Nl RtlAH.S fO 

Mysuppo,1 bfched:onet: 

□ Bu s Rlpid 1'N1Sil {BRT) Altem~ti....e 

□ Lle:ht Rail Trar1slt (L~) Altema.ti·~ 

D No lm/)l'O\'trnMt Necessary 
(No-811ild AlterMtlve) 

M lfl01 lmpto,rements 
□ (f/'ins.ponittOn Systems 

M;m;v:mcn.t fTSMI Altemz.tiv~) 

0 NoOpini<m 

M)' thoughts about 
!chedl any Of d that ~pplyt: 
□ ConsttuctiOnc 

□ Noise 

□AltQuallty 

o r .. mc 
D s.r,"' 
□ Vlsv-al Effe<IS 

0 Olsplaccm,e,11 or Property 

O Olsrupdoo to 8us!11ess 

D l\ib!lc Services 

□ Local La11cf Use& Oeveloprt1ent 

D Economic Impacts o!WI jobs 

□ S.pecific Oes!g11 festu,es 

□Otht, 

Com~rll (plc:tk p,i11tt: 
f ~ ' 

• OVER• 

Would you like I<> be 3dded to die p.roiect n'lliling list? 

□Yes ,)ilNo 

" 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (conthwed): 

TELL US ABOU1 YOUttSELf 

Do )'oo: (<hed .111 that apply) 

il I.Ne in the proi-x:t a~a? 

□ Wo,k ,n lite proj(!(t ilrea? 

0 Own .a bvsinc:ss il"l the project area? 

AFFll1ATION 

0 Resicf.ent Q Susll\ess 

Work zip code? 

How do yw regula,ty ttaWI tJ\ the pro,ect area? 
(dlf,<k .U tfut >pP/y/ 

0 Con;mvte through tfie project a~a? 0 Bicycle~ 

0 Othe,1 l'l,,~ I.- .,l 
IC....f~-"- f 50 

Thank You! 

□Bus? 

O W.ilk} 

~ Community°' Ne!ghbodlood Organi!at,on 

0 Public Agenc1 

Ci~ this form to project 1u;i.ff m retvrn to Metro: 

Posta! M:MI 

Roderick o.;.:z, Pro}tc:,t M;magc, 
Los Angel~ County Mellopofitan 
T r.insport.ition /IIJthorif)• 

Ema!le 
di.Ji1odericl<@mttro,net 0 Environmental Otganiza6on 

0 Civic Organization 

D Economic 0e-.. eiopme,'lt Orgat1l-za!i0rt 

O 0thet" 

©Metro 

01'1f! Gateway Plaza 
M;iil ~ op: 99-22.J 
Los Angeles, CA 90012·2~2 

Projoc:t Hotline 
(il l } 922,2736 

Comments must be receiw!d by Octobt, 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-269. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-270. Allison Mannos. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 210 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: A Manushkin (nocivilizeC@gmail.com) 

Sent: Friday, Ootobe< 02, 2009 6:48 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw CO(ridOr comm~nts 

Hi 1here-

Just wanted to give my two cents, since I won't be able to att~nd the m~ting ii1 person. I suppoi1 Jig.ht 
rail on I.he Cr,:,.•u.shnw corridor and think its absolutely occcss11ry lo bavc light rail begin at Wilshire. I 
pref~r the LRT segm.e-m tJ1at would statt at La B1\!.,1 Tarpits--l think puu iog a BRT on Westem and 
Wilsbir~ is fooU,c;h because l\fotro will wind up SJ>ending more money in th~ future to build LRT as the 
demand for .t. quick rnil oonnection Lo Wilshire will remain high. 

t:st:***Mc:tr◊ mu$t recogni&e that ihc bulk of it'.> pa.-;se-ngers on tl1is line wiU be -.:01tnec1ing. from 
Wilshire. t1u•n• 

111aoks so much fo i' your ti,ne! 

Alli~on Manno.r. 
Los All&'<!les, CA 90029 

I J/512009 

B 
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Response to comment 30-270-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The northern extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire 
Boulevard is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A 
Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension of light rail 
transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible and that the Wilshire/La Brea terminus was the preferred option.  
Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if 
a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  
Information related to the Long Range Transportation Plan is available at www.metro.net, following the 
links to “Long Range Transportation Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 
 
Response to comment 30-270-B. 
 
The proposed project was developed to meet the needs of citizens and businesses within the 
Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive 
analysis of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include 
peak period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to 
services outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and 
benefit to the environment and improved sustainability.  The ridership projections that were evaluated for 
the proposed project did not take into account a connection to Wilshire Boulevard.  Please see response to 
comment 30-270-A. 

 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-271. Vincent Marcais. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t: 

To: 
Subjeet: 

Dear Sir, 

vince.ntrnarcais [v·Jnoentmarca1s@yahoo.fr) 
Frkt;,y, S-Cptcmbcr 26, 2000 0 ·41 f'M 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1eenshaw Corridor - s~9es1ion 

1'hat1l:s for your l...,tte-r. I support. a LR1' solut.ion but r scill do not 
uodvrstand why no l!.ne- is going all tJie- way to i:he LA."< terminal , ':.'his 
needs cob~ ~dded, or an a~all unw.a.nned shuttl~ needs to be added 
from 1:he A'liation/LAX station to the terminal. Th is •.-.-oul..i be a break
th.rough achi<6•;ement .in act as ·t.ta i :r::ing whee.ls :for the M•..:::rc, systec'rl. 
Vincent Maccais 
e: s~·undo r>?si dent 

30 • 271 

A 
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Response to comment 30-271. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  LAX already has a planned people mover system within the LAX Master Plan to 
bring outside passengers into the terminal.  Designing the Light Rail Line to enter into the terminal would 
conflict with this adopted plan and would result in a duplication of service.  Metro, throughout the 
planning process, has coordinated with LAX to develop a connection which would satisfy all interested 
parties. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-272. Kathleen Marinaccio. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-272 

The CtenshawTra.nsit COffidor projKtttamwecotnes )'001 comments on the findings of the On!i Enlli~ lmpict 
StatemMl,IOnft Eriw'Otmcnt.-1 Im~ Repott 0< arry other aspect of the project Of p-oc:ess. Ptease fil out this for'm arid ust ~itional 
shtet1 of ~ r. ii necessary, Civethis form to project staff°' teturn to Metro (see dl,tttioos on-tt\l~}. 

Name (First & us, Na~. Or,art1'%atlon) 

/!iJ II/ LE EN fiJ!t;e; ,1144?{0 
Address (Slrttt, o·I), Sut~. Zip) 

-trfJDL.EY lfv£ Los /1-AJ bbl.ES CA 9'()D<J/::,-

.,,.._,.,,-.... , 
D 811s Rapjd Transit {BRT) Aftemath-e 

D Ugftt RaillrartSlt {I.RT} Attemadve 

~o Improvement NecessSty A 
(No,.8ulkl Altemattw) 

Minor lmprovemertts 
0 (Ti..n$portation Sys.t~ms 

M.inagcment (TSMjAttemativt) 

0 No Opinion 

My dlcxlghts about B 
!check any or ail that appfy): 

o{oni;tl\lc;tiQn 

~ Qise 

~rQ1,1;1lity 

S"taffk 

ra-f,,.,, 
~ l$ual EIT~ 

[iiJ'&spl:acemcnt of Property 

~ sruption to Businoess C 

O Public Services 

bJ"1.oc.Ji WKf Uu & Oevdopment 

d'~ nomir; Imp.tels and fobs 

□ Spcciflc: C)(o.$ign Fe.atvrcs 

□Other 

Would you like to be added to the fl'ofecl nvllir.g: liJt.? 

~ QNo 

As a 12 year resklent and business 
owner In the Osage Area of West ch• 
este-r t am very oo~rned about lhe 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Proje(::t 
aoo how it will effect our oommunity, 
Below are some of my thoughts. 

CONSTRUCTION 
Westchester and othef neighboring 
areas hav8 been dealing with the 405 
COflstruclion since June 2000, and 
now we are bring forced to possibly 
deal with more long-1erm construc
tion of a llght rall transit system that 
none of us wiJI benefit from. Mosl 
likety this project will harm more ~ 
us then it will hel.p. 

NOISE 
Osage residents WO(ked tor yeam to 
shut down the trains lhat were riding 
on the rans lhat currently exist off o, 
Florence/ Manchester and Aviation 

. Blvds. Now you fust want to start 
them back up again. Those trains 
posod nothing but problems for the 
lnglewOOd, WeSIChester a,nd El Se
guooo areas. Daily lraffic backs ups 

· andwhisllobio,,,ingevery45ninUles, 
24 houts a day, 7 days a wook aeal8d 
a misetablc llfestyle for all ol us. 

-OVER-

AIR QUALITY 
The con$1rvction would cause our . 
air to be filled with even more car. o 
c1nogens than we alr&ady have 
beon deallng with namely from the · 
405 exhaust and LAX airport. 

TRAFAC 
The thought that you would be clos
ing up a major way tnto and out ol · 
our community is unbeliBVeable. 
Hlndiy and Florence are the only 
way to safely leave the Osage area. 
PkJs the mul1!ple S1reet traffic back• I e 
ups 1hat would be caused by lhe 
1raln crossing ls something I'm not I 
kloking forward 10 living with again. 

VISUAL EFFECTS 
The neighbors surrounding LAX 
already struggle to be a neighbor• 
hood, mosl people who drive 10 LAX 
don't even reali2:9 they are driving 
though someone's neighborhood, F 
We ar& divided by so many large in• 
tersections and traffic heavy streets 
that we have to work hatd to create 
our neighborhood app&arance, once 
you add active t rain tracks it will 
ju$t divide us more. 
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G 

H 

Commtnt (continuc,d'): 

DISPLACEMENT OF PROPERTY 
LAX has already taken so mueh of our communities and 
displaced thousands or fan.li85 that have llved here tor 
generations. Now that &and just sits abandoned and ugly. 
Westche$ter 8Jld El Segundo are qua.nt, famity oriented 
neighborhoods filled with Wortd War II veterans, artf.sts, 
doctors, lawyers and teachers who want a wonderful 
hom8 in a quiet tight knit community. 

ECONOMIC IMPACTS AND JOBS 
DISRUPTION TO BUSINESS 
I see from your materials a projectk>o of approximatety 
3,500 to 7,800 jobS to build this projeCI but how many 
famil ies will loose their homes and/or quiet and safe 
neighborhoods along this line? You might be temporarily 
adding the abovementioned jobs but in order to do so 
you wlll be doslng both bf and new and king time busi
nessos. in turn &limlnatlng current permanent jobs for 
Inglewood, westches1er and El Segundo resk:lents. 
When the Crenshaw Transit projeci is complete tl'l0S8 
start-up jobs will go away, bvt the project will have d&
stroyed the lives and lively hoods of more residents and 
businessos In this neighborhood then It will have 
helpod. 

LOCAL LAND USE & DEVELOPMENT 
I've heatd that you will tear down most of the current 
buslness n&a.r Hindry and Florence Including the · 
Wastchaster Piayhouse and some other brand new re• • 
speclabfe 9 to 5 businesses along that route to put in a • 
24·hoor Maintenance Facility. Firsl and foremos1 osage 
Is a residental neighborhood, filJed with tamilies who • 
have school-aged children. Between the noise and. 
hours o1 operation of this 24•hoor Maintaoance Facility 
I foresee the families, especially the children in this area 
never being able to get a good nights sleep again? We 
are already plagued by the direct noise from the 405 
and La Cloooga and now to think tha1 this might happen 
is just dovastating. Even LAX has to stop landing planes 
over our homes by midnight In addition, the westd'l• I 
ester Playh04.lse is a staple in the commwiity providing 
enter1:ain.ment and classes for people of all ages. Ifs • 
part of this community and needs to stay that way. 

In closing., as you can tell, I am 100% opposed to 
Cronshaw Cd11ldor Proi9C1 and I Invite you to !iv& and • 
enjoy Westchester, lnglewood and El SegundO belore • 
you decide to move forward with this projecl. We might 
not be Beverly HKls or Bel Aire bvt we love OYr famflies • 
and our neighbors and don't want to loose the amazing • 
lift) that we have built for oursotvos. 

I 

J 

Wo1io;ipc;:ode? «- - • va;r::;;.., 
How do you te~rty travel S1. the project area} f11r,J'rft} 

&r6ve In the project areal 

(iJ'WQfl( in the p«:;eci ~re:1? 

e('ewri a buslrtess In the project areal 

□ CoMmute through the project are.a? 

□01her? -------
(,:/,«/< ,ti thzt >pp/,1 

□Bkytlc? 

[!'6, °' T ru,c;k 1 

Thank You! 

□Bus~ 

0W;il'c? 

GM! this form to project mff or return to Metta: 

□ Community or Neighborhood O,g,1niHtion Poml~II 

□ Public Ager,cy 

D Environmental Organitation 

D Civic Organlutloi, 

D Economic Development Org.aniution 

O°"'<• 

©Metro 

Roderick Oia.z. Proje<t M.1n11ett 
LosAAgeles County Metropolitan 
T ran$po,b-tiQn AuthC>tity 
One Gate'Nay Plaza 
&lfail Slop! 99,22•1 
LosAngele:s, CA 90012-2952 

Emal: 
diauodcl'idt@m~ro.net 

Pro;.,dHollint 
(2U) 922-2736 

Comments must be recel~ by OclA>ber 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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---------------~ Metro 

L-0.S /1.MC'i'-~5 C ,1'000 ~ 

:n oc,2000.,.. 1 T ~-

'Rooen' tt b i.a.,z:))rv.1ee:,1-ma.n.at,e.r 
melrn, O~bl:.le.wi.U-f Pia. =M.1 q q _ d, d -~ 
Lo~ Av-lfj-€-l<'S, <! ,A- 90c:>I &-

90012+2~9 CCt4 lt,f.,(l..,fl,., ,,.l/,-f.lul,1,,Jl:lli') •l,.,(,1!.t11lll, fr,I 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1011 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-272-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.   
 
Response to comment 30-272-B. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 30-272-C. 
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
Response to comment 30-272-D. 
 
The potential impacts air quality were evaluated in the environmental document.  A localized air quality 
analysis, which includes the emissions from automobiles queuing at intersections, determined that no 
applicable thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
The federal air quality regional thresholds would not be exceeded during the operation of the light rail 
system.  Because operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of automobile trips, no 
adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
 
Response to comment 30-272-E. 
 
Hindry Avenue would not be closed under the proposed project and access to the Osage area would not be 
restricted.  Design Option 2, an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue, was incorporated into the proposed 
project to eliminate the potential traffic impacts of an at-grade crossing at Manchester Avenue.  No 
additional traffic impacts were found to occur near the Osage or Westchester community as a result of the 
proposed project. 
 
Response to comment 30-272-F. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the existing Harbor Subdivision railroad 
right-of-way when near the Westchester or Osage community.  This railroad right-of-way is an existing 
barrier within the community and the proposed project would not create a physical barrier to a community 
or result in a change to the neighborhood appearance of the Osage community.   
 

© Metrd 
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Response to comment 30-272-G. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not result in significant displacements that would 
affect a residential community.  Any potential displacement near the Westchester or Osage communities 
would occur adjacent to an industrial area along a railroad right-of-way.  This would not alter the 
composition or character of an existing neighborhood. 
 
Response to comment 30-272-H. 
 
Where acquisition and relocation are unavoidable with construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project, Metro would follow the provisions of the Uniform Act, as amended, and implemented 
pursuant to the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Regulations for Federal 
and Federally Assisted Programs adopted by the USDOT, dated February 3, 2005.  Metro would apply 
acquisition and relocation policies to assure compliance with the Uniform Act and Amendments.  All real 
property acquired by Metro would be appraised to determine its fair market value.  Just compensation, 
which shall not be less than the approved appraisal made to each property owner, would be offered by 
Metro.  Each homeowner, renter, business, or nonprofit organization displaced as a result of the project 
would be given advanced written notice and would be informed of the eligibility requirements for 
relocation assistance and payments. 

 
Response to comment 30-272-I. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-272-J. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

 
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-273. Lori A. Marple-Pereslete. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30- 273 

Om\ Environmenbl lmp;ict Sbt.cmc:nt/Dr.aft EITVironmcnb l lmpitd Rq>Qtt 

Comment Form 
The Crenshaw Trans.it Conidor proJect te..imwefcomes )'Otlt comme,nts on the findings or tie Dr.ft Environmental lmpaa 
S!:ncmcnt/01.:111 En•Ji.ronment:d lmp.,a,c:t R~ or :,.r,yQthi:r ;i~t of the PfQjec;l or pr0«n. F'fie::i,e GH eul thh form :md U$!: ;iddition;J 
shetts of paper, if l'lete$Silty. G-Nethls form to project staff or rNum to Meuo (see directrons on f'e\'ef"Se}. 

Namt (Am& l..ut Nvne, Otpnir~lion) 

Address {Suttt, CNy. Sm~ 'Zip) 

THIS COMMENT RElAfE.S ro 

My support for {diect 011et: 

□ Bus Rapid TniMll {SIU) Altemauve 

)zf Ught Rall Tl'insl1 (LIU) Altemativt 

D No lmproveme-nt Necessaiy 
(No-8u!ld Aher11attve) 

M lnor l :n~tO'Ftm"1U: 
□ (Tr.insport.tion Syslems 

Management fTSMI Alli:mativ~) 

0 No Opinion 

My thoughlS abol.l'l 
fd'!ci;k any 0( al that .ipplyl: 

□ Consttuctlo!l 

□ Noise 

□ AlrQv..lity 

□ Tr.1ffi< 

0 Saf<ty 

0 Viw.al El(c-ru 

~ Disptsf.CementorProperty 

D Dlsl\Jpci0t1-to Busincu 

D PubJic Services 

D Loctl lafld Use& D~ lopmel'lt 

D Eoonomlc lmpa<ts .;'ld Jol>s 

□ SpE-clflc Design features 

□Other 

□ Yes )O NO 

? IZ,(!> Je:>qC \N \ l.-1., g; \,\ >.I\ l "",,..-y-e; I A 
1,-\ l S. ---1> ~\ ~ C&t .YCI 1011!'; (,, 6, A< 00 0 IS" 

ftJ:G<:u..,tG.EITT :JD s~ve:: ~ a 
A,j..¥::'fO'V\ \~ :f@> ,)1&lA 0~ 
:::tb e:L ';,156, lJ Vt> D, 

•OVER , 
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--------------~ Metro 

Commtttt (continued): 

TELL US ABOUT YOURSELf 

What is yovr home ;ipoodc? 

Do you: (dN!<!t ~U rh,r 3pp/y} 

O Uw l:t the project area? 

0 Worlc i.n the project :iru? 

J2J Commu!e thrwgh the projed arta? 

lio-.Y do you 1egt1la1ly travel in the pro!ect area? 
(ch«k all th~t ~pp,fy) 

□ a .cycle? O 81,1s l 

□Other? - --------. .f"! CarorTrvc.l<? 

I□ S,thtt 

□Walk? 

Q Own a business In the projoct art>-1? 

AfflUATION 

0 Resident O Business 

~ Community or Neigtlbol'hood Organization 

C Pubf.ie Agenc.1 

O Envi,onmental Otganiutlon 

□ Civil: O,ganiUU<>n 

O £eoM>mk Oevelopme,11 OrgMizatiof'I 

O Ome, 

©Metro 

Thank You! 
Gi'1! th6 fo,m to p1ojea staff Of return to Mflro; 

~IM;ail 

Roderick Din . Project M~gt:r 
Los Anee'e$ Courlfy Metr·opo!ltan 
Transponation Authority 
One Gatt'W3y Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99>22.:J 
l.OsAneel~ ,CA 900l2-29S2 

Email: 
diazrod!fflck®mctro,n1:t 

~ect Hotline 
{213) 922-2736 

Comments must be rec.eived by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-273-A. 
 
The proposed project alignment is more than 1,500 feet away from the historic Centinela Adobe.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not disturb or eliminate the historic Centinela Adobe.   
 
Response to comment 30-273-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would serve both LAX and El Segundo 
with an Aviation/Century Station and an Aviation/Imperial Station. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-274. George Marr. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30 - 274 

The Crenshaw Transit Corridor project team welcomes your comments on the findings of the Draft Environmenuil lmpa(t 
Statffllfflt/Oraft Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the p,oject or process.. Please fltl out this form and use additional 
sheets of paper, if nt'Cessary. Give this· form to prolec:t $ta fr or retum 10 Metro (see di1e<tlons on rC\tcrse). 

Name (FitSt &Ust Name, Organiution) 

Address (Str¢t;t, d: s,.,~ Zip) 

T.111S COMM~N ! RH.Al f.$ TO 

My $upport tor {c:hld one): 

O Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Altemative 

JI tight Rail Transit (LRT) Altematlve. 

□ No Improvement Ne<esu,y 
{No-Build Ahemative) 

Minor Improvements 
□ {Transportation Systems 

Management (TSM) Ah.emative) 

D No Opinion 

My thooght& abo.l 
(chd any or aH that appty): 
□ Construction 

□ Nolse 

0AlrQuallty 

(i Traffic 

li!I Safety 

I! Visual Effects 

D Otspiac:ement or Pl"opMy 

'8 D<sruptlo.rt to Busine:1$ 

□ Public Servti::es 

Im Loe:al Und Use & Development 

D 'E<:onomle lmp.1cts ~nd fobs 

19 Spe<:iflC Design Fe,aturcs 

O Other 

C:Omment o,&ea,e print~ 

-OVER -

Would you like to be added to the pl"Oject ma.iling Ust? 

12fYes □ No 
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Comment (continued): 

TELL US ABOUT YOURS rt F 

What is your home ziP code? 'if",Jof WOrk zip code? 

C!!I live in the p(Ojec.t area?: 

0 Work .in tht project art'a? 

□ Ov(n a buslMs} In the pl'()ject aru? 

AFF UATION 

fB Resident· , , □ Busin,ess , 

How do you regularly travel in the project area? 
(chedr ,H that ,pply) 

Ii.. ~ommute th1'°'-tgh the project area? □ Bicycle? D Bus? 

□Other?. ~ ---------- fglCarorTruck? 

□?mer 

Thank You! 

□Walk? 

• Cl-it dlis form 10 project staff' or ffltum to Metro: 
□ Community ot Neighborhood Organiu tl()(I' Pcoial Mall 

□ P\Jbli¢ Ageney 

□ Erwironment:111 O,janli:alion 

0 Civic O,ganli,;tion 

D Economic OC\•elopment Organization 

OOthe, 

~Metro 

Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropo!Mn 
TransportatlonA~thorit-f 
O(ieCatewry Plata 
Mail Slop; 99-22,3 
losAngdc,, CA 90012-2952 

Email; 
diazroderid:@metro.net 

Pro;ea Hotline 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m: 
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---------~~ Metro 

'3G012+2SS2 

l.QS ANGELES c,,, 900 

MOC.:T2'009' PM ◄ T 
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Response to comment 30-274-A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).   
 
Response to comment 30-274-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-274-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-274-B. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-275. Cynthia Marshall. 

_ _ __________ _ _ _ Qj Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30 - 275 

1he(1tMilY#TQI\Si!COl'•.dxp,ci;cctk.,rn~J"MCOIW'l"ffl-'on~~o/itw-D'11tt EM~~ 
SYtemcm{Ofafi £n~ lmpaa ~ or anyOO'le, a'P("CI o(tht pro,iea or process. P'lui:e £ill ovt this form and -.itt Jddioona$ 
shff!J or papct, if nt'CnM,y. Give tlw$ (om, 10 pt<l\'l!tt st:i tT 0, lflUln ID Me;,o ("Hdhttion$ on 1evtrM), 

Namr (f'im& l1stN~. (),g,Jni./iOO(J) 

e.'(t)®.c\ ~tl-A:y.... 

THl'.i, t.()MI.HNI fU thTI S TO 

My_,.,f<Md<_ 
Q a.,,R.,,;dl ...... ( ... 1) ...,..._ 

0 U1ti1 Rail Tran5l1 (LRT) Altem.ative 

'let No lmprovfflW::nl Ntcesu,y 
JA\(No-8uild AJtcrnlltlW) 

M,tJOf l11if)ic,o,cMt a1r,_ ... s,.,.,.,. 
M•n•c:emem [TSMJAlt.emffle) 

□No Opinion .. ,.....,.. ... ~.,.,., .. ,.,.,......,,, 
s:,--
e,.-... , .. 
't!!{AI, Q\llllity 

b;(rulll< 
l!(s.1ctr 
0 V,Jual Cff«tJ 

J:s.. Olspltcem.ent t1f Pt0pe1ty 

J9'.. Oitupticn to Butlrt('lt 

O Pubi<S<ni<a 

Q Local Land \Jse& ~pmen1 

Ji{EcOl'IOhliC lmp:ic;i, and Jobs 

□ Spttlfk Ot'$1gn Fciltutff 

□o.... - -----

Wwld,o., ribe110be .addedcodw~~list? 

Q Yn J!!l.No 

, OVER-

A 
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m MetroL__ _____________ _ 

How&:,)'O",qt;larfyvwtlinff'IC'p,O)taiw•? 

r( Uve in tho p,ojfCI l ft'.a? 

□ Wor!< fn N p,ojccl -1 

r~•,, ,;,,, •mi 
jil.Comm11t• thro11ah the projtc11rUi? □ 8iqde? 

0 0tb"1 _______ ~ C.,o,Tn,dll 

a 0wn .. ~.tht~1tt., 

.;>fll'/.l/0'• 

g',te,sidcnl O 8uSll'lt:U 

~o(nmunlly o, Nrfghbo1hood 01;111liatlon 

□ Publk .,..,., 

a £11wi.0,111111t,ltd~ 

Q C'Mt Oq....ii•,o,, 

D Econc:wruc 0.11~opm-ent Organlutlon 

□Otlm ----------

©Metro 

□~ 

Thank Youl 
CN't! this form 10 projc(;t s.t.iff' or ttl\JM to Metro: 

_ .. ,;J 

Aodorid<Cllaz,Pn,j,aM ...... 
\M ~Co.riyMet. I f M 
Tra..~,,.,,,.., 
ON! Glttway Aiu 
Mill Stop: 99-22-J 
~Angel~s.CA 90011,29$2 

Emal: .....,__ ... 
PN,je<t
(21l) 922-lJU 
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--------------~ Metro 

. -lt:J'S" AJ>l(!,,~T,,P.s, C:A ·~ • · 

23'0l;i° 2009 f'M 1-4 T 

1ot>e:V~ \)Az.1 Ynoffl.":r \,.,{.s,ic 
ws Av'i ~ WiJL/fV H eill{)foi.,rk1---l 

-r~sl"vll'.~ov ~w 
{)µr;, 8~...-y p <AZA 
},{;\11,, >'nlP : 'i'Cl- .}.} · 3 
l,.osf\vc1~ (+,._ 900/:} - ;;y/S;;,.. 
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Response to comment 30-275-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
A park and ride facility near the optional Manchester Station was initially considered during the 
DEIS/DEIR.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the optional Manchester 
Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station was removed 
from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership projections.  The project 
has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a 
future time. 
 
Response to comment 30-275-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-276. Tekaya Martinez. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:21 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Pleas& keep th~ crensha\v Lioo- undergfound on crensttaw Blvd 

-·--·· Forwarded m~ age •·--··· 
from: Tekaya Tekaya <tcka,ya 1.ckAYa®nhoo.com> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 ai 11 :53 AM 
Subject: Please• kc~1> the Crenshaw Liuc ondcrgroond ou Crenshaw Blvd 
To: crenshawrUfixexpo.ora 
Cc: ,mb,,co116@Y!!!loo~com 

Dear MTA B<,:u·d of Dircdor.,: 

30-276 

Plea.~. k!!ep l11e Crens ha.w 1..ine ondergrou.nd on Cren.1;h,1w Ol\'d forlhe ~td'"ety of the children at I 
Crenshaw High School and View Patk Prep. Alj:lO lraffic alre,1dy bt1cks. up in both directions 0 11 Slauson. A 
[Xm'I make n bad siuu11ion worse. T.-i:al us 1he same tis )'Qtt intend to treat lllC: \\lil;;.hirc c<)JJ1Jnunity~ 

Sincerely, 
Tek.'1y::t rvtartinez 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-276. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-277. Matt Mason. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

crensh.rw Tr;1.nsit corridor onsOEIR COl'll'lentsl6 
ltesul u froei r:-onn l of Page projects_.stvdies/cren$haw/<:onnent_fonn.htriFl"Om: webnasur 
i.••'O't!l $"t1d:1y. OC't6b~io 25, 2000 I)~ SS OM 
TO: Oioz, ROdf:t'ick 
subj ect : Crqnshaw Tran s-1t cord dor oUS/D£tll Co,ments 

first1tanie : 
last:NMie: 
o.-gan1zation: 
emai l address: 
st.re.et: 
C1ty: 
St.ate: 
2'1pc.ode : 
ves: 
NO: 

~~~~tion: 
Ail"()u.tlit),': 
TrafficS11fety: 
Vi sualt ffeus: 
Di solace11entofProoert:y: 
Di S1"11Ptiom:ollusiness: 
Publicservi ces: . 
t.0<.a 1 t.andusei>eve 1 OJ)Wlen t : 
ECO.!\OflliC!ftPacuand)obs: 
Spe<.1 H coesl 9nFeatlH'tS : 
other: 
HOm&i p: 
WOl"k:Z1p: 
L 1veintheptole<t·area?: 
1,;cu•kinthepro Ktarea?: 
0wt1abusiness nthei,roJectar ea?: 
con::mutcthroughthepn> e-ctarea?: 
other: 
Sicyclc,?: 
CarorTrvclc?: 
Sus?: 
ll'alk?: 
other?: 
Resident: 
aus'lness: 
conm1ni tyorwe19hborhoodor9an 12a ti on: 
PubliCAgency: 
env'i ronMnt11.lor9ar1fz.at1on: 
civi( 0 1·911.ni z.ation: 
econoaf coe.ve l opaentorgan1 tat1 °" : 
other: 
O;ste: 
Time: 

addi tion;:11Q)fffflcnt$: 

na ttmasong99t)yaltQo . C:Qffl 
11~25 <iOshen ;wc,n1,1e unit t 
LOS Mgeles 
CA 
90049 

•• HOtmprove1tenNeces.saryQ(o•8!li 1 dA 1 ternati ve) 

•• 
•• 

•• VES 

VI'S 

ON 

2009 

30-277 

I
r beHeve Ulis project need.s to be Pllt on hold 11ntil f ederal fund$ c-an be 9ath0ritd for tile lil'le to 
actually 111ake it to the P11r9le Line. A.s a better altern.itive, the vel"ff(lnt s11bway e•tension needs to be I 
e•plored as this could be brou9ht to ttce Green Line or ttarbor sub Row .ind achieve a, si1J1i h .r airport 
connection that ... ay, ... t11l e serving a more i •porunt transit corridor with higher public transit ridershi p B 
and connectivity to the r est of the systu (Le, Holly,.ood and the va-11ey). 

Page l 
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Response to comment 30-277-A. 
 
The current Metro LRTP financial element does not show New Starts funding for the Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project.   The project funding plan shows that the project is fully funded with a combination of 
local funds (including Measure R) and other types of federal funds.  
 
Response to comment 30-277-B. 
 
A Vermont subway extension is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Information on 
other Metro projects can be obtained at the Metro website at www.metro.net, under the Projects and 
Programs tab. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-278. Joanie Matheson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

ti l'StHame.: 
laso.aMe: 
or9art1 zat1on: 
enaf l1ufdress: 
$treet: 
c i cy: 
state: 
zi pcode: 
Yes; 
NO! 
suppon:: 
COl'ISUuction: 
AirQua11ty: 
Traff1c$afety: 
VisualEffects: 
Oi spl ac.et1et1tof~roper-ty: 
Oi$1'upt t ontoB-usiness : 
Publicser v·tces : 
Loc:ll 1 l andus eoeve 1 op:nent : 
e-conMi<:hlpact.sandJobs : 
S.ped fie De$ i9r1Features: 
O'dler: 
MOmeZip; 
workZip: 
L 1 vei ntheproj «urea?: 
work1 n thepro J e< t.a.rea.? : 
owr,abus 1 ness1 nthtPl"9 j ¢et•rca?: 
C-OlmlUte ttl roughrtlepre>J ix.ta rea?: 
other: 
B1cycle'l: 
carorrruck?: 
sus ? : 
'llal k?: 
Ot hel'?: 
Resident: 
8uJiness : 
connuni t yol'Net gh.borhoodOrgani ot i on: 
Pvbli c;AgC(ICy: 
£nvi rormcnta lol'91u1:i 2a don : 
Civic<>rganintion: 
econoni cOtve 1 e>p,ien rorgani u ti on : 
ocher: 
oa.ce: 
Tine: 

11.ddi tiona\Cotm.ents: 

foani e11a d ;e-.sonJy 11h00. co• 
19H .A.bi ~ail Phc;a 
LOS AAgel es 
CA 
90Q4S 

°" 
Mi no r I11proveirients (Tr ans portati o nSy$ tens."lenage~nt (fSK).A 1 te rnni vci) 

°" 
Os 

ON 
ON 

ON 

ON 

90045 
90405 
YfS 

Y!S 

ON 

t«>flda.yl oc-,;ober 26, 2009 
01:54: 3 PM 

30 - 278 

--CCMtRECTION 1'0 l'HE Pt:tlOR f:()RM I SUB14rTTEO--- - ----•••• ...... H ................ _________ __ _ _ 

In reference to t he c l osure of Hindry , t said: "The Osage .Ave/ Hanchest er' i ntersect fon i s already 
e.xtrCllCl y bt1sy and it's d i fficult to turn OtltO Ma.nchester (both north and southbound) dt1rin9 rii:sh hot1r," 

I mu.tit to say '"bot:h CAST ar.d WEST$0UNP)" . 

~ajor concerns: #l Th,e t.RT M:alntel\at\ce- i:adlity Site l proposal wou1d severely i11pac-t the Ouge 
r cs ldet1t 1al r.eighborh-ood of west.chester. Cl osing Hi ndry would be a. aajor 1!1'1)ediflent, s i n~ i t; is t he 
guickest:. safest and most convenient entr aJKe/ exi t co tit~ n•i 9hborhood. The Osage Ave/ Mancfiener A 
1ntcrse<t:'lon 1s a l readY extrc:;J1ely busy and h 's d i fficult to tur n onto Ma~ e-scer(both north af'd 
50uthboond) during rt1sh hour . visib1Hty fs poor dtte- -i:o th11 s tri p na11 and lal'Qe t rttclcs 1,1si ng the 
fotctsection, Clos i nr, Kindry woul d l!':Xa<:erbat e t his probl em. The dh:plaee.ent o f local businesses, ilnd i n 
p;ar tlcular the westchester Pl;l.yhouu, is also a big: <onc, rn. 12 The cos ts for 8RT and I.AT ;i.re huge, 11nd I 

8 certllin to grow. Too lfflJ<h unccrtaintY in the proj ect pr-opos~l to get a fee1 for 111hat the r e.i.1 CO$U would 
be:. s.o-ca1led mi no r ( b1.1-c well thought-ou t")it1prove-11enu. ma,y be abl e to achieve the desired r(ISUlt-ll 
witholtt geu t ng lost in d ie 91.imur fac tor of a hioh profilo , pos,ibl>· OYel'bl()W(I p l'ojecc. 

!'age 1 
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Response to comment 30-278-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-278-B 
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.  In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-
thirds majority, committing a projected $40 billion to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout 
the county over the next 30 years.  Measure R will help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, 
create more than 210,000 new construction jobs and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local 
economy, according to estimates by the nonprofit Los Angeles County Economic Development 
Corporation.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was identified as a project to be funded by 
Measure R.  No additional taxpayer money would be required to fund the project.   
 

 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-279. Alison Mattiza. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-279 

The Cn-nshaw Transit Conid0t project team Wl!komes your comments on the findings of the Draft En\/ironmtntal Imp.Kt 
Statemcnt/0r.ifc £nWOM1~ Im~ R.qxin 0t ~"1 Qmc:r ;i,;pect of th,e projeQ or p-q<;en, flt,e;ise fill ovt thi$ rorm ;and vsc ~ I 
sheets of paper, if necessary. Give this lorm to projea staff or ret..-n to Metro (see dirtetions on reverse}. 

N~me (Fir$t& L:tst Nllmt'., Oqpmintion) 

A \Z ~ N\o,.-\:t ?i?A -
Address IS-Gly, Slat,; Zip) ' 

({77 Qt_ 
Emal! {entt:r .rtkmn to~ ptYiod.Y:p1oj«1 upd,r:esj 

~No 0. e\"\\c::5ci::)zD ). GO~ _____ ....,. ________ _ 
D Bus R~pid Transit (BRT} Altcr~tive 

)if Light R:ii!Transit (LRT) AltcmJtivc 

No Improvement Ne«'$s;lry 
0 (No-Buifd Attcm;iti~) 

Minot I m;prcwement$ 
D (Tr'lln.sportat!on Sy11terns 

ManagerMrtl [TSMJAMrnalivc) 

O No0p!nbn 

MJ thoufMS about 
iched< any 0< al that ,wly): 

D Construction 

□N<>isc 

OAitQuality 

Q Tl':lffic: 

□safety 

0 Vi~uat Effects 

0 Oispl3(:tmtrtt of Property 

D asruplion to Bu$ine,s 

0 Public SeMietS 

D loc-,;,I L;ind Use & Development 

0 Economic; lmp;ic;U and Jobs 

□ Speeffic Dtt?gn Fc-.11tUte$ 

O othet 

A 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1031 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment {«intinu~; 

TELL US /,BOUT ~OURSELr 

What i'> your homt zip code? WoA Zip code? 

How-do )'00 regularly ttavd in the projca area~ 

O li~ in the project ar9? 

O Work~ the project area? 

0 Commute through the pro;cc1 area? 

Q Olhef? 

{di«:t all th,i apply) 
□ mqcl~ 

O C;µor Tn,ck? 

□?mer 

□Bus? 

□ W~lk? 

D Own a busJne1~ in the p!Ojt<:t .ares? 

AFFII tl.TION 

□ Resident 

0 Comm\lnity0< Neighbothood Organiution 

D Public Agency 

O Envil'Oflmcntal Organization 

O Cwk O,ganiution 

D Economic DevctQ?fflcnt Organi-zaiion 

□o,i,,, 

©Metro 

---------

Thank You! 
Give this form to pro;cct st.ff or return to Metro( .......... 

Roderick Oi~, Projett M.an:agtr 
Los Angeles County Mettopoli.tao 
Tr.11nspo~Autho1ity 
One G.atewayffaza 
M.1il Stop: 99-22,3 
Los Angdes, CA 90012-2951. 

Email: 
diazrodcrick@mctro.net 

Prc;ec:IHodinc 
(213) ~2-2116 

Comments must l,e ,-j~ by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-279. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-280. William and Helen Maxwell. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 280 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: HElENSMM@aol.com 

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2009 9:38 AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick; crehshaw@fixeexpo.org 

Subject: CRENSHAW LINE 

Dear MT A Board of Oirect0<s: 

This letter i-s to urgent you to keep the entire Crenshaw Line underground for the welfl~.re and safety of our 
children and for maintaining the integrity of our neighbOlhood and community. Nol to mention the noise a.nd 
I.lame §e"els that can have a se1ious impacl on the health o f the residenls fn !he a1ea 

Again, pie~ vote lo oontinue the rail line underground and not above ground be!ween 48tli to 59th. which is 
right next to Vie# Park Prep and a block away from Crenshaw Htgh School. To leave this area with a rail at 
st!'e-et level woutd be v<Jry problematlc lot our n$lghboshcod, and not a weo thought ou1 plan. Please do not 
destroy thfs residential area of our c::omrnunity, and serioust'j oorisidet the safety and wet! bei:na of the people 
who have hved in thts community tor generations. 

A ground level rail system for the potion of the oommunity between 48th street to 59tt'i would ha.ve never been 
oons1dercd for the Wllshire area. Wo \ftant tho sam~ cons!dera!lon, and join Mark Ridley-Thomas, Supervisor 
for the Second Ois!cict in urging :,'OU to vote to keep fhe entire Crenshaw Blvd poftion of the Croosha-.v Line 
underground. 

Sinoerefo;, 

VVilliam and Heten Maxwell 
347-0 West 481n Street 
Los Angeles, C3Jifornia 90043 
(323) 299-5198 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-280. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would result in the reduction of 26,764 automobile miles 
traveled compared to the No Build Alternative.  Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies 
throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit 
technology and incorporates grade separations.  This transit technology can operate in at-grade 
environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-of-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade 
separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case basis primarily for severe traffic or other 
environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of an area.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to local businesses and to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw Boulevard.   
  
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-281. Adrienne Mayberry. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

L\ear M'tA So.ard : 

m~ber(Y59@carr.com 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 7 ;~7 AM 
Diaz, Roderick 
C1ensh.~w Blvd . ,ail line 

30-281 

rt is crucial that th: e-ntire Cr@nsha· . .- Boulev.aird portion of the- Crenshaw rail line be 
placed ur,d;..rground . 'J'he ali:-E--ady heavily trav€'led aue:,:-t cannot. S'upport t.he addi1:.ional 
con.ge~tion t..hat HOl.lld be ~rea.:ed by an ac- grad<a rail sy~e-m on t.hie major artery with.in 
t.h,a. community . lt connect.s Los Angeles: co In,;il.....wood and other South Bay cit.io:s , 
E'llrcil~rnro:~, a nult'ber of schools a~d business~s, including a united St.ate2 post office, 
fall within the portion that. is bein9 conside.red to be ooastruct"f:'d at- grade lev,;;L The A 
i~pact of a Lai l line upon ar~a businea~es and travel within the area would be extroMnely 
harmful , Tho: .fact chat children woul d need to cross ai: i::he sam<e ! 1=-.•el .as the rail line i.s 
an itwitation for di.sas-t&r , Please i::alt:e into c<>nsicle,.ra.:ion the il1'1pact at- grade rail "lould 
hav"t? on this community and treat: it: with the same .respc;et you wo\ll ci like for your own . 

Thon>: :i-·ou for your time and oonsideration , 

Sincerely, 
Adrienne Mayberry 
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Response to comment 30-281. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would result in the reduction of 26,764 automobile miles 
traveled compared to the No Build Alternative.  Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies 
throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit 
technology and incorporates grade separations.  This transit technology can operate in at-grade 
environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-of-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade 
separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case basis primarily for severe traffic or other 
environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of an area.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to local businesses and to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.    
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-282. John Mayer. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

30• 282 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: -:S-v'vw\. ~ :½ &wi.; l!,\b~ o&:pc.~Mr:i,,l..,;.,... 
AooRess: _ 6,, ti, v,,(_ 4,, &6: ;d A PHoo~: '3 to • 'ii z.. r,, %11 
O:>MHao"s: T .r',:.cl i"t w,11/d b1- ~v;c &-,.. !l"W1- <f'Y!lod 

al5,,, Sq [u a,,,d Ml-:(. e PP,fGtt.l. v 
A 

on 
(.~ 

w~.:((i Jti.~,:2'£$J'~8fiulll:f av'ocr. 23 

Email: ar,nshaWO{ixexpo.otg • Fv: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781167 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1038 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-282. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw Boulevard.   

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1039 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-283. Tori McClenton. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: uo; mcdenton [t-roi@sbcglobal.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:18 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line ..... . 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line uode.rground on Cteoshaw Blvd for the safety t)f the childi't'n at 
Crenxha\~' tlJSh School and View Pan< Pre-p. Also traOic !ti.ready ba..:ks up in bt)lh dire..:tiou~ on 
Slauson. Doo't make a bad situation wors~. ·1·reat us the same as you in.teod to treat 1he Wilshire 
couunuoity. 

Troi r,.{<,-Cknton 
5267 Southridge Ave. 
LA, CA 90043 

I J/512009 

30- 283 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1040 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-283. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1041 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-284. Johnnie McCray. 

 

~ Metro~--------------

30-284 
- -- - - -- ----- '-'4.Jl n.JYU .:::,Gru.>,..=~z,.,,==-~==™"""""•"'""'"""rm~-==- -

CoM~ ll'Y_ MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: ~NU ( MC~ EMAi\.: ®-P<1111jf r10:,.a, od-Ml?l 
ADDRESS: \(,()@ a· ~ /Ht "J/6~ !'HONE: _____ _ _ 

C.0MMEl'l1'5: _,., _ _ _ _______ ~---- - --- --- , 

Hill'.Eil~1Wi.i'i~.C~~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1042 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-284. 
 
There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated 
and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among 
options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of 
Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as 
public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions 
have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation 
measures have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on 
adjacent minority or low-income communities. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1043 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-285. Mamie McFrazier. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30--285 

IIIIIIR ... TD NTAIITOCf, ...,.., __ nocr. 2S 

.... waak; OC o,p•IIDr:(lZJ)lSl- 64lS'•.W-P.O. b181.161LA, Olg(J(JJ6 

'(f:I tr!tt tOOl i ft/01 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1044 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-285. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1045 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-286. Alvin McGilbray. 

 

m Metro[__ ________ _ 

30- 286 
---- <.:I.fl' AND SEND-----------

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STIJDY 

NAl-1£: ;4\v lj-, M ; G:i ,l\,;:,r-c..:( EMA!t.: ________ _ 

AOIA<lcSS: S 'l1 t.- o u e" 1h11 D < 
C:0.IMENTS: 3:: _,) ~ rl1 ~ I\ <2 T" Ii-\ 1--1 I 

? \<'.( \1 U N09~ c.i~"¼"'-.t> • 

~-~io~~®Ai~ 
&na!I: aenshaw@flxexpo.Of9 • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 0\ 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1046 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-286. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1047 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-287. Ashley McGovern. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-287 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: ede·mnvsvs@netscape.net 
Sent: Thursday, S<:ptemter 24, 2009 3:29 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Comments. on Crenshaw Cooidor Metro Projool 

Mr . Diaz, 

Ove to the fact I am not ~ble t◊ attend the pvblie meetings on this-important subject, I would like to 
vOice my strong opinion about the Crenshaw Corridor. Why is the Ci ty still looking to fossit fuels (8RT 
System) with regard to mass transit ?What good l s pubflc transportation If it pollut l!!i the air and does 
not set a example of a commitment to long tem1 sustainability? Buses (although a better alternative to 

si ngle driver automobiles) am still the l esser o f two evils. Don't we have enough polludon and Jtaffic 
congestion: {mote buses will only add to it}? A light rail ttansit system that does not produce toxic and 
atmospher-e destroying emissions is the obvious solution. At l·east electfical producers and utility 
companies are looking for green power and renewable enecgy while most oil companies could c-are less 
about the environment. Our State is embarrassingly In debt and the City is broke, let's send a strong 
message by constructing a ligJl t rail system that not all persons in Socal are clueless morons!! 

Ashley McGovern 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1048 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-287. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).  The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time 
benefits due to mixed-flow operation and the slow speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings 
along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Additional traffic impacts would occur from the 
conversion of mixed flow lanes in narrow sections of Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1049 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-288. Amber McIver. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 288 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Amber Mciver [ambermmciver@hotmall.com) 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:13 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@f,xexpo.or-g 
Subject: FW: Ucg~t View Park Pr~paratory lnfo<malioti 

Dear MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of 
the children at Crenshaw High School and View Park Prep. Also traffic already A 
backs up In both directions on Slauson. Don't make a bad situation worse. Treat 
us the same as you intend to treat the Wilshire community. 

Sincerely, 

Amber M. Mciver 

4228 W. 61st Street, LA 90043 

New Windows 7: Rnd the right PC for you. l&WJ more, 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1050 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-288. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1051 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-289. Adele McJimson. 

 

m Metro _ ____________ _ 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: /JD£/~ ln4lrosl"l-----' EAAD.: ______ _ 

Aool>fss: ~~1< t6.i:h k 11'1 Pto<e.?E -1tf.,·sr?I 
Co91ens: _____________________ _ 

Ml,IU 91! Sl!NT TO MTA BY OCT. 245, SO PUASI! RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Addre#: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1052 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-289. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1053 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-290. William and Maria Medina. 

© Metro~-------
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1054 August 2011 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1055 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-290-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
 
Response to comment 30-290-B. 
 
Comment noted.  An optional station at Manchester Avenue and a park and ride facility to serve the 
Westchester community were both considered in the DEIS/DEIR.  The optional Manchester Station was 
removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership projections.  
The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial 
crossing at a future time.   

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1056 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-291.William and Maria Medina. 

_______________ «, Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

?t. c,1-S r;;~t//fcCONrt tJ 1111rrtJ/J 1/JJMJ;. 
'j 

Dn,II En-dronrnental l,npM! Sb~ Erwi,onmenui lmpld Ac,pon 

Comment Form 30- 291 

r~ Cttn$h11w Transit Corridor project tr-am wekomct )'Our commtn'i on the RtlGJfCS olthe Draft £11Yl10r1ntcnt~I trnpila 
SmtementJO,aft E'.rwironment.il Impact Repori Of I">' Olhtl ,,peo of ihe J)(of,ect or p1oceu. Please ~tout this form :Ind u~ 1ddldon1d 
d,,ceh of p;apor, if necessary. Giw this brn to p,oj~ stt.fl' Of rttutl'I to M~ro (~ dir«tlons on ~se}. 

N1me (Flnt& List N..,,.,,_ O!'g:tlV#vorrJ 

'-()};L t. I 4 /11 AN 1> ~IA- ()f t:'/J/,6 11t:-: 

0 Bus Rapid Tttnsit (BRT) Ahem1ti 

~ lght Rall Tronsit (LRT) A!temati~ 

0 Nt> lmprcwement Nccns;iry 
(No•8u!ld AltMtal ll/e} 

Minor lmpro'letnents 
□ (t~portatiOli S~tems 

Manaafflloent (TSM)A.lt«marive) 

□ No Oplr1lctl ..,.....,.... ... 
(d,od,.,.,., "'"""'Pf'ln: 

c c ......... 

□-
0 AlrQualiq, 

0 Tafflc 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1057 August 2011 

~ Metro[__ ____________ _ 

B 

~....,, ,,,. , 

~$~~.Ju:= 
YJ«uliit:: it;~~l!~~sv=~~:;: 

Mb &1x1t}(Js '1P Jl.tlLIK rz: 1,0 1)11<. 4f£71- · 
111CJ F '2"£'L t, u/t!uL-1) ,Sr t,J;i~0.c:Y;fl.Jl, 

lt?:S:> 7RA[f!C, le'55Al{R, paz, u71(}/.J. /lP/i'/IXJS 
. >[1J A Z2 ,2) />Jal? c. "811 5 l6kr; > e5 A AL t> 5 ,, f Pt2RT 
f e'R we 7tu~1 ,¼ss;:s: ,,4t7?,=,i4z:,i< l,AJ CJ(llc,_, 

0 Uve hi tht p,ofOCt tfta? □ Con,nMc throuth ti-It- p,o;tcc •real 

OWO<k,nllM-- Q ed,,,/ - - - - - -
0 Own ;1 but f11ess in lhe pn:ijocl arta~ Othtt 

Thank You! 
□ Rniclent □ 8uslneo 

□Com"""MJ'«N:•~~ 

0 Public A&""'I 

a°"'°""""..,. 
O (.co11oml,c ~tl~nt OraM!l.ation 

CMt this fo,m to profect ,taff' or munt to Mrt,o: 

-.. .... 
Roderick Oiu, Projta M;mae« 
Los .....,ies C.U.oy Mffl09Clic,n r.........,.......,-, 
One Gllfwa"f "'.au 
Mail Stop: 99-22·3 Los.....,_ CA 900>1·2952 

Em1lh 
d,.....i.,ld,-

P.-ojta Modin. 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be tlCdlled by Oc:tobo, 26, 2009, 5:00 p,n. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1058 August 2011 

 

----------~~ Metro 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1059 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-291-A.  
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the support and input from the commenter as it is an important part 
of the planning process.  A park and ride facility would not restrict access in the community it is located.  
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-291-B.  
 
Please see response to comment 30-291-A. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1060 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-292. Junia Mejia. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

--- ---- - - - CUT AND SEND 
30-292 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: Z1.u1i1-.., -1IJ41t~ & wL: ,,/~Pt":f'}i'QU.07'a.1""-"(,1'} 
ADDRESS: J/bfC /II · Utt~ s/ • g u--d>!?c,, 6 •J :l'<>.:1Pi~e: ~12) l'.'.? Y'. W""a • 
CoMMOOS: I/It Wq11,/d /ii.t f/.t. -/rd4,z /2J P-'- P,Ma-,4,,Nw?,(' A 

n4/- c,; f/4. .r/-t.a_f. ,, 

f.rust,:~:,;o;m._'ff.~-ffl'l W~ ~~ftN if'd.i'tit·23 
r1•fl: crenshaw@fixexpo.Ofg • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1061 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-292. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1062 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-293. John Meshack. 

--------------~ Metro 

30-293 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: John Meshack Omeshack42@yahoo.com) 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:33 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: M.Worail 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Boulev:.vd for the safety of the children at I 
Cr<msltaw High School :and View Pitrk. Prc1>, Also tratJiic nlrc:tdy backs up in l>oth dircclfon.s on A 
Slauson . . Pl\!ase. do11't ,nake a bad situation worse. Treat us the sain t as you iotend to treat the Wilshire 
conummrty. 

Sincer~ly, 

John Mesl\ack 
4061 Olympiad Dr. 
Los Angel•;;, CA 90043 

I J/10/2009 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1063 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sherry Costa [sherrycosta@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:10 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick; crenshaw@fixexpo.org 
Subject: MetJotail 8alefy Of the Child(en 

From: Joho Meshack <jineshack42@yahoo.com> 
SubjccL: Me1nm1il 
To: diazroderick@metro.net, ~E§haw@!lix~xpo.,2!& 
D:11c: Monday, 0<,(obcr 26. 2009, 9:33 PM 

Dear ]vlTA Board of DiNctors: 

Ple,,se ke,ap the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Boulevard for the s.1fety of the chiJdr'3n at 
pren$ha,,1 High Scho~J and Vie"' P:lri:. Prt-p. Also ,rt1tlllc already backs up in both din!C.tio:i.1~ on 
S1auson. Please don't make ,, bad situation ,,,.orse. Treat us the s.ame as you intend to treat the Witshice 
comnmnity, 

Sjncercly, 

John Me,;back 
:1~!.2!:i:!1.!11£<!.!k 
Los Anoclc,, CA 90043 

Shcm..-Co5;ra 
·5308 10th A venue 
Ios':-"->,geieS:-CA. 90043 

I 1/1012009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1064 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-293. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1065 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-294. Myles Meshack. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Myles Mesnack {mbmeshacl<@sbcgJobaLnet] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:29 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: c~oshaw s:ub\vay line 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the children at 
Cr<msltaw High School :md View Pitrk Prc-1:>. Also traffic :tlrcady ba,~ks up in OOlh directions on 
Slauson. Doo't make a bad situatioo worse .. Treat us the s:une as you iotend to treat the Wilshire 
conummity. 

Sincer~ly, 

My les Meshack 
41)61 Olympiad Dr. 
Los Angel•;;, CA 90043 

I J/512009 

}\ 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1066 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-294. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1067 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-295. Marsha Metoyer. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 9:39 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Cr&nshaw' Lin& 

- •--H Forwarded m,;?S,Sag,e •·-·-··· 
from: mmwm'@prndi~-<mmwm@prodis>•,ncP 
Dme: Mon, Oct 26, 2009 ai 9:38 AM 
Subject: Crensh~w Linc 
To: crenshaw,ttfixexr,o.ora 

Uear MTA Board of D irectors: 

Please ke<i!p lht Crer1shaw Line uodergl'Ouod on Creoshaw mvd loi' the sat'cly of 0ie childi~1l at 
Cre(1shaw High S<:hool and View J>aric Prep. Also lmffic already bac-)(s up in ll()lh directions on 
S-faltS(m. Don't m,1.ke a bad situation worse .. Trea.t us the. same a~ you intend w treat tl1e Wilshire 
community. 

Sincerely, 
Marsha Meh)yer 
Vi~w pMk ri3:sident.. 

I J/10/2009 

30-295 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1068 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-295. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1069 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-296. Carl Miller. 

© Metro'----------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30• 296 

The Crenshaw Ttaiuit Co«id«p(Oiect w mwl!'komM )'OU' QQmrnent-s <.>n !I-.¢ findings o( the Draft Environmental lmpoct 
St!.U!mel'II/Or.ifl [N.ironmc.nta'! lmpw. Repor. or arryother aspect of the pro,ect O( p,oc.-ess. l'k3Se fJI o-.tt thi$ form and ~ additional 
slx!ets o( p.3per, ,r necessary. Clve-this fo,rn to p1ojed st;ifr or ret\lrnto Mctt0 ('i« di1ectiooso1l 1«?Yerse). 

Address (Srrm, Oiy. Sme, ZJp) 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My support for (<heck Of'le): 

D Sus Rapid lraosi;t (BRT) Ahcrnative 

li5 Ught Rall TraMil flRT} A!tcm:itivc 

O No lmp,ovement Nec:ds:lry 
(No•8ul1dAltema1ive) 

Minor lmprO\•ements 
D {Tun;portation Sys;emi 

M:inae:cmcnt fTSM) Ab,;riutiv~} 

□ No Opinion 

My thoughts abolll 
(diotk any ()f' all tkat apply): 

0 CoMtf\lCllon 

□ Noise 

0 Ai,Q~allty 

□Tr.ift;c 

os,r..,. 
O Vis-.,.1 U(ects 

D Oispl«ettmMt of P,ope,ry 

0 Ois,uptlon to Bus!r+ess 

0 Pvbli<: Seivkes 

0 l.Occ1I Land Use& Oevelopmen1 

0 £00i1omk lmpaGts at1d Jobs. 

□ Spe<.1rlC Oe'S,!g11 Fea1u ~S 

O Othet ---- ---

□Yes ta,No 

u r .c.eon,rur, ~ et2~,slia,y1.;: l1l£'f 
_t6£1! I[ NE n7Z , ,-: 

--PN»li/J.4t-4A'../J-7.ll.f-P. f: d 1¥1' ;ta:~ 
--klt:A.r ra Cf/Ar {,Jdlli(b Nd[ ..l}.n1nµt£ ,:1/;J§: 
- J~Acrnw /JF 'l'AJ It 1'/1£4.Z IC, /?{£4,1L. 

fiqJ.~f'. Tf{IJ[ tj1,~,J,(Jt,f' 1,(Jt,.JJTJ:M/' 

Kf.NJ'WtXJC> ,J?s /ML~~ 
(t1 C)I/Ri L;,g)il,_JQ·,;D.,,W:.,.,'X[""-'(L-_______ _ 

-OVER -

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1070 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

Comment (c:ontinu~): 

l➔ow do )'Ou 1egul:11lylr.lw! Int~ p,-OJE('t ate-a? 
fdl«f. ,n 11,a, ,pplJ') 

Q Uvt In die p,oject ate-a? 

0 Work in~ projcx;t ;er~? 

D Co.mrou!e th tough the project aun? □ 8!-C)'Cle? D Bus? 

0 Own al>Yslntts ;ndle prolecr area? 

AITIUATIO:\J 

□R~ictent □ Business 

fitommuniryor N~hbothood Organizat>OO 

Q PubSic: Ageflcy 

O Envi10l'lmer1t31 O,g:an,zallon 

D Ciwc O!ftrtit:it.On 

O feo~mic- Developmtt1t Organl2.<1tlo11 

□Other 

©Metro 

i(carorlruck? 

□?the, 

0 WalkJ 

Thank You! 
Give lhls form to project stalr OJ reMn to Metro: 

PostalM~1 

Roderid< Diaz, Project M~~r 
~ Ang,ele-s County MHropoUtan 
Transportation Atmlority 
OneC3teway Plm1 
Mail Stop:99-22-l 
l,os/;ngde,s.CA 90012-29S2 

El'l"l3il: 
diazrodcrick@mcvo,n~ 

ProjectHoline 
(2ll) 92.2•2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009. S:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1071 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-296. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1072 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-297. Denise Miller. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-297 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

EMAIL: - ---------

l , 'tr.<>o·~ 
, h • y;, PHONE: _.3-,.;2::c'3L...)!:.0.c:I ··c...•_,,·,:,,..i,_,'--_, 
~ C() u.t\ J 

Him:BE SENJ TO)o!TA·• V OCT.' ~&;SO'Pl,£~~:RETU~ iJf\tjft~;2) 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. 8ox 781267 LA, C4 90016 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1073 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-297. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1074 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-298. Derrick Miller. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 4 Comment Form 

3 0-298 

The Crenshaw T ,ansit Corridor project team welcomes your comments on ctie tindiog-s of the Orah El'l'Vironmcnt.il lmPQQ 
Statement/~ Environmental lmp;u;t Report or 'iJ.ITf o<her ~~ of the project or pnx:ess. Please flU our this fo,m and u~ a&Ji~ I 
sheets of paper, i( necessa,y. CA<e this torm to project staff or mum to M.tro (sec directions on ~1'$C), 

THIS COW,IENT REI.Alf$ TO 

My support fO< (dMCk one): 

□ Bus Ripid Transit (8Rl) Ahcrl\itivc 

)d Light Rall Transit (lRl) Altemative 

□ No 1mp1011emen1 Nec~s.31')' 
(No-BuildAJtematl~) 

Los 

Commcm {J,foa$• prirrt): 

WotJ )'OU Ii": to be added to :he proj!Kt m~iling list? 

t!fre-s □ No 

I da·not want fbe aicpott fo exto~rlt 

1;i½r,~r ~?ItJi,z1:/#~-t~~hi/a1, 
M~oor lmprowmenl'S 

□ (Transport.lion SyslCn\$ 
¼ nagcment (TSMJ A~rmtive) 

O No Opinion 

{ any ot all that applY): 7 ghtu bout 

~WL1f:i~ 1$ g;r , 
Coniltud ion 

D Noise 

0 Air Quality 

□Traff,c 

□ safety 

□ Vlw.al Effects 

□ Oisplicement of Propeny 

sruptlOfl to Business 

blk Se.rvkcs 

Local land Use& Development 

O Ecooomk Impacts aMJobs 

0 Specific Design features 

O Other ------

fiu+ 

~~~ 1an12 " 

,4r\d 

C 

-<MR-
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1075 August 2011 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Co,nment (contlrtued}: 

D u~ in the project a~a? 

D Woit In the proj~t ar't'3? 

□ Commute throu:gh the project areal 

□Othe,? LlvecJqse. 

How do you regulatt,traw:21n eprofect:arN? 
(d,,,:k ,H llMr >pp/;) 

O ~ lc? Bus? 

D Community or Neighborhood OfJ.lni:ution 

O Public Agency 

0 UlvironmentaJ Organization 

0 Civic 0-rg~nization 

O £oonomie Development oreanir.ation 

□other 

©Metra 

rlca,orTrudc? □Walk? 

□?ther 

Thank You! 
GIYethls form to project staff or rerum to Mi?tro: 

PosUf Mall 

Roderick Oi~, Projcx::t M.;inagCf" 
Los Angeles Coo.nty MettOpOlitaa 
Transpo~tion Al.lthority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stc.>p: 99-22,3 
Los.Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diwoderkk@meuo.net 

Pro}ecl Hotllne-
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be recel~ by October 26, 2009, S:00 p,m. 
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,,,; ·-
Oernck MIiier 
7-91$ Croydol'I Ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 

,, 

LOS-ANGeteS CA· .; · 

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transpon.ation Aothority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012,2952 

ll,l11il11,ll11,111ll,,l,lul,ll,l,,,l,l11,l,lllm111lll,l11I 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1077 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-298-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  LAX is a separate agency that has its own independent planning process.  
Comments concerning airport expansion should be directed to the individual LAX airport projects. 
 
Response to comment 30-298-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will enhance connectivity of the Metro 
fixed rail system, creating additional destinations for transit patrons. 
 
Response to comment 30-298-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1078 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-299. Walter Miller. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-299 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW ltNE S'nJOY 

A(>11tf~-,: ...1.2...L ~ ~ ,1~,,,.,.-:,_ _ -~?\f": $6 ::i - ·t:.: "'~ 
c..-,..1vf•.-~ ,1,,. /;:, G- r>l ;//•-~------

----- - - - - ------

l•• upport and r~qae«t MTA 1,tudy ~ ~PJ&'S o ·PTIO!! for the 4:t~tbe C1',en.•11111"'1' 
Jb"d port.Jost ot tlle Une to l>o built u.Pd.4f('l'0und, plu• • statio n 11.t Vernon. 

MIJST,8~$ ENt,,-o "\TA Bv oCT. 26, so·~reASE AhORN av Ocr. 21 

t m;,11; cre,,sr,:,w~t,(excc.f!l'g • Fax: (J:Ji io: • f4)S 4 Addrcn: P 0. Br• 7$!:!t.•' .:,.J C-1 9-x,;~ 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1079 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-299-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-299-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-299-A. 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1080 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-300. Doreen Mills. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

3 0 -3 00 

1:,,: ( ,,, .. d ,,lw •• ,.,,~ll c.:a,,,.lo, j.llOJo:fl ·~·"' ' ,~kr .. n,~ , , ,,., , ,,,,,,w .. 11hu-1 u .. , r11 .. 111+1~"' it>e ,,,,,fl t•,11¥'..tt"")1(';M.\! lm1~ .... 1 

'>l:ilr>l\l'<!Oll1:1f1 1'1wi,mll't1't11.-f lrr,11,;1,1:l ll(':~'(1,t Q, !lf)yr11 l1o"r ,,, ,1Ct l ,>! d i~ p1C1j1'1'1 Uf' P,Cl•:i::::-. 11,:1,:-t' Ml ,,m llltt, lnrr.1 .'111,tl \•~<' "°'f.1,1.,,..,,,1 
\ lt1•1:h QI 1>-•p•••. It ,1n .t>~a1y. t.;rwo lf11~ {.,r,,, Ito ' "'l!rtl •.1,ilf ,u ,,...,,, , t.•Wfot,u (:,1)1' ,lirr1J11lt'I-;~) ,r,,..'n,i:l. 

N .11,v, (hN/ .t l,ol l tl:Jm ,•. <.1'1,ww.riku,j 

,,04>,:0.~~ 
Ml., .. ;-. r-1,,w. f..'il,~ jJ,,r,~. ?If,} 

--3700, ~-··· ,:Vo-c-1,,,v 4 ve 
f ffl,'11 /t"'t:' , ,,t,i,:H (,, ........... ~•11 .... ,,1Jr.,,,.'\"''"'fl:bJ.- ) '\,,, .. i.1i1 r1 .. ."lol.:,;1~ ~.:,,.,1;,;_;1 ;~;-!Jw Jlll ~i:C$ 111:,~11;,;ti,,A;· . 

T~IS CO\l!M!r\lf RELATfS TO 

□ Nv /,nl"''"f:•U( 11! M,·t~•:,.:,.,,07 
(Nt1,il111ld h 11t·,,,.~ ,.,, •• 

~r1n,- 1,,1,>t1w<•,. .,:, ,;:, 
QI lo,hl'spv;l,1\io u1 •>r.: it,tt',. 

t,u,1;1gt',1w11l f1$.,1/ Ah~•m ;11,.,,, , 

Q NV (ltl -.11/'hl 

My thc,ns!f,tt ,\!,i1ot 
(du:,ck :my Of' ;il 1J1a< 11pp!yJ; 

□ {'l\o! ~!l11(1""" 

~ . 

Ji\ ,ur t,011 to 1:h r ,in,tV, 

Q Pv!1l,c. ~\!rvkt'\ 

IJ fr..,oomi~ !mpMl~ t1ntl fr.II·. 

~ ,r. llc,;1:,11 ,•,,tu"'" 

,001100[1! 

·-7." ,,.__,., •'17'•-"W,) --/., •t. &'/.a,'-'/_ 9'!«,,,,✓.,,/ 
/191!1 ri:11 I -1n,.,v,; r.f·. (/Ph<I.IJ. d<><v,.I C,P.,.,-.,;/,,,,.,, 
/JL,,c/1 ./?..•·'<l1t,,< _f. /1,I ;-./ t.4// /14,-,,' a 
1Jt1>1 ,t 7tcJ{! ~!J.7'u!.. (J;i ""f f/JJ~"-7'."'f ... .. 
u;/t,e, . :, tl/2;0_ .(u, / " t--/ZT . 4,,/1 
(Jt?J£~:l:.t 1/IJCJ<'e,.,_,2, .. _f/.J(Sif /,n~/, cl"-'J ,/ 

A 

/I 11/2-t~ -

OVI II 

rv~ 10:Lt eoot/ 9Z/ Ol 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1081 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-300. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  There is no documented evidence that the introduction of an at-grade light rail 
alignment would reduce property values.  In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent 
property values have actually increased.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the potential noise impacts of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and found that the project would not significantly impact 
surrounding residences or other sensitive receptors.   
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1082 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-301. Elisabeth Minihan. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-301 

The Cnmshaw Tran$it Corridor projcd team welcomes yo1.1, <,on,ments on lhe findings ofthe Draft E,wlron.meru:il lmp.-ci 
Statement/Draft En'l\ronmemal Impact Repon or anyol:Mr aspect of the project or pr<K:t$$. Please fill out thi$ form .1nd u~ addition;! 
sheets o( P3pet, tf necessaty. Giw ttm form to project staff or retom to Mctro (sc-c directions on reverse), 

Name (Fim & last Name, Organiution} 

~~1~¥,!J~J~ 
Address (SVM. City. SttJte, Zip) 

TH IS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My $ Uppor1. fur (<:heck one): 

E Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Altemative 

O Light Rail Transit (LRT> Altemative 

D No 1m.p1o"etne-t1t Necess3,y 
{N~Bvild Atte<native) 

Minor lmp<ov<'mt?nts 

D (Trllllsporution Systems 
Man.igcment (TSM] Alternative} 

□ No Opinion 

My thoughts-about 
(check any or all that apply~: 

□ ConstNcttOn 

□Noise 

0 AkQu.ality 

Q Traffic: 

□s,reiy 

□ Vi'sual Effe<.ts 

C8,0isplacemf:m of Prope1ty 

09 Disruption to Business 

D Pt.1b1ic Services 

13 Local land Use & Development 

l?i Economic Impacts and Jobs 

D Spe,clnc ~iSl'I Fea1um 

□Other 

' 

E( Yts D No 

Comment (Please print): \,I p{_ -r.. gm g ~,,;·±-..,aad J.< Id I( 
• 

.. f1y 11,. no 

l,,::-,1-ve 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1083 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

eon,,neitt {c.0ntinuccf): 

How do yoo regularlycr.avel i.n the proJ~ :irc:if 

lzl Uve In the pt0ject area.? 

'3J Work in the pr<>j~t ::uea? 

0 Commute thr1Wgh the ptoject area? 

□Othe1? 

(dr«k all th,i •pply) 
□ Bicycle? 

a'a C-arorT,uck? 

□ Bus? 

Q Walk? 

fa.Own a business in the projiect area? 

A.FFll'ATION 

fil 8u$iness 

C Community or Ne-lghbofhood Organitation 

Q Pubic Agency 

0 Environmental Org,nliation 

0 Cnric Organization 

CJ Economic Df:velopment Organiz-.a<fon 

~~~ . ,~ ea;.;.,__,,_,, . 
Metro 

- ---------
O?'h« 

Thank You! 
Give this fotm to project st3B' °' ,·etum t¢ Metro: 

Postal Mail 

Rodenck Oiat, Ptojed Man;,ger 
Los Angeles County MetropOOlan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99·22-3 
I.OS Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diaztode1ld:@me1,-o.net 

Project Hotinc 
(213j 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m . 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1084 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-301. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1085 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-302. Paula Minor. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Ernie Mixon (fnf2emixon@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:36 AM 

To: crens.haw@fix.expo.org 

Cc: Diaz, ROda-rtCk 

Subject Crenshaw Metro line Undergroud 

I m a lifelong resident of the Crenshaw a rea. 

Re: I<f'.ep the Metro Line lJndergroud. 

30- 304 

I m urging Metro to consuuct the Metro line undergroud. Crenshaw is one of the 
lifebloods of S. Los Angeles with hundreds or cJ·,ousands l'esidents who use this main 
street in our comm unit:}'. 

Build the Me tro line underground! ... We deserve safe ty in our community just Like 
thew. Side or Los Angeles! 

I J/512009 

}\ 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1086 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-302. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 

 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1087 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-303. Calia Mintzer. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crens haw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-303 

Draft Environmental 1mpad Statcment/Orafi Environmental Impact Report 

Comment Form 
The Crensh~ Tr;.n$il Cooidof j)l'Oject team we'comes :,vv1 eommerit$ on the findi~ of the Draft Environmental Impact 
S1a1ement/Oraf\ Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project Of proc~s. Please fill out thrs form and use additional 
sheets of paper, if necessa,y. Gi\<e this fom, to project staff or retum to Metro (see directions oo reverse). 

N .im <! (First& l..lsf N;,mc, (}rgaJ'ltUtWff) 

~<tho, fv( I VI +:zee 

THIS COWv1ENT RELATES TO 

My support~~ onej, 

0 8us R:apid 'l'r·;1n5tt (8Rl) Altcma.tive 

)q 1.igh1 R,;lil Tr.ms it (l..~T) Akern~tive 

□ No Improvement Necessa_f)' 
(No-Build Ahem :ttlvt) 

Mn'lor lrnprovemettts 
D (Transportation Systems 

M3nagement (T'SMJ Alternative) 

0 No Opinlof'I 

My thouet,ts abool 
(checlyn7or all that apply): 

i ~::=oo, 
~ ~ uality z; 
afysual Effe<:lS 

@ ~placement of P(O.pe,ty 

&f Olstupti,on to Bvsineu 

D Public Sec-vi<:es 

0 loc;;,1 ~nd U-Sc & [)(,velopmcnt 

0 Economic lmp.icts ;;,00 Jo-bs 

D Specifk Oesign Fcauires 

O OthC!C' 

' 

A 
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_______________ m Metro 

Comment (continued): 

Hawdo'f"' ....,i..,., ..... L, lhop,ojcd .,.., 

0 t.NtWlhpqed••1 

□W"'1<1"th<,p,oj«tffW 

}g ComfflU'_. "'-th lho f>fojffl •~ 

o w ... ? 

(m«kaltlu<,ppfJJ 

□ Blc,cJ,? □a .. ? 

D Own a b1uin~.ss in sht pl'Ojec.1 area? 

AFFIUAT!ON 

0 RestdMt □ 81,11.ness 

~ Commt.u'lityor Ne!ghbOlhood Orgen1:umon 

□ Publi< Ag""y 

D £nvir<>nmcnul Orgi1nlntl0n 

D Civic Org;inizrJon 

a £.conorrwc Ot zlcp """"' °'l.ws:ailJOn 

□ °"'" 

©Metro 

--------

Thank You! 
Give this form 10 p,oject staff' or rtwrn to Metia: 

Post,11 Mail 

Roderick Oi!a.r, ~ Man~F 
1.os Ani&S c~-Mc1n,po1..,, T--<Y On,C......,Plu> 
..... Slop: 99,22,3 
1.osAnplel. CA t00l2,ffi2 

-dl12,odo,icke-,,,.. ,...._ 
(lll)ffl•~ 

Comments must be -ed by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Page K-1089 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-303. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 

 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-304. . 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Ernie Mixon (fnf2emixon@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:36 AM 

To: crens.haw@fix.expo.org 

Cc: Diaz, ROda-rtCk 

Subject Crenshaw Metro line Undergroud 

I m a lifelong resident of the Crenshaw a rea. 

Re: I<f'.ep the Metro Line lJndergroud. 

30- 304 

I m urging Metro to consuuct the Metro line undergroud. Crenshaw is one of the 
lifebloods of S. Los Angeles with hundreds or cJ·,ousands l'esidents who use this main 
street in our comm unit:}'. 

Build the Me tro line underground! ... We deserve safe ty in our community just Like 
thew. Side or Los Angeles! 

I J/512009 

}\ 
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Response to comment 30-304. 
 

The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter of the FEIS/FEIR found that the operation of an at-grade 
light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, community 
cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX LRT Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of 
the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to safety, traffic, and environmental justice concerns. 

 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-305. A. Mobley. 

 

----------------~ Metro 

30- 30S 

COMMUfITY M~MBER'S CoM~ENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

'''" .f!/~jt Lfl!J .._, =: ~ £ ~~re Pn~l 323) 37z;;.1? 

fflm:BE 5'krjo MTA~()CT,'.~, s9'j•t.W£RETURN BY ocr. 23 

Email: crenshaw@flXexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 

A 
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Response to comment 30-305. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-306. Eric Mobley. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-306 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: c--:c, ', M, nA, 17 EMAIL: -<½<c.<:s•Sfg,,;d... 
Aoon.Ess: ~ \ 

eo.v-ru.is: __::LJ.e..,,t..~22-t;:!'.:....~~~~~..2!;;~.!:b~~~-,:._

---1...u.:.,d:(d~...a.~~~¥'".L::-~'1..L2.&&~.L......;j,µ=::.~~~ ~ A 

Mm BE 500,XQ"t•i'l'~'~Y'OOI'. 26, so·PL~~'RETURN BY OCT .. 23 

Email: aenshaw@nxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6135 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-306. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    

 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-307. Browne Molyneux. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30 - 307 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: brownebunny@g:mail.com on behalf of Browne Molyneux (browne@shametralnla.oom) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:37 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: MT A soa,d Regarding Creoshavt line 

0-.'!0ber 26, 2009 

lkar Mt.<\ Board of Dir,ctors: 

Please keq> the Crenshaw Line unde-rgl'Ound on C...l'e1ishaw Blvd fo1· lhe safely of the childrerl at I 
Crenshaw High ~hool and View Park PNp. Also traffic already backs up in both dircc-tiotts ou A 
Slauson. Don't make a bad ~ituation worSe. Tre.at us the same as you intend to treat the \Vilshire 
community. 

Please don'I mak~ a fourth mistake (Blue Line. Gold Line in Highland Paik. Gold Line £a~1Sid-ea 
Extension) by crc:11ing yet a11oth.cr deadly situation, Tltc Goldline Extcn~fon on lhc. Eastsidc is a s11.fo~y 
disaster waiting to happen, pt.ease don't tnakt- the same miMake in dle Crenshaw DislricL 

Sincerely, 
BrQWJ.tc Molyneux 
PO ao, 27053, 1,c,,; Angele,; 90027 
Lincoln Heights Resident 

I J/10/2009 

B 
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Response to comment 30-307-A. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
Response to comment 30-307-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Motorist safety treatments are described in detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered 
of the DEIS/DEIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in 
a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb until the alignment 
transitions to a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 39th Street and would not travel above 35 
mph.  Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks with standard signal phases.  As discussed in 
Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the DEIS/DEIR, the signal phasing at intersections would be 
changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT vehicles are present, movements that would 
conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street during phases in 
which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, 
photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be considered, as appropriate, along this 
segment.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-308. Joanne Moore. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-308 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Joanne Moore (JMoore@vdbp.oom) 

Sent: Tuesday, Oclober27, 2009 2:17 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Rea. Crenshaw Une 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep the Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM sa!ety ot thech!ldron at Crenshaw High 
School and View Pa.<k Prep, At-so traffic a.tready backs up in both directions oo Slauson ~n't make a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat ttie WUshire ccmmuntty. Your oonsidered attention to 
this mane-: is mucll appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Joanne Moore 

This emai l , and any ~tcachre~n~, contains mat~ci~l ~hat may ha 
confidential. proprht.ar:,•, ~nd/o.r privileqcd for the- -solr.- u:sc of the! 
i nt.ended r-ecipier,i: lsJ. !f you are not the inc.,mded recipiem:, please 
contact th~ S$nder and d$let~ this ~mail and all copi es from your 
-:o:nputer syste.m . Any rev iew, ~o:pying, ::-eliance-, pr.Lnting, 
di.$tt\b.1Jt i<>l'I 0 1 CorW,M'di11g l>Y otheC'.:'I i~ ~t.tii.:tly p1'¢1,iM !..ed . 

I J/512009 

A 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1099 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-308. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 

 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-309.Elizaeth Morales . 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-309 

The CteMN'W T~ Cooidor project team wekofl"les yow corooiemson lhe fitxll111gs o(the Draft El"l'Yl1onmental 1mp:1ct 
St~tcrnent/Or.ifi EnvironmCf'lt;l lmp;io R.cpon or any other -1spro: of the projeQ or pr~ss. P!.case lill wt this iorm ;ind u~c addittQn;il 
sheets o( paper, If neces.sary. Q\-e this fom110 p,-oject staff 01 return to M:etto (seed,f«tlC)(l'S.Of'I re-.-erse) 

Address /Sl" (: Ory, Sme, Zip} - ,. 

7,<t:5<? 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO: 

My 11upport for(~ one* 

0 Bus Rllpid Tnmit {BR1) Alt<:rnative 

Q Ught Rd Tr::m~,t (lRl) Altemuive 

Q'~o Improvement Ne<csur, 

1--.No.-BuUdAl!em&tive) 

Mi!\Ctt lf'l'l!)f<Wel'l'let!IS 

Q {Tr,;r1,porti tion S)'stcms 
M:in:igement flSMj Altern;ative) 

O No0p,inlon 

My thougtlts lbout 
(~hqd( •ny Olf all t~;it apply): 

D CollStrvctio11 

E Noise 

'fJ>,•r Qv;iflly 

~ Tr:.fflt 

J§s:ifMy 

)5-visual Effects 

~ O,splacemMt of P1-ope11y 

jC! Ol!.,uption to 8usirle!.s 

□ Pvbli< Serv.ce:s 

□ Loul l81'ld llie & Oevdoprner11 

D f:cooomtc tmpms ar1d Jobs 

□ Spedl':C DeS-1&,. i:-eatuft'S 

Would p,., l iketo be added to the Pf'OfE'Cl ,naHlng Ust? 

fl Q Nc 

Comnienc (pl~ prinl): 

-OYER , 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment {oontinued): 

~ ~ivc in the p1ojed .ne:.i? 

Q(woitc in the project area? 

)!icomm11tc throvgh the projt(.l :m:;i? 

Q Other? 

0 Bus? 

? Walk? 

O Communityot Ntighbo<tiood 01ganiz.ation 

0 Publk Agtr'ICy 

Q E'l'IYirortmental O(tla!'llu.t,on 

0 Civic Ol'gan1zatio,, 

O Ecooomk Development Ch'gaoo:ation 

Q Othet 

© Metre; 

Thank You! 
Giw th.is f<H"m to p,oject staff or teturn to Metro: 

Pl:i:-UIM;ail 

Rodcnck Diaz. Pro;«t M~~t 
l..0$ Angdes County MH(OpolitM 
Transpo,tarion Avthorify 
O.,eCattway Plua 
Mail S!<>p;·99·22·3 
LosMeel~. CA 90012-2952 

Ernall: 
diazroderick@melro.net 

PYojca Hotline 
(21J} 922,2736 

Comments must be received by October 26. 2009, S:00 p.rn. 
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Response to comment 30-309. 
 

Comment noted.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of 
why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-310.Mikke Morris . 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

3 0- 310 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COM,MENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: (Vli ti0 VjA cx::o s EMA!LffiAte_~l.CpE \~~ 
AooRESS: 4o25 ~ Nof'(Y)rtt,,[Q\e . Pro-e::( £iSioi2.. -9-2:+ 
COMMeNTS: 

_,ae_~ert~ ,.,a ~ lt";;:; 

M.!lflBE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-310-A. 
 

Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-311. Dominque Moses. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-311 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE 5TuDY 

:31~1;e-
CoMMENTS: jlf-<fl1:,, -Ht,(,, ;?,µ I ,Q/1 

EMAIL: _____ ___ _ 

PHoNE: '.32:} ·2 7/~/1/ I A 

772 

HUE: BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-311. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-312. Diamond Mundy. 

 

m Metro _____________ _ 

- - -•-••- -•-•-•••--.... --... ___ ,..,_,..., ___ __,. .. !,,..,VJ n lt.V V&,:.Jt'-' -• 
3 0- 3 12 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: MAAA~ /J\vo.JJ\" EMAJLrlJ...~ock.'.})~ ~@\Y.,4,o, Cc 

ADDAess: /9<[1 'v/. ~;t.l>- f L- Pltotte: Ct.1>) l.s-6- S 21/ I 

EHTS: \!,le cl !'\• \: ~ ii:> iru ~ °' M! ~ 1:r'I'~ R.-:\ o•"- G<s-"-'-b,.,r~ 
1v A ~ 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-312. 
 

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the 
Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit 
route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a 
light rail system along Crenshaw Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.   
 

 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-313. Venancio Munoz. 

© Metro~-------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

The Crenst\aw T n~it Coc-ridaf ~ te.lm W'C'komes your commttus oo the findtngS o( the 0 rafi Environmental Impact 
St.itemcnt/Oraft EnWl'oomental Impact Report or any olncr ;ispea,c:i thepropxt or process. Ple-ase flll out this k>rm .ind \l$C <lddffional 
sheets of piper, if rleoK'S3ty. Cive thi$> form to proj0Cil staff or return to Meno (see dittctions on re-.-c:rse-). 

Nune (Fir#&l..tsrN~1 Org~niutlotl) 

Vt111,-,<-,• R.Mu,;01., 
Address (Stfffl. 01)', Sl#te, Zip) 

Em.:ail (~.w~dtwss totr!'CeM'pMOd/cpn>f«tuptb.tlt:1} 

Bo1f&1"J6-i.1 <?. tt_.t..,c..D""" 

TH,S (OMME~ T RUATCS TO 

Would you like tobe added to the p1oject m:aiing list? 

30-313 

My..,_,~,-..,.~ k .,.,. <' 71-t~ CII. c,. w!l,f IJ '1 7'1l~w!,r '-eA/l.:~.O,,t_ 

□ 8vs R::ipid Tr3n$it (BRT) Attcmarive 

□ ueh! Rail Tr.insit {LRT} Aftemative 

).,:J~o lmpr~mcnt Necessa,y 
~ No-Bvild Aftemativt) 

Minor Improvement$ 
□ {Ttal'ISporhtion S)"temS 

MaMS,Mlent (TSMJ Alternative! 

□NoOplnlon 

My~about. 
(chock~">'« all that apply}! 

Ja:CoMtruction 

J:l(.Nolse 

l!!{AlrQu, lay 

w,.rr~ 
lS(s,r,.., 
'JD: Vlsual Effects 

~ Oisplacerne~ of Property 

iz(_ Disruption to Businen 

l;l_Publk Services 

~ Local Land Use & 01:ve;lopmcnt 

;l_Economie lmp:id$ :ind JQOS. 

11, Spec:i:fic Otslgn Fe:iw~ 

1iif Other thf 14H q,11 ij, 'f 
CDNJ(:L1(6W$ 

0 "" C..l\6rJ$4 4W -,J, Oo ..,, 7 /v ~6 , e .,& (Y fil. f. t,J61 lvf.h I.P 
A 

(j ri.f:.€£,.,,,. p {}_ f 4w t 
I 

t:.() ..-('111 i,,e-r,~ "' . 

J,:~ .. , 1+1wPA / &:,11'~ Q. lJ:. ,-I I tt--S 1 7 ,; 

,/D ,., 0 • Ahl > v1c-11. -r 'if.I .. -
l,J (;,~~Gt/Cf r £-a_ Pt.A "I 1+-~"' J.J:' 17 'L 

JJ 6-6, p c? e. I,., :, 4111- r,,,/l ~A , B 

k' Cdel sza Zl i ,J lh"!l 1 1l,.i 6 ~ 

.J ~, 1 "':t.vf 1" tz. I I 

C 

•OVER • 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continuied): 

/ fv/l' • A 7 

/Jo , Ttc 11 , ,J 

f tll I.JS ABOUT YOURSEr..f 

What i$ your horne z:ipaxte? Worlc zip code? 

How do you regul,ady tr.we! in the project area? 
I"""" ,H lh,Hpp/y) 

Co you: (ch«k alt that appljj 

~ve In the projec·t area? 

D Wo~ in the projeci aru? 

~ om mute throaeh the project a~:i? 

Q Other? 

□ B>C)'Clc~ □ Bu$? 

~~r c,rTrvd:? 

D Own a business In 1he project area? 

Mfl ll,\TlON 

~ esldent D Business 

~ ommuntty or Neighborhood Organization 

□ Public Agency 

O Elw!l'l)nmt'fl-lal OrgartitatiO(I 

D Civie O"anlut.On 

O E®~mic Devtlopmel'lt Organlntlon 

Q Other 
----------

©Metro 

--------
□?lhei-

Thank You! 
Give this form to project staff' Qf ~bJm to Metro: --~ rid< Olat, ~ Manap 

Los Atigd,c:s County Mcttopolitan 
Tr.ar,sportsUon Authority 
One wtcwwPlai.i 
Mall Stop: 99-22-3 
Los~-CA 90012-2952 

Emai►.: 
di~1oderidt@-metro.net 

otlinc 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be recelv«I by Odooet' 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 

D 
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Response to comment 30-313-A. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate on Crenshaw Boulevard and the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way, both of which are existing transportation routes that are designed to carry 
people and/or goods through the region.  The Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way is an essential 
piece of the project that allows for a connection to LAX and the Metro Green Line to the South Bay.  
Hindry Avenue would not be closed under the proposed project. 
 
Response to comment 30-313-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-313-C. 
 
The park and ride facility in Westchester was removed from consideration when the optional Manchester 
Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station was removed 
from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership projections.  The project 
has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a 
future time.   
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-314. Patricia Myles. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30-314 

--- - - ---~---· ~. ·• ___ ,. .. ..,,,...,.~·~" ~~'='~::-·~--=-=-=--=----------··-·-··H-------- --- Cl.J'J'ANDSEND _____ ., __ ........ _ .. 

A 

fii:in~~{li~~~ 
Emil/I: cret1$ha1~.c,g • Fa1t: (323) 761 • 6135 • Addrau: P,O, Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Page K-1114 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-314. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for 
the project.  Motorist safety treatments are described in detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered of the 
DEIS/DEIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in a 
semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb until the alignment 
transitions to a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 39th Street and would not travel above 35 
mph.  Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks with standard signal phases.  As discussed in 
Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the DEIS/DEIR, the signal phasing at intersections would be 
changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT vehicles are present, movements that would 
conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street during phases in 
which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, 
photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be considered, as appropriate, along this 
segment.   
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COMMENT: 30-315. Althea Myrie. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:20 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: F\vd: Community Mmeti~r·s comm0nt oo MTA"s crooShaw llne St!Jdy 

- ·--·· Forwarded message•------~ 
from: A.lthf'..a Myrie <myric0'hL'-C,cdu> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 a, 11:34 AM 
Subject: Community l\,fmd.>er's Comment, on MTA"s Crenshaw Linc Study 
To: "crenshawtalfi~exp1.).1.)rg'' <cren~ha1,\·U?}ftxe:xr)().org> 

Nrune: Attbc~ fvlyric 

Add.re.~: 5116 S. Victoria Avenue 

Los Angeles, CA 90043- 1848 

Phona(323) 292-1427 (H) 

(2)3) 740-)367 (W) 

Email:rrrv--rier@u!.C.edlt 

30 - 3 15 

A I Comments: I sup1>011 and rcquesl MTA .study THE PEOPLE'S OPTION for the ~ntirli Crenshaw Blvd 
1>0rtio11 of the. line to be built undergrou11d1 plus a station at Vernon. , B 

I )1512009 
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--------------~ Metro 

o mce ?\fanager 

Center for Acadt."mic Suppl)rt 

3601 T.r<JLL<dale .Pl-.'wy., Siu 301 

1.o< Angel e<, CA 90089-0896 

Tel:213 740-1367 

Fax:213 821 -5480 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-315-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-315-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-315-A. 
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COMMENT: 30-316. Denise Myrie. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

From: D~niS8 Myrle (muvthangs@yahoo.oom] 

Sent: Monday, Octobe< 26, 2009 3:56 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Keep c,enshaw Line underground 

Dear MTA Bo~rd of Direc1ors 

J>Jease keep the Crenshaw Line underground on Crenshaw Blvd for the 
safety of~he chjldren at Creos)t;-iw High Sc.hOOI and View P~rk Prep 
A Jso uaffic already bac,ks up in both directioils on Slauson. Don't 
rna~c a bad siluation worse. Treat us the same as you inlcnd to trt.!'1 
the Wilshire communily. 

Sincerely, 

De1\ise Myrie 
S 116 S~ Victoria Avenue 
Los Augeles. CA 90043 

11/10/2009 

@ 

30-31 6 

A 
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Response to comment 30-316. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-317. Epperson Naba. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30 -317 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAHE: ~ cs-r,.,,) M'ff,.4 :J' · &wl: ~r!!:!J.~~· Cc,,_,, 
AOORess: s i ,ta R..oss- lero.!i Jf. -Ra. l'H(\N,J-:3;£l-i2it&~-2.s 

I~ COHHEHTS: *•q,f c}- n 

- - ------------------------

~ BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, so'PLEASE RETURN at OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 · 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 0\ 90016 
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Response to comment 30-317. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-318. Sean Nealy. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-318 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sean Nealy {snea1y@mac.co.-n) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:02 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Cc: cr&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject Crenshaw Line Undergro.und 

Dear MT A Board ot Directors 

Please keep tne Crenshaw Une vnde1ground on Crenshaw 8Nd for the safet'/ Qf the children I 
at Crenshaw High School and Vie,, Park Prep AJso traffic-already back$ tJP in bo1h A 
dl<ections on Slauson. Don't make a bad Situation wor-se Tre,at us the same as you lnt~rHI 
to treat the Wilshir~ co,nmunity. 

Sincerely~ 
Sean Mealy 
3651 Olympiad Dr 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-318. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-319. Sherman Newsom. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-319 

COMMUNI TY M EMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S C RENSHAW LI NE STUDY 

NAMf: ,~ -~/'s. EMAIL: _ _ _ _ _____ _ 

ADDRESS: / ;:... / ~/ ~6- & ½L...-J...PHOHE: _ _ ___ _ 
CoMMENTS: ______________ ____ ______ _ 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo,org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-319. 
 

No comment to address. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-320. Beverly Newton. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 320 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: newto53@aol.com 

Sent: Wednesday, S"lJ!ember 16. 2000 3:47 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION IN THE CRENSHAW AREA. 

As wt mo\'e head oo lino lhe 2 1st Cenu11y~ the. Cl)Sl of gas i:- skytocke1lng. So .is a concern citizen 1 
would Jove an n llem.ative to my gll'.iQline driven .:.'ilr. A l,JGIJT R.All, .SYSTEM TO CONNf.C.T TO 
OTHER LIGHT J{AIL SYST£.\1S would be the petfect solution. 1 could \!veo get to the aiiport without 
using or u car • WHAT~ novelty in Los Angel~. 

As a homcowucr in the Windsor Hills area of Los Angeles County I wotild 1><,y the increase (a.\'. cost!! 

Beverly Newton 
5606 Ad,~e Place 
Los Angeles. C'A 90043 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-320. 
 

Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional 
transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).  The light rail line connects with the South Bay section 
of the Metro Green Line and allows the Metro Green Line to approach LAX with a connection.   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-321. Crystal Newton. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30· J.2 ] 

• I 

C 

Emal/: aensha--.c,g • Fax, (323) 761 • 6435 • Addres,: J>.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-321-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-321-A. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-321-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-321-C. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects, including noise, to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-322. Eva Newton. 

 

----------~Metro 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW UNE STUDY 

NAME: k':{au~ ew-r.b6 Etwl: 
C, :rt\ ~ / _ 30-322 

ADDRESS: ~b:3/JE=kw Blvd a,../.il;;lJl L&t,_w_4:t ___ _ 
CoHMans,-=,----- --- ------- - ------. 

..1. Ii"'"- & t.-51'.J ~tte~• ·, ~ « j.v,,..,-~...;(J,.1 

Email: O'fNIShaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 U\, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-322. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 

 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-323. Jane Nishimoto. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 3 23 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Hi, 

trulymadly_jn@tlotmail.com 
W¢dn-cocloy, OQtobor 07, :WOO 1 :23 PM 
Diaz, ROderick 
C1ensh.~w tra nsit co1tid0f' 

1 am an psage 
s,egundo , 

reside-nc and prefer th,s, li:-t alt.,a,rnativ,;, and maint,a,nance cent:ar in el 

l am coric-erne-d about increased traf:ic , cor.st.r-uetion, and .short cutting through our 
oei,;ihborh.,od, particularly on my street. sine<: ic opens t.o Manch~ster , We alre.ady have 
probbms with that ncr ... · sin.::e t.here- a.re no speed bUlllps a1\d :ton r~sidents sp~ed to cut 
t.hxough our oeigbbox:hood al.ready . 
r live or, winsford a•;~nue , 

Tha~k you for your tirne , 

Jane ni.shi1not1:1 
S,;;.nt. via Black8e.rry b)• AT&T 

A 
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Page K-1133 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-323. 
 

Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Locally Preferred Alternative contains an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue to eliminate the potential 
traffic impacts as the light rail trains cross Manchester Avenue.  This grade separation would eliminate the 
need for motorists to use the surrounding residential streets as shortcuts to avoid potential backups at this 
crossing.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time 
savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals 
for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.   

 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects, including noise, to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-324. Phillip Obaza. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-324 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Phihp Obaza (phtllp.obaza@gmall.com) 

Sent: Monday, September 21 , 200911:43AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: C~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1dOt DEISJOEI~ 

Oe.ar Mt. Diaz, 

l'iu V.'l'itiog to voice my support for the LRT alternative for the fanire Cretlshaw line Lu Los Ang-el~. :-Jot I 
only will iL bc.Uer serve our growing n,il nc1work better thn.n BRT. but it will also be foster :u1d able to A 
handle iJ1ci·eased ridership over iime (something the Orange line sttug.gks with to this d.ay, and it's ooly 
b«n in scrvii:c for four years!). l would also support tha1 Crenshaw be designed to be extended vfa ~ I B 
tunnel to Pico-San Vicente some time in the future whc-.n funding is; available. 

Thank you, 

Philip Ob:,za 
'234 W. Elm Ave. Apt H. 
Burbank, CA 9 1502 

"So much of what ,ve do is ephemeral and quickly forgoneo, even by Oll'l.'$eh1es. SQ it's gratify ing h) have 
somcihl.ng you have done linger in pli'.!oplc's memories." 

• John Williams 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1135 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-324-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.   
 
Response to comment 30-324-B. 
 
The Crenshaw/Exposition terminus of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was designed to not 
preclude the future potential expansion to Wilshire Boulevard.   

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-325. Phillip Obaza. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit corridor 0£IS0EIR corattenu3 
Results fr~ Fc;ira 1 of Page 1>roiects_studi es/crt<1Shaw/comun Lforai. ht1rH0t1: 
s..-."'t* .-101>,ki,y, O<tobie,. 20. J009 6:36 -
To: Ohz, fl.o<f.erick 
Subject: Crenshaw Tran.iit corridor DEIS/DEIR COl'ffllents 

11.'tbflaster 

.... --·-- ........... -- -------- ----------- ---------------- --.. -........... -------. -------
fil's,:Na" e: 
l aswat1e: 
ol'ganizatio:1: 
etiailaddress: 
sue.ex : 
city: 
stare: 
ZSpcod~: 
Yo: 
No: 

~~~~~~~tiofl : 
Ai N)uality; 
r rafficsatew: 
Vfsualeffect.s: 
of splacef!entofpropercy: 
oSsruptiol\totwsiness: 
PublfcSer '/tces: 
LC>ca l Landuseoe.ve l opme11t: 
EC0l'IOll1 c1mpacuandlobs : 
specf f1cou1g:nFeature.s : 
other : 
Hon~zi p: 
lll>rkZi p: 
1,.ivci nthcproj~ t a,.ea?: 
wo rkinthcpro)t<Urea·? : 
Otlnabus; nes s 1 n thcproj1:ic; t.-.roa? : 
COoll'IIUUthro~thepro.)11.CUro;i.?: 
Other: 
stcyc1e?: 
Carortruck?: 
aus?: 
wal k?: 
other?: 
RU(dent: 
ausfness: 
ccw.nun1 t yorwe.1 ghborhoodO<gani zat ion: 
PubHCAgency: 
Env1 <OnMnt.a 1 Organi z.at1 on: 
ci vfco tgan1ut1on: 
Ec;ono•i coev~ l o~nent'Ol"9an\ za ~1 on: 
Other: 

~t!:; 
add1 tiona lCOffTllents: 

Ph ilip 
obaza 

i>hi lip. obata~nan . co11 
234 .... £ 111'1 Av e . Apt. H 
SurbJnk 
CA 
91S02 

°" 
t. ightRai lTransit(LRT)o\.l t emativc 

°" °" "" °" Off 

°" °" Off 
o« 

'<cS 
91S02 
90038 

YES 
l(Onday, octobe.r 26, 2009 
03 : lS: 38 PM 

30- 325 

Please nake the Cr enshaw Line a light rcil lfo~. I t will c rc:an norc jobs :,,nd benefi-t the over a.11 $ysten I I>, 
by connect1"-0 better with the Expo, Purple, and Green l.ines. 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1137 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-325. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.   
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1138 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-326. Leslie O’Callaghan. 

________________ «, Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-326 

The Crenshaw Transit Cortidor projec:i t~m w«ornls you, c:onimC'!\1s on IN MCHngs <>fthe DQA. f nYit0nmcntal fmp:ict 
Su1te~O.rafi £nWronmental Impact Rl!J)Ort Cir any other upec1 ohke p~ 01 process. Please RltOltl tflh form and u1t 1dd!1bn1I 
1hccl1 ol ~per, i( ntuSsa,y. Ci~ this~ to projta sull' 01 rtt1;rn to Metro (set dlf«tiOl"IS on ~e), 

Lt.s \i ( 0 'Cq\la{]ha11 
Add<u,fs-t.O.,,,.,,,.ZipJ 

77'?5 To{Q.n Ave. 

lt41S COMIJ{ !\ I n1 ,HfS TO 

..,. ,._.b(-.one): 
0 Bu, R1pld Tratt5it {8Rl) Ahern1tlv.: 

D Light ~ailT~sit (UtT) Altem•tlve 

D No lmptoVcment Necessary 
(No,Build AltemW-«) 

Mll'lo, lm~ms 
C (Tr11tspomr;on System$ 

M.lnagement (TSMJ Altematiff) 

□ No Opinion 

..,. '"°"""' -fd,odt...,waldut""""' 

fl'c-
l{
~ A,q..llly 

l;i(rml\c 
b Sarery 
}'l Vlsu;al Elfctts 

'~Oi,pl~ument o(Pro~.rty 

JI( Oisl'l!ption 10 Bvsintss 

Q PlJbllt Ser11ic;es 

Q Loe.al Land Use & Oe:velopmM1 

0 fconomk Impacts and !Obs 

O Sp«i4ic Otsign Fe-atu-res 

Q o,h., 
- ------

L- A- <!.,,. • </10 <f S -JOU .... bc.-...... _ ........ 1 

0 Yn )a.,,-

. (MR . 

A 

B 
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(I, MetrOL-------------

CommMt (continued): 

)!J.1~ in ttle project lfH~ 

□"'""'"',!,.--

C Commute thtou1h tht prof«t M:;a~ 

a ~ 
a s .. , 
□Wallr] 

Q Communiryor Nelghbothood Ora• nizallon 

0 Publ<,.._ 
O (nvil'Olii'l'lental 01J11nhatlon 

O CMc°'I-
□ [c.onomlc Oevdopmt'1C Org.anl.utl~ 

Q Od,« ----------

©Metro 

- - - - - - -

Thank You! 
Gfllltd'III bmtopn:;ec:t fl:aff ortdl.lmlO MetT« 

Post.II Mall 

Riodcdc.\ au.~ MM1a,rr 
los Mg,elcs County Mtteropo!IUll 
T tMSpof'Atlon Awlor'-Y 
One GIU'.Qy Plau 
Mal Stop: 99-22-l 
l.os Mgd,,. CA "1012•2951 

Emall: 
di:i;iroderidi@metra.nf'I ,,..,..,._ 

(.!I)) 922-2716 

C__,,1$ must be tt<llOM!d by Odober 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-326-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
A park and ride facility near the optional Manchester Station was initially considered during the 
DEIS/DEIR.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the optional Manchester 
Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station was removed 
from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership projections.  The project 
has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a 
future time. 
 
Response to comment 30-326-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The potential impacts air quality and noise were evaluated in the environmental 
document.  No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the 
FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were 
also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and 
noise during construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to 
occur during construction.   
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-327. Frank Olivadoti. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30• 32 7 

Draft Env!A)nmefltal lmp3Cl Swement/Drsft Environmental Impact Rt:pOlt 

Comment Form 
The Cte~ t r:iM;il Cnrridor projca tc<1mwdQQmC'$ ywr «)mm~ on the firu:lings of the Dr.:i,-li enwQnment.il tmp;ici; 
StatementJOr.1:ft £rivhoomenta lmpoct Report oraf'tf Othe(aspect or the p!oj,ec1 or process. PJease fill wt this form and use addition31 
sheets of p.iper, if ne(.CS.s;iry, GIiie thi; form to p1oject ~ff or rcwm to Metro (sec d• ectiooso" feYCl"S(') 

Name (fi,st & Ust Name, Otpnizab'on) 

~ .f Ol--t v ,{port 
Add,e,s ~ Cit'y, SWc, Zip) 

3;(5t> kV /1/J')J/,{-At1'llrN l!n/ (A-

My Support fiw {diecltol'ICI-: 

0 B~id Tr.l.n$it . BRT) Altermtlve 

EJ'tighl R:iil Transit (LRT) Altemafr.-e 

□ No 1.mpro,·emen: Nec~$VJ 
(No-Build A!lemath•e) 

Mltlw lmproveMents 
□ (Tran.sportarlonSyswns 

M,Jnagcment (TSMJ A!tc-m;atA'e) 
• D No Opinio-n 

My thQught:s :.bout, 
~ched: any o, al that apply}: 

~ lfU<.1k>n 

□ Noise 

□ Ai,Qu~lity 

□ T,afT,c 

□ S,fety 

o vis~(eru 

~ ~e:nento(Propcrty 

D Oisn.iptioo to 8uscl'leH 

0 Publk Sc Mk es 

~r1d Use& Oeve!opm(>r'lt 

□ Ecor1omk Impacts and Jobs 

□ Spedtk Oeslgr1 f ealures 

□01ti~, 

•OVER , 

Wot.J,;J )® Uke to be ad.ded to the pt~t mal!ll'l8 USU 

0'< □No 
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© Metro~-------------

Comment (continued): 

How do you ,egulattyuavef In the p,ojc!e:t i ,e:i? 

0 Uvyffile p,oject s,ea? 

~ 00( in the project •rc:i;i? 

□ Commute thtough the ptOject All!a? 

O ~ r?-

(<""1< •• ti,,r ,pp/J) 
□ 8icyde1 

~Tn.n;ki 

0 Sus? 

0 Wa.tk? 

□ Ow11 a busu~ss In the p,o;tc.t 2~11? 

AFFILIATIO N • 

D ReiJde,01 D Business 

~ munlty or Neighborhood Otaaniulion 

0 Public Ager,cy 

D EMlronrnental O,gani:l&tion 

D Ci'hC O<ganizadot1 

D Ec.ooomk Development Org_aniz.ation 

□Other - ------- --

©Metrd 

_______ 
0 9"ther 

Thank You! 
CM! this fo,m toprojc:i;;t st;ilf or fl.Wm to Mct:ro; 

Posbl Mail 

R<Xlenc;k Diaz, Projca Manager 
Los Atlgeles Coc.mty M~ropofitan 
T r.inspo,t;r,tion Avdiority 
One Gateway Plua 
M:i.f StQp: 99-22·3 
LosAtlgeles,CA 90012·29S2 

Email: 
di:iv<Xlc.ric;k@mcuo,nt1 

~Hodint 
(2ll) 922,2736 

Comments must be l'C<X!ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-327. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-328. Jerry Oliver. 

 

(I, Metro ______________ _ 

30• 328 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

=ss: 
1«~~\cf;j / ti ~c ~ e: '1J ~- 'Jbfh 

--- J b ::::A:::s 
iil&-_,SJlii.('IUF.i~ ~-26;:![(;f~ls"~RII ~- 2;3 

Email: crenshaw@ftxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643::..,1~ 781Di~ 
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Response to comment 30-328. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-329. Vivian Oliver. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 329 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Vivian Olive; (voWe'77@flotmail.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 10:06 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

MTA Directors, p lei;lse reconsider your plans to h;;ive. the proposed Crenshaw line run <1b ov~ ground 
between 48th a1'4 59th Street. Besides the safety of the s tu<rents at Creosaw High and View Par k 
Prep being a cause. for cone.en,, the. dlsruptlol\ to the already ho1Tendous traffic ffow and Crenshaw 
and Slauson would be unbearable. 

Please i'Cthlnk th.ls decision. 

Thank you. 

Vivian Ollver 
3660 W. 54111 Str""t 
Los Anoeies, CA 90043 

Windows 7: Simplify your PC. ~ 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-329. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety and traffic at Slauson Avenue. 
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-330. Miriam Omiter. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30• 33P 

Draft Enllironmental lmp:ict Statement/Ora fl. Envll'OIIMent:d lmpaic;t Report 

Comment Form 
The Crenshaw Transit Corridor projea team welcomes your comments on the 6.ndings of the Draft Enwonmental Impact 
Statement/Draft Envlronmental Impact Report 0< 3trj other aspect o( the project or process. P'fease fill out this re<m ~nd vse additional 
$hetM.~ or papei-, ir neet$-Solty. C"'e lhis fo--m ·'° prOf'CCI s~fJ °' rewrn to Mttro (see directions on re-;ers.e). 

Name (Fi.'rst & Ust Name. Orpnlut!cn) 

~~ 
Address (Stre«, City, State, Zip) 

73"1 ~ w~ ~> J5u:ii:t 4-. 

THIS COMMENl HELMES TO: 

My support for (check one): 

~ Sus Rapid Transit (8RT} Al tematlve 

□ Light Rail Transit (LRl) Alle1'n3ttve, 

D No lmp(Q\•ement NCCe$$;11')' 
(No-Build Alternative) 

Minor fmprovements 
D (Trllln$port3 t.iOn Sy,tems: 

Management rrsM) Alternative) 

□No Opinion 

My thoughts about 
(check any cw al that :1pply)! 

D Construc.tiot1 

0 Noi$e 

0 Aif Quility 

0 TQ(f,c 

□safety 

D Visu.al Effects 

t,J: OisplacemMt o(Pfoperty 

13 Disruption to e·usines.s 

0 P~blic SeMCes 

18 toe::il l.31\d U$t & Ocvelopment 

m Economie lm~Cl$ :ind Job$ 

0 SpeciOc Ot$ign Fntvres 

001her 

Would you llke to be :tdded ~ the pr(>JC'CI mailing li1:t? 

Comment (please print): 

Ke.b t ..• J PI a 1"-,ct;
1
1he 1.ve,_:t::,.;l e,,w 

£.k ':f h,zµ s e, i:s a l <> m n, .., n , L'f. 0 7' s s::. 1:. 

tli~ !J be. d, ic.J:t,v:be J, S,e-lociiTtc n4 
0 .,-r;: " t- r1, t-1 a.e.S:f.u.fr) , /JJc,, h,u, e 

r ' t 4l b (I I 

J'\:e " :r; b" A ., d 

c,~ w~ ... i~T~j"'T-·~-----------

- OVER · 

A 

B 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comrntt1t {continued): 

Do you: (check e!I that apply) How<fo you regularly travel in the project area? 

f8 Uvc in the project area? 

fZI Worli: In the projffl. ~rc-i? 

D Comm t.1te tllrcwgh the project a1<"a? 

0 Other? 

[check all that apply) 

0 Bicycle? 

m carorTruck? 

D ?ther 

0 8us? 

Q W_illc? 

121 Own a business in the project.area.? 

AFFILIATION 

C!!I Resident B Business 

D Community or Neighborhood Organization 

0 P1,.1blic Agency 

D Environmental Organization 

0 C'rvk Organization 

O Economic Oevekipment Orsanilutlon • 

□ Othe, ~ ,& $01'.' • & 

jZ,.e/!til,?J.&(JQ;;) 

~Metro 

----------

Thank You! 
Give this form to projea staff or return to Mel:to: 

Pomll Mail 

Rode,id( Oiai, Projed M;magcr 
Los ~ !cs County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gatewi'f Pl.az.a 
Malf Stop! 99-22•3 
l.os Angeles, CA 90012-29S2 

Em.ail: 
dia2roderick@metro.ne1 

Pw>ject. Hotline 
.' (llll 922°2136 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-330-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-330-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-330-A. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-331. Jackie Ortega. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

~i'tk~O'Jfi·:zJ'lsgf~j t'i'!l'®;l'llQ't;r, .2.3 

Ema11: aensfla,.Oli>,e,,po.,xp • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 u\, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-331. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-332. Bree Oshon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-332 

COM=::NITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: J:::2 vu Q0b ID'.) EMAIL: 'mt Bi t.atf:k;.ft; ¥;·.._ 
ADDRESS: ----~---------PHoNE: -----~ -

COMMEN.P.1:" Lln -1ro ,,'p o kc,u.L- 0flti1,,nel . {<0 g :P 1 ·±: I ,,. r:tfi)z ! J ~, --;;- r 

l!lYH BE S~TTO MTA'BY O'CT."26; So'Pi.~!( RETUft~ av:~!;:J"; 23 

Email: crenshaw@ffxexpo,org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, QI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-332. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-333. Tony Palermo. 

_______________ m Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-333 

Tht Ocnsh11w Transit Corr$dor project ream welcomes Y°"' commcni; on the fitldlrtg"S of the Draft &wi,onmcntal lmpac1 
Stall!mfflt/Oraft Environmental lmpc1ct ~ rt or ill'I)' 01he, aspoc~ oftht proicct Of proc.~1,. Piease flll out this form and uso 11ddhkir1al 
Jhc.-ets o( p:iper, If nec.:essaty. Give this fotm to projed Sl11lf or 1ttu1t'l to Metro (see directions on te<h:(st), 

N11mi, {Finl & list N~me. Organiution) 

~ ~%7 CIJ~'{;l',,_"(J/11 ,e, ~ Z?IZ«(Ja,w) 
Add,ls. rs,-. ay. su . z;pJ 

CJ 

THIS C0MMlr-.. T RELATES TO 

My••- lo, {ched< one), 

CJf 81.1, Rapkl Transit (8RT} Alternative 

□ t..!sht Rall Transit (Lil} Aitctriative 

O No lrnpl'¢Vtment Necessary 
(No--8ulld Altemath'e) 

Mino, lmprovcmt:nis 
D (Trar1sportatJon Systems 

~, • .,,.,~ (TSMJ Attemin:M) 
• D No Opinion 

"""'°"""'jd,a.., .... -~ 
D c--..., 

□-• 0 ... Q,,,Ji!y 

Q T,aPlc 

□ S,(cty 

0 Visual Effects 

C0 Olsplac~mcnt of Property 

~ Disruption to Business 

□ Publlc SetVlces 

If local Land Use & Oeo.•efopmMt 

R9 teOftOmJC lmp1cts and Jobs 

D ~6(' De-siJn FMu"f'S 

0 0m ... 

0 No 

r c:ltl "I ,r ts 1 l tJ. V.o, \.:=:e J I I 

n-- c.J,, ; L d~,.,:,S-11, IC.D ' = ""' 9-lL 

f'\CJ.ti~ """ J, P &7 ~E:::S Cl t::i_,.( ,s: 

½ £<,~7 "t;'l,. .. e,.1, .. I d.1< e t:2 ' r C.,/g sse-s.. 

,.,lb •ic:~ -r 6..,1,e 1 .,,,,"1::.c bed. hc.1e:. 

-12km ~.--r ,,;., ad ~, ,S, - ., ,_, . 

] Celli, J~J. ; C. &,t e. J. r.. u.le.~,J,...~ 

L c.<21 i.:s:.. /.J.2rJ....57c~I-. ~ it,e. t:: p , ... ¥ (..,_~ " s e, 

_.Ld.,on e.,, -,; 
~'"'"' ' 

G2 ,C /2,'2 ~ T ,..,· bl.l.'l::.! !:l t 
~ 1:6"" I! (i/.e:;l(J, ~ ~ KI J•±~,:; 

V ~ I 
~· • ;:t-"' l::!a,__ 

1 b I c2, l"Y',1,a:t, ~"' .r t:z. b. ""I,:: 1k....,.' I(. ! t f- I 

A 

,_ 

1,-
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© Metro~-------------

Comment (continued): 

TH.l US ABOUT YOURSHF 

What ;s your home zip code? Won'. zipcode? 2:42 :;LO ..W 
Do yo.,: (<h«k ,JI th,t ,;pplyj How do you regul3rlytr.wel ill the project .irea.? 

B, Uvc ln the project a.rea? 

ji!J Work in the project area? 

D Commute through the f)f'Ojcct arc,a? 

O Other? 

(dr«/, ,U thOl 3pp/y} 

□ Bkydc? 

IIJ C.ar or T ru<:k? 

O?ther 

O B1.1s? 

0 Walk? 

Jzl Own a businc$$ in th~ project area? 

AFFILIATION 

la Resident fi;1 Business 

D Community or Neighborhood O,g, n« ition 

□ Public Agency 

D Em,ltonrner,13.I Org1nintion 

0 Civic Orga.nl.z~ion 

0 Ecor1omic Deve4opment Organization 

□~~~ 
{;J.,.;r;J,. 

©Metro 

--- --- --

Thank You! 
Give this form to ptject staff or re1um 10 Metro: 

Postal Mail 

Rode!'Kk Di~. Project Miln ilgcr 
LOS ,Angeles Coo nty Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaz.a 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
to< Angele$, CA 90012-2952 

Em:ail: 
diazrodericlt@mwo.net 

Pro;ectHodinc 
(213) 922-2736 

Comm<!nts must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-333-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-333-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-333-A. 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-334. Dave Parke. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0-334 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

The Crenshaw Transit Corric:lor project tcarn welcomes your comments on the findings of the. Draft Emii:tonment:il Impact 
Statement/Ora It Environmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the prc,iect or prooess. Please filfo1.11 this form and UR ildd'itionai 
sheets of papet, if oecess.a,y. Cive thls r01m to pro,e<:t suR'or return to M~o (sec direction$ on r("I(:~). 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My suppon ro, {d,o,I< °"'* 
~ Bus Rapid Transit {BRT) Altetnativ~ 

O Light Rail Transit {LRT) Ahemati'Ye 

D No fmpro,,ement Nttess:iry 
iNo.Build A!tcrnativc) 

Minor Improvements 
O iTrar'lsportation Systems 

M;magemcnt (TSM] Altcmative:) 

' 0 N o Opinion 

My thoughts about 
(check any or all thas apply): 

D ConstNCtion 

D Noise 

0AkQu3J:ity 

0 T1'3ffiC 

□ s,r .. 1 

D Vis val Effects 

rzg, Displacement or Property 

Cl Oiswption to Business 

O Public Sefvicu 

lli Local land Use& Oe\'elopm ent 

Isa Economk lmparu. and Jobs 

□ Specilic Oesl'8/I f e.tlu1e$ 

O O!he< 

WYos □No 

Comment {please print): 

J5i x ~ t?f. :e::tJ_ ( ,>.o. a1':.r. s 

A- I!~ e, ,t)7 l~ !'.l tdl b IC I, /.e d. L,.~ 
\ 

)v<?.,w /(~e, i b 't,I,._~ Tk,,_ ,1 -c tee. . -:r_ 

-J:io. ..,,., ~ar C,a122 al-e-Te.-~ 
-T , e. Ek:. t:l tl(2. 7 

&I ,1 
T de. '/ do b C~1h 1c.b I s; /t-c-'b t.1. t1:. l I 'f-

·"' $"""Li b ,l~ t ttess ::L a~~~ !,.~ 

I ..}s:, 12 I c. o "'=z= ,·de.,,X_z,...L:J_~c/.(1,,,..'f 

L -
1~ • ll :i::; !l:. ~6 l, 'T:, p_,, ~o 

~;<~~;,l~o ;-·;;;,;~~· ~ CJ I ., 
Lc:,A. k!C 7:J, <t, U. )~~ -ic.~ !:a ,;, If <1C 

t! Lo. y.J:i. i2- a =-~ 11-L~ 1:1 e.:. "f. z::. . 
I => 5.tl 

4,:;.stT -C, th -e. Qc,:,&"""""'1:::t::J::3" ,t'J .'T r 
•OVER• 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1160 August 2011 

 
 

_______________ «, Metro 

Comment (contJnued): 

J flt US ABOUT YOURSELF 

18 U\lc In the p,oittt a.JU? 

lifwodt .. dwpro,«t..-w 

9 Own-. busittns in tht pro;ect area? 

MFltLA'TION 

jSJRt.16dMt '21 Business 

D Cornmun\1yor Neighborhood Orga~iution 

D ~ bhc: Agency 

0 £nvl1onmental Organization 

0 Civic O,g,nization 

.,_doyou ,q,,lo,ty •ml In tho p,_r or..? 
(d,,d-,If""' ,pp/)') 

O SicJ<r.? 
BJ Ur OI T Nd,_) 0 Walll 

□?11"' 

Thank You! 
Glvrf this lo,m to project mfr or rctvm to Ml'CrO! 

Po ... lMoll 

RO<ktick Olaz, Project Manager 
LOS An~IH County Mettopol,~n 
T,1,uport11tk>n Autl-\or'lty 
Of'IC! Gattwllt i>la,;i 
Mall $top: 99-22·3 
Lo, Ang~. CA 90012-2952 

tmilt: 
diaz.1odcrict4J)mct10.t1et 

Pro;ea.Hodi.nt 
(21J) 922-27l6 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1161 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-334. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1162 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-335. Lashon Parker. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30- 335 

HYll BE SENT TO '4TA'li.YiOCT -:~&; S!>:P,l;~ RE{U~ B\'t~ i'li3 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1163 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-335. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-336. Maria Pavone. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

crensh2w n anslt Corr idor OtlSOl!U. Coftnents20 
Rest1lt.s frOII For11 1 of ,.,,_ge projcrct Litudfu / uensMu,,·/cemt-ent_forn,ht11~rom: 'll~aster 
Sonit.: S-und;ay,. OC~obci,- 2S , 200(' 12:13 -
To: o1az. ttooerlck 
s ubj ect: Ct ensl!<lili· Tr ansit Corridor OEIS/OEill CoMents 

fi r$tNaoe: 
last N"a,q: 
organization: 
~i1.ddress: 
strflt : 
ciw: 
state : 
zipcocle: 
Yes ; 

"" StlOl)Ort: 
COtlstructfon: 
Aio'QUall t , , 
Tl'S.H'lcSafety : 
Vi,iu:.lEHe«.s: 
o •i .sp 1 ;u;e11entof P ropCr'ty: 
o i $rupti onwausineu: 
Pu!.>l icservic;e.s: 
1.oc;;11 l 1..and1Jn04lVt) l or,ment: 
Econonic;tmpac:tso1ntf,~s: 
S04c i fiCOos i gnFc:,tur41s: 
Other: 
HOIW? ip; 
1<,Qrk:Z:ip: 
L iveinthepr-ojectarea?: 
k'Orkinthepro3ectarea?: 
o.,.nabusi ness,ntheproj· ectar ea? : 
Connut:ethroogh1:hepro ectarea? : 
ocheJ'! 
aicycle?: 
c;;,rorTrntk7: 
aus?: 
1oo·alk?: 
Other?: 
Resident : 
eusinus: 

Marfa 
Pavone 
vestche.ster Playhouse 
nad ap,avonf!'laol .c()ffl 
S17 vemon Ave. 12 
Veni ce 
CA 
90291 

ON 
NOOpinion 

ON 
ON 
ON 

VES 
90291 
90290 

Coi,11uni cyorNei ghborhoodOrg~i:tation: ON 
Public.Aq~cy: 
t rwi r ormenu loroani zati ~: 
Ci vi CONJaoizati on: 
t cono,ii coevelop.,,efltOrgMi zation: 
Other: 
one: 
Ti.ne: 

addt t fonalcoM1enu : 

VfS 
Sunday, OCtober 
ll:12: 47 NC 

2$, 1009 

30 - 336 

t :aipphud the Mtt ro•s. efforts. to h 1prove our v ar1spor-tatt ot1, butt hope that the El se,gun.» Site will be 
cho$cn for devcl(!pffent over t he wcs.,;d1c.:a:tcr Site. The 'Ncstchl!Sttr site is hOrnt to tht l(est ches ter 
Playhouse 111hich fQr n:lny year$ ho,. insgircd inc 11ti th 1ts (Offnitncnt to s~rvirt9 the <:Offllllni ty with 
reasonat,ly pric,cxl art ;,nd «;ultu re1. The naj orit,y of t he theatre' s subscri bers are ni ddl e-chss Senior 
c i tizens thu I fo.igi ne .ar• on fix~d i,:1col'le$. The theatr e also offers afford:iblc afu.r-school children' :ii 
classes .ind ph.y/perfonn;i.nc• oeport11nitiu, in addition to t he i r main sta.gc productions. t bel ieve th.at 
the pl ayhouse ha.s .ilways !'\In vntho11t the anhtan«;c of gr:mu or govcrn1:1c~ n.lnding. 111"hat Iii val u.iibl<: 
offering duri ng our c:t:rr-tnt econOflic cli11.itol Th• tflc,1,t re is C:OfflP14tc l y vohmt .arily 09~ra.ttd by ~ny 
generous. organi ud and ha.rd ·a1orki M fo l ks who anai. nc wi th the freedon a,rw:f spjrit in .hi «;h they give Of 
thens.elves . Los Angel es c.n be a l onel y an6 .i.lienatin9 city for"'"""¥ individual$. Organiutfon.s like 
the Westchester PlayhovH a re bri dging that 'cont1unit¥ g..a,p ' by offering an arti sti c; hone f'Q r i ts creators 
ar.d su~rters, as well an affordable_. cultural lifehne to the co«f1un1t)', I a/1- p11:rsonal ly grat:eful for 
ny 'Westchester Playhouse l an1ly' , Tne Crensha," Transit corridor Project pronrises to enhaoce our 
c:0m1un.1ty~ the \\'estche.st.er Pl ayhouse has served and enl\a:iced tl\is sa11e COl'IYl'IUJlity for over 60 years and 
ideally , should be con.s1derf!d, i ncluded and even f-t.aturtd 1n any cOl'ttlunlty developt1ent pl at1s aitd 
p rojects. 

P11.9e 1 
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Response to comment 30-336. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1166 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-337. Shirley Payton. 

 

________________ © Metro 

---- ----- - - ~UIAIYU~~nu- ---------
30-33? 

~jErS,lfij'F~_.zlJ"~J'r.s'()'PL~~~roJR~.ii~ffit~3 
Email: crensha~expo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 900/6 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1167 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-337. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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Page K-1168 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-338. Benda Penny. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-338 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Brenda Penny (penn)law@sbcglobal.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:32 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line UM~rground 

Dear MTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep too Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM satety of the chHdron at CrellShaw High 
School and View Park Prep Also tsamc already backs up in both direction1;, on Slauson Oon't make a: bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat ttie WUshire ccmmuntty. 

We have already bee.n adversely impacted by the Expo Line. 

Sincerely, 

Brenda Penny 
3it<S Edgehill Drive, Los Angeles.CA 90018 

I J/512009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1169 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-338. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-339. Loralyn Penzella. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Tuesday, Oclober27, 20099:51 AM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd: Cr&nshaw' Line Undef9tound 

-·--- Forwarded m~ ag,e •·--··· 
f rom: Loralyn Penzella <Jomlvn@voulurnpmj~> 
Dme: Tuo, 0cc 27, 2009 a, 9:42 AM 
Subject: Crenshnw Linc Undergrouitd 
To: crenshaw,ttfixexr,o.oru 

Dear MTA B<lllrd of Dircdor.,: 
> 
> Plea)';e. k~cp the Crcn~hti.\\l I .io~ underground o n C reushaw Blvd for the 
> safo1y of the. children at Crenshaw Hig h School and View Park Prep. 
> ;-\Jso traJlic uln:.ady bucks up .Ut b<>tb di,recLious on Slm~on. Ooo't 
> n1ake a l;,ad situ1dion ,v()('$:e. Treat us lhe same: a.s you intend IQ 1re1u 
> the Wilshire conunul'Uty, 

Lornlyo Penzelfo 
4306 8th Av~. 
Li\. CA 90008 

I J/512009 

30- 339 

A 
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Page K-1171 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-339. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-340. Joyce Perkins. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

30-340 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Joyce Perkins [rejoyoe@ca.n.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2003 12:41 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d0f Project 

Hi Roderick, 

I om submitting my (personolJ commenh on 1he c,enshaw Transit Corridor project. 

I support the devetopment oi fght roil olong the Crenshaw couidor. hov..ever for purposes of sofefy, 
aesihetics, traffic flow and consideration o l locol businesses,. I request that to the greotest extent 
possible. o light rol lne be buft underg round. I oonnot emphasize enough the negative impact an at• 
grade or oe.rlol llne wouk:t hove on the community. ond I befeve on vnderground line wm meet tne 
desires oi the mojor?ty o f Crenshow community members. 

I Safety: Hoving o tine t.mderground wHI e•mtngteony concerns of o t-g rode crossing $0fefy. 

AestheNcs: The \lisool lmpoct of on oeriol track will hove a negative efiect on the pedeshian 
envi'onmenl we or~ WOfking h:od 10 ochtave itl fhe c ,enshow community. I believ0 it will vnoorminl,) the 
eUorh and intent of the CreruhowSpecilic Pion. the fiat to be adopted South of the 10 freeway. 

lfollie flow: I hove livOO In !hi,) c ,eru hOw communny 10< over 40 yo<:m ond hove $08tl me IIOw 0 1 trollic 
on Crenshaw increase exponentially. During rush hour traUic is o t a crawl, and this would only increase 
with the dedication. of o lone fcr fg ht roll or a bUS\l.roy. I do not believe the lnc;,eose fn ,a l ridership 
woo Id- be sufficient to hove o neutrotalng affect on the traffic fb\"I. 

Lo col businesses: Most small Cremhow o roo bu-sb esses o re struggling. While a (ght roil sy.slem con 
hove o po~ifi\18 e t lect on th~-sa bv1ness8$. d~wlopment of on o f.grode fnQ will nece~ito le Iha 
removal o l port.ing .spaces I hot o,e critical lo 1he viability ot lha-se businesses. 

I under.stand that b uild ing the light roll system undergound w il odd to the capitol CO$t, however, thi$ is o 
projecl lhot w ill b8-S'lent lheeommunity l0<manyyeors 10<:ome. soif muWbe d::>ne ,fghf. h lrong1y 
r'eqve.S-1 lh o l lo the greatest exten t possible. o Crenshaw light1oil b& built und8'Ql'oYnd. 

Thonkyov, 
Joyce Pe ,kins 
Sl 16 Ye<onk:o Streer 
t os Angeles, CA 90008 
323'296- I 7SS Home 
3 23-839-06 l 7 Cell 
rejoyo&'a'co .r,·.com 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-340-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 30-340-B. 
 
While most safety conflicts associated with at-grade crossings would be eliminated with an all 
underground alternative, the design of the at-grade sections of the LRT incorporate significant safety 
features. Any safety impacts associated with at-grade alignments are mitigated. However, the cost of 
constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be 
beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially 
infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 30-340-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-340-A.  The proposed project would not conflict with any proposed 
pedestrian improvements to be implemented under the Crenshaw Specific Plan or any additional 
redevelopment projects by the CRA/LA. 
 
Response to comment 30-340-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-340-A.  The number of existing traffic lanes along Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be maintained with the implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, 
however, the frontage road that parallels Crenshaw would be removed.  
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1174 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-340-E 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
The traffic analysis found that the existing inventory of off street parking was underutilized and that there 
would be sufficient parking capacity after implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
Therefore, no adverse effect on parking would occur. 
 
Response to comment 30-340-F. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-340-A 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-341. Paul Perkins. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

lheCrenshaw TrVlSit Corridor project tcim wekon1C$ your comments on the #lnd!ng.sof the 01'3ft. El'Mronmental lmput 

30 - 341 

Statement/ Draft Environmental: Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or process.. Please fill ovt thi! form and use .:iddiliOflllt 
sheets of paper, if necessary. Give this form to project staff or retum to Metro {see directions on rCY«Se): 

Name {First & last Na,m, Ot]ranir.rtion) ra [,(_ I tb- r K, ~.s 
Address {Strttt City, State. Zip) 

5 / / C, \I c ,,,-0 /'l ·, c ~ 
Email (mter at:fdrpss to receive periodic project updates) 

THIS COMMENT RELATCS TO Comment (please print): 

My support br fdw,d< one): 

D Bus Rapk!Translt (8RT) Afte(naWe 

.i Ught R;ill T,an$it {LRT) Aftemativt-

N o Improvement Nceessa.iy 
D {No-Butld Alternative) 

Mino, Improvements 
□ {Transpomtion Systems 

Management(TSMJ Altemative) 

□ No Opinion 

My thou.,.. about 
(check •"'f or al that apply): 

OCoMtruttion 

0NoiSI! 

D Air Qua1it)' 

jll'T11me 
1ii!I Safety 

s,'Visual Effcccs 

D Oisplacem~nt of Property 

D Disruption to Business 

□ Public Se,r.,lces 

□ local Land Use & Oe!/elopmen-t 

□ Economic Impacts and jobs 

□ Sptclf;c DesJgtt Features 

lia o, • ., 1-oC(j ta ,vJ 

I 'tt;~cj- P.r, a'aJ 
01 r'll'sses . 

A 

' 

B 

C 

D 

•OVER· 

Wouldyo1.1 lik 

□Yes Jl(No 
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--------------~ Metro 

A 

Do iou: (ch«k , If th,r ,pp/Y) 

~ Uve In the profect :uea? 

D Work in the pt<?ject a rea.? 

D 8usine$$ 

D Communityor Neighborhood Organiz1,1tion 

□ P1Jblk Agenc.y 

0 E.nvironmentaJ Organiza;ion 

□ Civic Organization 

0 Ecooomk Dcvffl>pmMt Organization 

□Other 

©Metro 

How do you regularly travel in the project area? 
(died< ,If th,t ,;pp//) 
0 Blqcle? 

!i(J'carorTruck? 

□~er 

Thank You! 

□Sus? 

□Watk? 

Civt this form to project t taff' or return to Metro: 

Postal Mail 

Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Mettopolil3n 
Tuin$pQrtatlon Authorlty 
~Gateway Ptata 
Mail Stop: 99·22·1 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

: 

Email; 
d luroderick@me(l'O.net 

P,oJoct Hotline 
(2H) 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Page K-1177 August 2011 

 

© Metro'-----------------

lOS A.NG.El f::$. CA ':kl() 

1:9- o,c.,-~ Pfol' 11. T 
~ ~ --
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1178 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-341-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw Boulevard.   
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 30-341-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-341-A.  The number of existing traffic lanes along Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be maintained with the implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, 
however, the frontage road that parallels Crenshaw would be removed.     
 
 
Response to comment 30-341-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-341-A.  The DEIS/DEIR found that an aerial structure along the 
Crenshaw Boulevard median from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision would result in an adverse visual 
impact to the neighborhood-oriented commercial district along the section of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
Design Option 4, a below-grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue on the Harbor Subdivision 
was incorporated into the Locally Approved Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors to eliminate this 
visual impact.   
 
Response to comment 30-341-D. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 

©Metrd 
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system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
The traffic analysis found that the existing inventory of off street parking was underutilized and that there 
would be sufficient parking capacity after implementation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
Therefore, no adverse effect on parking would occur.
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COMMENT: 30-342. Tangela Mcglothum. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

McgJottlum, T angefa (tmm8310@lausd.net] 
Moncby, OQtobcr 26, 2000 2;00 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 
Mbacor@viewparkprep.cr9 
Cret1Shaw Line 

~a.r fo1TA BOO Yd 01' D1 (eCtOC'$ : 

30-34 2 

Ple1H1:e, keep t.he creoshaw Ltl'le under.grotind on C.te.nshaw Olvd tor t.he a&t'ec.y o! the childre-r, 
ci: Cr:-t"nSh&w Hlgh M1d V1ew P.~ 1?:: l?l:'t;:p . Al$0 t.,.erflc aJ.:•e~dy backs up in both :.11:·~ctJ.ons on A 
s1a1uon . Don ' t. mek~ a bad stt.uatlor. worse . Treist.. L!.s t:h,e. :>i&ftli! &s you l.nte1)d t.a u:e.sc tile 
Wl tsh.1 t:e CO."l'tU\lni LY. 

'fange:la Pic3:'-et.t. 
S.938 so . H.ad•.len 
u~ Aoyetes , c~ 9D037 
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Response to comment 30-342. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-343. Mary Pierce. 

 

----------~Metro 

30-343 

A 

!WllBE $ENTTO.MTA,J\'OC'T. :Z6, SO Pl.EASE R£TU~N BY <SCT, 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, 01 90016 
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Response to comment 30-343. 
 
The traffic analysis in Section 3.0 of the FEIS/FEIR found that existing traffic congestion through the 
Corridor was at or nearing capacity during the AM and PM peak periods  at a majority of the intersections 
in the study area.  These conditions were anticipated to worsen significantly by 2030, when nearly all of the 
intersections would be operating at or above capacity during the AM and PM peak periods.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
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COMMENT: 30-344. Carla Pittman. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

car1a_Pittrnan@baxter.com 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 3:47 PM 
Diaz, Roderick, crensnaw@flxe)(po.org 
C1ensh.~w Litle EIR Comments 

Dear NTA .8¢.a.rd of DlN<ct.o.rs : 

rlease keep ehe creoshaw Li.n~ underground, on ci:enshaw Blvd. , for the 
safety of tho? children at C.r;?-nshaw High School and Vi.ew F'arl: Pr~p. Al.so 
ti:affic al:re-ady backs up in bot.h di.r-:ec.io:.s on .slausco. 1?11:ase don ' t. mak~ 
a bad situation '"orse. Trei'-lt. us tbe 9:ame way you int\:nd to treat. t.h.e 
Wilsh..ire comnu:tit.y. 

Sincerely, 

Carla Durham l?it.tman 
39:33 Kenway Ave , 
Lo3 Angeles, CA 9tl008 

30- 344 

A 

The inforu.tadon transmit.ted is i!'lt.en<;l;;-d only for the p<:rsor,(sJor entity to which i:: is 
ad.dres3ed and ma.y con;:aln confidential- a1;d/o::- legal Ly pdvile.;;ied material. Delivery of 
this message to any person other thao t.he- ir::tvnded recipie:tt(s) i3 :!lot in.:ended in any •,.·a,• 
to waive privilege or confidentiality, All.Jl review, retransmission, dissemin:it.ion or och:r 
u3e of , er tal:ing of any action in r,e.lbnce upon, r.his infor~tion by t'>nt.it..ies oc:-her than 
th= intii:r:d-=-0: tecipi,Htt is prohibited. lf you .receive this in Er:ror , please oont.-ac.t the 
sE-ndei: ar:,:1 delete the material .from any conrpute-r. 

For 'trans lat.ion : 

http : / 11..ww .baxter, cc:m/ i=mail _disclaim'='.t· 
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Response to comment 30-344. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-345. Carla Player-Rowe. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30•345 

A 

Him,W s~)4'f'ftW«ii1iffllll'cffi;~i\M:i~ 
Email: aenshaw@ffxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 181267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-345-A. 
 
 Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The light rail alignment would be underground from 39th Street to 48th Street and 
operation of the Line would not affect businesses or activities in Leimert Park/Crenshaw District.   
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COMMENT: 30-346. Stephanie Plotin. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

B 

C 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

D.;:ar Mr , Dia:: , 

Ste~nie Plotin (splom@yahoo.com) 
Svndoy, Ootobcr 26, 2000 3 ·~ f"IM 
Diaz, ROderick 
Residenl input, Crenshaw oorridos transit optiOns 

M~• name is St.ephanil:' f>lotin , .and l am a re.sid,a-nc: of the Crenshaw GO!Mu.mit:y, 

30-346 

l Uv1: at 5309 Cbesley A'lenuo:. Los Angeles, ca 900•t3 . l am wri~lng to e}(press r:ry opinion 
on the possible options available for new t..ransponation opt.ions ~I\ the C.re11shaw Cor.ddor. . 

Sr:.t.Ot'J GROUJIO ':l'letro rail 
L SUPl'OR'l' an below ground .rail system al◊ng C.renzba.w st•,d, 

1 believe that t.his is t.he ..safest, quickest, and most :fficieot. cption . I have li.Yed 
b.ri,=fly in Me:.dco City,. which h.as exactly the same p.robl:ms of sptawl that Los Angeles 
do.:s , and is similar in gecg.u,phy . How,wer, Me.ldco C'ity•s rcapid transit:. system, in my 
opinion, is far .superior., due, co the und~rground metro chat sprt:ads out to cove: the 
e.ntire main city c~nt.,;,r , lt is fa.st , -e-ffici~nt , and will taks yc,u anywhere you want t.o 
go, l much p.referr.<?-d the under.ground meu:o to c:he other opt.ions ibuses, microbos&s ,. 
eleCtric trolley-busi?s) , There is no l.on9 1-1aiting for buses that may o.r 1r,sy not <t1.rxiw:: on 
t!.n~ (or may not arrive- at all , ) 

AOOVE GROUJID Light Rail Transit 
Generally, I OPPOSE an ahov~ ground light rai_ .along Cri:nst:.aw Blvd, due. to ~afety 
concerns . However, as an option , this "JOuld l:-e h&t.t-.:r t:.han the current situation as it 
e-~is-u , 

A Bus Rapld Transit 
r Ol?t"':>SE an -expanded rapid bus sy.stet:'l along Crenshaw Blvd. As a •1-e.ry last. option, again 
this would be: bet::te.r than the C1J.rrent s.huation, but: ove.:rall I don • t support. it: . l would 
prefer above-ground light rail to bus rapid transit, bu~ my first pref~rence ls B!!.:r.JW 
GROUND l~TRO RAU. , 

Since.rely, 

Stephanie Plo~in 
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Response to comment 30-346-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-346-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-346-A.  Motorist safety treatments are described in 
detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered of the DEIS/DEIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station 
southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile 
traffic by a raised curb until the alignment transitions to a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 
39th Street and would not travel above 35 mph.  Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks 
with standard signal phases.  As discussed in Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the DEIS/DEIR, the 
signal phasing at intersections would be changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT 
vehicles are present, movements that would conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are 
permitted to cross the street during phases in which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety 
features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be 
considered, as appropriate, along this segment.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 
Response to comment 30-346-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-347. Freddie Polian. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw({J!fixexpo.org • Fax:: (323) 761 - 6135 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, 01 90016 
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Response to comment 30-347. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro Board of Directors selected the 
Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit 
Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for 
comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic development, and 
connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.   
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COMMENT: 30-348. Warren and Saadia Lagarde Porche. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-348 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: LS (qn33@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Monday, October 26. 200910:01 AM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick; crenshaw@fixexr,o.org 

Dear M'lA Boatd OJ Ou~ol'S-: 

Please keep the Crensnaw line underg.round on Crenshaw Blvd for the safety of the children at Crenshaw High I 
School and View Park Prep T~mc aJl'eady backs up in bolh directions on Slauson. Don' t make a bad situation A 
worse. Treat us the same· as you intend to t,eat other communijies where the train line will be built underground , 

Sincerely. 
Mr. warren and Of. Saadia Lagarde Porche' 
5 143S Verdun Avenue 
l os Angetes, Galifomia 900~3 

I J/10/2009 
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Response to comment 30-348. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-349. F. Kaye Porter. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-349 

Or3ft Environmental Impact StatemcntJ()r.ft Environ!n4'ntal lmpad R(p(lrt 

Comment Form 
The Ctens.haw T rartSit Corridor projoo: team welcomes )'Q\,I' tomm,;t'lt:, QC'I t~ findings or the O,a..'i Elh.•1tOl'IMef'ltal !mpaa 
S~mtnt/Dr:ift En•lironmcnt~ l~ t Report orartjotheraspect ofthe-prq,e<t or process. Please f'lU wt this ki,1m ;mr,I use .idciition:il 
sheets of paper, l.foeces.sary. Gove this form to projoct s~fl' or r«i.im to Mf;ttO ($et-dttt!CtlMS oo fel.>e1SE-). 

Em.iii (~ntc-, Jr/dn:ss tor«~ perfook:pro,itd up,Me-r) Would you li~t ,o bt added to itic projo(t m:iilinglnt? 

TH IS COM MEN r RELATES TO: 

My support for {c.heckone): 

□ Su!. R11pidTrar1sit (8RT} Alterna1tve 

JZ{.Ll8tu RaH Trat1slt {I.RT> Ahel'Mtlve 

□ No lmp,oveme,u N~esu ry 
(No•8utld Altemauve) 

Mll'lot lmprovcl'M!nts 
D (Tt;in$pct!'r.ltion System, 

Manigem~t [fSMI Alternative) 
• 

O No0pir'lio,i 

My lhoughts-about 
(ched: any Of" aJ tmt .ipply1: 

□Col'ISYU(t.01\ 

□ Noise 

□AlrQu.U1y 

□ Traffk 

□ S.afcty 

□ Vi-s1,1al EH«ts 

)i(oisplaccl'n<'iit o( Prop,ty 

lS(Oisruption to Business 

'cJ Pvblic 5-ervic~s 

0 Local Uf'ld Use & Otvdopm,cn\ 

O Economic Im pa;ccs .;nd jobs. 

0 Spedflc Otsigll Ft,nu~s 

Q O,he-1 

□Ye$ □No 

•OVER. -

A 

' 
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~ Metro._ _____________ _ 

Comment (oontlnuied): 

TT.U US ABOUT VOURS.Uf 

0 Uw lrt the prOjCCl art:a? 

)'_wotic\n 1h.p,oj«ta't'.f> 

□°"""-~ ..... thi!ptq«1atu> 

MfllJATION 

";£l Resident D Buslnfo 

O Conunu,e lhtou&h the p1ojoc.1 a111a> 

O O!h~? /lM }tttz,t-b 
How QC)~ rtsv'6rlif tr.wd in th!: ptqec,t ,m? 
(chec~ ,u rll,f ,pp/f/ 
D BtC:y(lt> 

Thank You! 
Clvtthlt (o,m to pro,ect staff o, rtNm to MtlrO: 

Ji(communltyo, Ncighbochood Orga,tqatlon ,-al MaU 

-();u.P,ojoaM
lot,~~M«, 4 1XA" 
T,-.lpC>ltab.>•~ 

D 9ub1io "'""" 
□f.n,-°'J-

0 GYiC o,,.l'l,t;ttlon 

D Economic: Ocrvelopment Organ.i•11on 

O Oth« 

©Metro 

OM Galil!W'q Pbza 
M.a!I Stop: ~n.J 
Los Al'lgdes, CA 90012,29$1 

-~ .... ......,_ 
(213) 922-27)6 

c-ts mm be .-..cl by~ 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-349. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-350. Ethelene Poston. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 350 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: ETHELENE POSTON [ethelene.poston@sbcglobaLnetJ 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 9:20 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d0f Project Pu~ic ComniEN'lt 

Tl) Whonl it May Co,1ce.11t: 

rvty name is Ethelene Sneed Jlostotl: ~u1d Jam a "'~ident oftl1e Crenshaw comnnmity. J live at 5356 
Hillcrest Drive Los Angclc-s. CA 90043. 

I oppo.s~ the proposal to put an above ground uwtro roil or bus system dov,n Cr.:n.shaw Blvd, An abov~ 
ground rJil system would greatly impact the safety of O\u· school children who atte.nd schools on 
Crenshaw Blvd, or have to Crenshaw Blvd to giet to school. In addition jf would impact the values and 
d e!:iiruhilily Qf lhc rt-:jideolial comnlunity ((> lhe ca~t and " 'est of Crenshaw BJvd. 

1 strongly imppo11 zi '-":low ground rnil sys1cu1 which would cnhiuu.-c thc• use ofptiblic tr.tusportatfon by 
the 001nmur1ity while nlaintoioing the safeiy; oeighbothood appe.al aod quiet eojoyment of the 
11eighhorl1t)()d, 

Yours lruJy, 

Elhcknc Snc--..-d Poston 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-350-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.     
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of an at-grade light rail alignment would reduce 
property values.  In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have 
actually increased.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the visual and aesthetic impacts of an at-grade light rail 
transit system operating in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  A light rail transit system operating 
through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-directional two-track, fixed guideway 
system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  The system would be powered by 
overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced approximately 100 feet apart.  This light 
rail system would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw 
Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light 
rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would be consistent in character with 
surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant visual impact. 
 
Response to comment 30-350-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-50-A.   

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-351. Mary Pottala. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goocroon (damleov19@gnad.com} 

Sent: Saturday, Octooer 24, 2009 7:04 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd. Cr&nsha\tl Railllne 

-·-···· Fonv~1J'd-iid 1uess.age .......... . 
From: <m'2Pflala.'.@sbcgloh;il.os.t> 
Dote: Sat Oct 24,-2009 at l:36 PM 
Subject: Cr~nshaw Raillinc 
To: cn!nshaw@fixe~po.org 

Uear MTA Board of Directors: 

Please. ketp lht Cre11shaw Line undergrouJld on Cr~1shaw Blvd fot the safety of the children a.t 

30-35 1 

{..''J\1nshaw Higb SchQol and View P~rk Prop, Also traffic ,dready backs up in both directions on A 
S lattS(m. Don't make a bad s ituation Wl)rs.e. Treat us the same a'> you intend to treat the. Wilshire 
community. 

Sitwcrc]y. 
Mary J>ottala 
10585 Brndbury Road 
I .of. Angele~~ CA 90064 

1211612009 
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Response to comment 30-351. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1201 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-352. Juanita Presley. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

B 

C 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: JLPRES99@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 5:34 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1dO< Recommendations 

Mr. Diaz, 

I I have a few reQommendations ,egarding the Crenshaw Transit Corridor tha1 I wouk:I like to submct 
1) I recommend to have a J..ighf Rail Transtt 

1
2) I recommend to have Grade Separations going above (he ground at these s!reets: 

a) Av1att0n & Manchester 
b) Lab<e-.a & Florc:moe 
c) Centinela S- Flosence 

1
3) I would recommend putting a statoo at Redondo & West Blvd. 

Atso, I would like to be added to the mailing tist 

Thank you 

Juanita PreS!ey 
604 W Evergreen Sl 
Jnglewocd, CA. 90302 

I J/512009 

30-352 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1202 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-352-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail 
system.   
 
Response to comment 30-352-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The light rail alignment will have aerial crossings at Aviation Boulevard and Manchester 
Avenue and at La Brea Avenue and the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  A below-grade crossing 
at Centinela Avenue was carried forward for further consideration in the design process where it was 
determined that the lack of significant traffic impacts did not require the crossing to be grade separated.  
 
Response to comment 30-352-C. 
 
A station at West Avenue was considered and analyzed during the DEIS/DEIR and will be located to the 
west of the Florence/West intersection, south of the BNSF Railroad tracks in the City of Inglewood.  

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1203 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-353. Brittany Price. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 6:44 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd: Fix Expo 

- ·--·· Forwarded message .. · --·-~ 
f rom: Price, Brittany <Brittoov Pricc•4@f·mohilc corn> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 ai 6:39 AM 
Subject: Fix Expo 
To: "crenshawlalfix-exp1.).org" <cren~hawralfixe:xt>9.org> 

30-353 

~eep the Crenshaw Line lmder-ground on Crenshaw Blvd for student safety, trnftic, and environmental I A 
JU:Sl!CC, 

Rl'1n11n\" Pnt:~ 
RSl\l _:Yt!"ni..:< & Rohcrl-:011 Pl:.i,_gmum.l 
562.228.6296 

I J/10/2009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1204 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-353. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1205 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-354. Sonia Quinones. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Drift Environmental lmp;ia Sut!:mentfDr:dl Environmentll I~ R~ 

Comment Form 
The Crcn:;h:1w Tr.an1ti1 CQrric:for project 1e::im wdOom~ )'Our OOO'lmemsot1 the foid1ngs o( the Draft Environmental lmpaa 
$Qtemef'lt/Otaft Elwiroomental lrnpict Repon or anyo.he, aspect of the project or p1004::;s. i-1-ea,c fill ooi !his form :Ind use :iddi1iornU 
$hcets of p.iper, if nC"Ce"n:iry, Ci~ thi$ rorr'n to projtt.t staff' Of t~m to ME!liO (see d«-ectioos.oo rev~). 

Addrcu (Sl~t C~ Su~ Zip) • 

30-354 

J D 3 S. '1&~ ~ ---:/5 Iv d, 1 L II- c /1, q 0() 3 '-/ 

My support (Qr (,chock Qni;): 

0 8vs ft.ipid Transh (8RT} Altcin;ilivc 

~ gt,t R~ll Tr.in1il (1,RT} Ahcm:itive 

D No Improvement Ne<:C$Ssll)' 
{No-8ulld A!tem:itwe) 

M inor Improvements 
O {T,ansport:itiOn Systems 

Mat1agtme111 {TSM)Aftcma1lve) 
• 

Q N00pl(llo11 

Mythoug"1sabou1 
(check .any or att th~ ;a;pply): 

0 Conwvc.ion 

Q Noi;c 

O Air Qu.ility 

0 Tr.iffi,c 

□Safety 

0 Visual 11fccts 

¢ispbccmcnt of Property 

0 Di$Nption I{) Business 

D Public SCNices 

D 1.ou.l l.,u1d U$(! &. Dcvelopmt:nl 

D E<:onomic. lm~ct~ .and Job~ 

D Sp('(ffi(; Oe$ign Ft::ituret 

O Other 

0 Yn 0 No 

Comment (p$c.»e prin11: 

A 

-OVER-
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1206 August 2011 

 
 

- - ----- ----- ---~ Metro 

Ho....doyou tt'fr!Yrly tril\lef in W. pro)tci •real 

□ live.In ihl' ~I ,1,~a~ 

0 WC!fk in the pt'Ol«1 ~ 

0 ComM1,1!.c chr01.11Jh the proj« t att1? 
(clr«k .tlf 1h11 apPly) 

o s;q,:r.1 0 8i,sl 

o w ... , ft°"1«1 _16 imtlC-1., IA\ 

□ ResidMt D 8uslnt-u: 

~ OMrr'IU"''Y o, Ne1gkbo1hood CltC"l'HliUOn 

0 MkAc'"'I' 

a u, ... 0:t.u<1,1a! ~ 

□ UYlc o,,anlr.tUon 

0 Economic ~lopmetlt Or6:inii11t!on 

Q Ott.er 

©Metro 

t 

Thank You! 
GM? this '°' '" top,oj«t mil' or tl!\um 10 Metro: 

Pon>IMail _Do,..._. .. _ 
IMAnJ<lcsC....,M«<..-, 
T ,.n,porr,at,Orn A&Jthority 
On. CalCWq Pf.in 
Ma.ii S1op: !>9·22-3 
lb\ Mt<lcs, CA 9001 H'lS I 

-di~ 

Prc;oa· Hotline, 
(213) 922•273~ 

Comments mu,t be .-.ed by Odober 16, 1009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1207 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-354. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1208 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-355. Milton Quon. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-355 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LI NE STUDY 

NAME: MI l,.:::f 0 1" Cx.voN EMAIL: _ _ _ ----4,c.._ ___ _ 

AOOOESS: :3 '1 0 0 JO WI¥ Set trv- PHoNE~ 2. 3 / ~ J - 0 7 /) I., 
COMMENTS: -----:=----;,=-_j,/_{l:f+±:g;;:::_ _ _ __ ----: _ _ _ _ ___ _ 

A 

l:!!,/fil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781Z67 lA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1209 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-355. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not destroy any historical resources within the 
Crenshaw community.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the median of 
Crenshaw Boulevard and the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit 
line within an existing transit route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide or deter 
the potential development of a community.   
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1210 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-356. Sharon Randall. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

30-356 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 
NA"E: 2Yl,!\""1JC- l\<.t,....,J• I I Er-wt: _________ _ 

AooaGSG: W>'}I/ G,Aw..,,:t,, ~ "k Plio11e: _ _ _ _ 
• \\ I I' •. I t" 

COMMENTS: ~ • 1, !'J::(., aj ::±::, \«>, I.A )I IZ)g,y a y'Ov-v-.< Jo/I",~ '9) ,II 4, .-- =+-"- I ~ , 
~1 \.vlt.,,. 7(/)U( u._ ...;,.,. AAf 71'A- le. Cdt':!::: ~ lb 

f!ll.lD:8E S~NTTO MTA BY OCT. ll6, SO PLEASE RETUllN BY OCT. 23 

Emal/: crenshaw@flXexpo.org • Fa1t: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. BoX 781267 IA, C4 90016 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1211 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-356. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1212 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-357. Oliaeya Randolph. 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

sassio@s-bcglobat.net 

Monday. October 26, 200911:05 AM 
Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c,enshaw Transit CONldor Project comment Form 

Attachments: Crenshaw Transll Corridor_ Comm~.nt Form.pdf 

I J/512009 

30- 357 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1213 August 2011 

© Metro'-----------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Or.rft Enwroflmenllll Impact SbtementJDraft Environmental lmpxt Rff)Ott 

Comment Form 
The Crenshaw Tra.nslt Corridor project teamwclQQmes your comments on the findings ofthc Drl)-ff: Emiron1nental lmp;io. 
Suitement/Oral\ Efflironmcntal lmp;ic:t Report°' tiny other aspect of the pro§cctQf pfOQesi. PSie11se HII out this form .ind vse addition;i1 
shccis of paper, if nec:cS$~11y. Give tM fom1 to project sta.-ff or return to Metro (see dil'E<.1ions on rf!"ltf"SC), 

Name (Fir.ii & Us: Name, Oft.Vlizstion) 

OLIAEYA> RANDOLl'R 
Address (Stn-c-r. C"Ay, State. Zip} 

3701 VESTSIOE A VENUE, LOS ,\.>IGF..LES, CA 91)018-4142 
Emall (~te-address totr!Ceivc p<Niodk prr,j«I upc/JJt~J Would you like to be .1dded to thic p1oje-ct Ma!Ung llst? 

sol~i()@sbcglobitl.n~t 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My support fot (check Onet: 
O Bus R.ipid Transit (8RT) Altematlve 

□ light RaJ Transit (UH) A!tcm11~ 

O No lmpro~mc:nt N~ss.try 
(No-Bu~Altemati~) 

Minorlmprovemcrrts 
El (TraMpottatioo Systems 

Managerncnt (TS M) Altern,ti•:e) 

O NoOP,!'4ion 

Mythoug~s;lbcK,t 
(ehedc *IY or all lhat appty): 

181 Coostruction 

□ Noise 

O Air Qu:.!ity 

E.Traffk 

& Safety 

81 Vi;ua1 Effects. 

El Oispl;u;cm<:nt of Property 

B Oistuptloo to 8u-sinc;ss 

0 Publie SeNices 

0 local Land Use & Development 

SI teonomic: Impacts and Jobs 

0 S~ifl'C De11ig11 Features 

□Other 

□ No 

Comment (pese print): 

IW9t-tde,it,,r(l,l~is,p,..;Jon'1t~kSJ.1,t..tu.oding_ 

avrin~ tb:e GAUee6a11JHHMJ.Jowi,-h.comnM.mi'-y..Not:ttl or Wilstiire 

l.lwk• aid. Pm not r(lnd.-of-t~ht-.&~ 'l!wmsit {Utt) .Y.Hw1H1dq FiPiply 

bcciiust O-M.:1hlrw Buute,a.d Is not .. n-,kkaHMrout;hfatt.for·tlm ltiud er 

1iri1Ji!tt. I lhiwt(h:h"Utffie~ennstunv-eorrtdor Is mu ,o"u io u, cal.s 

ioclioru'\vti,cb Won@ 11ppc11r On the .!IUi'liitV iO poce1111a11) ntake:-thtsITTitl'ttd\es' 

of road more congiiaed. Lcimt.rl l~ii·l(";;fiiot:i poor comnw.n.HY, Fc::,Jrnmts or

i'iiinelg'hborhood him.: 01htr means of transpuriaGon :ava1fable lo diem. 50, J 

don't believe tbat the need u, gttJlt. ·n~ .idea of onrbc-.od dtdrk a1 }1,1~ I$ 

di.st1nblnit to mt, 'fbC newt~· lns~lkd Uxturcs would let-set• the charm of lhc 

neighbor.hood which would de•v-nfoe lhe qu21ity or homeowners [)·resent \\-iii.in 

1be, commun.ity. I "''Ollld prefer that the ncighborf1000 k not dis:rupttd. T he 

nl()ney 1honld be: invt'Stcd in o ther wa~•s 10 contribute-lo ii$ cur·r~lf appeal. I 

don't 11nticl1>1tlt ,!$Ing tbi.,; form or lrill:IS{)Ortatlon btt::.u.sc of oihc:r potential 

safe-I)' risk,;. If tbi:s kind o-fpn,ject cannot be inooq>0r11ted without 

displadnji: local businCS-'ics, thco it should not LUon!, forward. Tht pf'(ljttt 

woukl IU1lil 1he access of dais coinruunity bf eli,ui.n2tluit annual 

~lebratioM curnntly c:nk)ftd by 1•1:slCWnt.i; of Lcimtrt P11rlt and other we.U 

woohi(;nw:rt Tt~ brochuns arc m;sletidhit.l>l' offering raise hope to 

Jn.d.ixidu.als......»'_hum.ar.e...c.r1m111b· 11otmpkl,:gd ,nc nodrarnipl(IVed. As a c-MI 

t·r~i.,eer, I ma1tage mulH•millkm doOAt gover11n)elllCl)_us.tJ:.u.tti:O.n.c<iutultli.Jt.nd 

. QVEJ<. 

A 

B 

C 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1214 August 2011 

 
 

--------------~ Metro 

Comment {oontinued}: 

I understand bow proc1u't'n1tn1S of this magnitude tare awarded. t,·en a small amount of om.~ ... 11nd-a-halr biUion dolliirs 

will be rois:1pproprffltcd 11oc.l/or p,Qlit icnlly offet;td to-some large cons1n1di<,11 <:0n1pAny who more thlln li_kdy "ill eh~c 

to worl<subc<>ntr1tcto1-s tbey hnre already cstablisbNI bu;su.'leM tt.l:adnnships, 'fha1 kind otraJs~ hope is d~ingcnoous t1nd 

it insults the intelligence or the t::(11:11.tn\lnity. 

TELL US t..BOUT YOURSELF 

What i-s yovr home zip code? 2eeu\ 
Do )'Ot.l: (ch«k all rh:tr apply} 

Workzipcodc~ <Joo, z. 
How do you ,esula,~ tr.l'lel In lite projea ate.a? 
(c/,«k all tl,;t ,pp/yJ 

181 Uv.: in tit:~ pr<>jectare;i~ 0 Commute thr·ough I.he p,o,ect arta? 0 Bicycl~? 0 Bus? 

□ Work M'I the pr*ci srea? O 0therl _________ i!C;irorlt\,lc;:~? 

□ Own a t>1,1slness In the p,o;ect aie11? 

AFFILIATION 

!I Resident D Business 

D Commurtlty or Ne!ghbo,hood OtsanitaU0-1\ 

0 Public Agc.rq 

D Environmental Organization 

0 Civic °'£31'1i?alion 

D £wlk.>mi~ Oev~IQPment Org.-niution 

□Omer 

G, Metrd 

□?the, 

Thank You! 
Give this form to projo.:t 'Staff or return to Mttro: 

PostalMii,TI 

Roderick Diaz, Pro;ect Manager 
LosAl'lgde:s Coumy Metropolitan 
T rilrl$port.itic,n Autho,ily 
OneGatew,:,y Plaza 
Mail Stop:. 99-22-3 
LosMgtle:$,CA 90012•ffl2 

Email: 
d'Jaztodcrick@mC'!J'O.nc, 

Project Hotlil\e 
(213) 922-27l6 

Comment$ must be received by October 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 

C 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1215 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-357-A. 
 
The determination of funding priorities for Metro projects is beyond the scope of Metro policies and the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and this environmental review process. Comments and concerns 
regarding that matter should be directed to the Metro Long Range Plan project manager at the following 
address:  
 
Attn: Heather Hills, Director, Long Range Planning, MTA, One Gateway Plaza, MS99-23-1, Los Angeles, 
CA 90012 
 
Within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, Crenshaw Boulevard is the widest route among the north-south 
oriented arterials.  Crenshaw Boulevard also has several activity centers which can create ridership 
necessary to support a light rail system.  As a result, Crenshaw is the most suitable arterial to support a 
light rail transit system.   
 
Response to comment 30-357-B. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. 
In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.  In addition, the alignment would be below-
grade near Leimert Park where many cultural activities take place.  This would not prohibit or disrupt these 
activities from occurring.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will be funded through Measure R.  
In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-thirds majority, committing a projected $40 billion 
to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout the county over the next 30 years.  Measure R will 
help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, create more than 210,000 new construction jobs 
and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local economy, according to estimates by the nonprofit 
Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation.  Projects which would increase the 
neighborhood appeal of the community would not be eligible for these transportation funds.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.    
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1216 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-357-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is anticipated to 
create more than 400 annual jobs during the five year construction period with a total number of direct, 
indirect, and induced jobs in all categories of 7,800 annual jobs during the construction period.  Metro also 
incorporates a local hiring policy program, which sets goals of 15 percent of the construction jobs to be 
awarded to workers located within the community. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-358. Scot Renfro. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-358 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Comment Form 
lheCrensh.iw Transit Conido, project t<tam welcomes yovr comment$ on the ~ndi:ngs or the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Repon or anyothe< a-spect of the p1oject or ptocess. Please fill out this form and use addition.ii 
sheets of paper, if ne<.essary. Give this form to projea staff ortetum to Metro (see directions on reverse). 

Name {first & last Name. Ors•mization) 

it!i~~~, /41~~ 
,,-

THIS COMMENT RE.LATE$ TO 

My $ Uppor1 for {<hock one): 

ej" Bus fl;apidTransit (BRT) Altema1ive 

D Light Rail Trans ft (LRT} Alternative 

D No lmprovemetit Necessary 
(No-Build Ahcmativc} 

Minor lmprO'\lcments 
□ (Transport3t!on Systems 

Mo1n,1.gcmcnt [TSMJ Ahcmativt>) 

0 No Opinion 

My thoughts abcM 
(died< any or all that apply~ 

D Construction 

□ Noise 

OAirQuallty 

Q T~ffic 

□ s,rety 
D Vis1.1a,I Effocts 

ISi Displacement of Property 

(S Oisn,.ption 10 Bvsiness 

D Public Setvices 

~ Local Land Use&.Oevelopment 

181 Economk Impacts and lobs 

0 Specific Oes;gn Featu1es 

□Otht!t 

' 

1i!J, Yes O No 

omment scpnn : 

...,i~tl ~e: ss /a. o l ::r: C)\, l qe!I "' 1f2-e ' 1:::1:tec ~ ,,-, 
·1r 

ht2me, :1 g_1:,,J a a t::bt ~a r:::s, · d: l ~':t::::.«p'2 1c"I.l~ 

<C 7Z -~ J--?l"'~ s /,J"' 'Id 

de,= a li:::: d:i:c se7s a~ ,L rQ &:) 

' 
bf:. 

4~-5J.s r:-. <'le :z::: 7:::: hs-~..1--,-t--

p I "--P'-,2" s c:, "ri:..d±. Ji.,,_ "'· Nc;&.,d,:.,.L 

4. -r:;;__. t:l-(;- '~"' ' 
t.,_., icek.vt::a t b!i ¥ e, 

l'.::~ ~ <?.; ~ ~ """'-.«~;' a., fJ. .a.Z:r-a '- l:;: ~~-=-

-M..':f-P--'W::..S-~LJ:1.<!.$-5 d:. Cl C, r1,..,__ 

--f-2-1-,12 & $ q 'C r 4 i?: c..,, , r I<<: fv; ?tn rl . 
' ' la&u.z5~ J:r:..f}~i::,, 0 7 l "' !l,::ll.Q. i';'lt s 

L ~ ~~_t;;1_,,__1,J.c.-.., r¢. 1, ,. ~ k;y-
P l~ h. o. ,, s A- La., r:., 2:r- / >- A&. 
/ " ~; 'r '-' 'ri o 11 I iv (,Jc.:, -r-c. /2 ~ 5 't' e., r 

-OVER· 
"""'>P"'-c."1-e.d. +., A-II. 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continued): 

Do you: (check 3/f tMt apply) How doyo1.1 regularly travel in the project 3rea? 
(ch«k ,II tl,,r apply) 

E,t.ive in the project area? 

Ii, Wo,k in the projed area? 

D Commute th.tough the project area,? D Bicycle? 0 Bus? 

Q Walk? O 0 ther? __________ Caror Trudc? 

fiZJ Own a business In the p,o,ect ;m:.a? 

A FFl:..IATION 

CiJ 8u:Siness 

0 Community o r Neighborhood Otganlzation 

0 Pl.lblic Agency 

0 Environmental Otgwizauon 

D Civic Organization 

0 Economic Development 0,g-anii.ttion 

□Other ~;;tw-,-d~ 

©Metro 

□0th« 

Thank You! 
Give this form to project staff or return to Metro: 

Post.-1 Mai1 

Roderick Diaz, Profect Manager 
t os A1lgeles Courtly Mecropoli~n 
T~nsporiationAuthority 
One Ca1evqy Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
l os Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Email: 
diauoderick@metro.ne4: 

Project Hotline 
(213)922·2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-358. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-359. Linda Rhea. 

.  
 

----------------~ Metro 

30-3S9 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME: 'L- \N\() 3?.~ EMAJL: at\.,'""'\~~~L~ 
ADDRESS: 1\2-1{\'fz. b_<\v¼,..-,..,o-d:;c,, a_..,.,_ PHoNe: ______ _ 

COoMHTs: --------!!-----111--111---+-1 -
_ ___;\Z~~Q ·~-rp......l'....l.:t~00,:!!....ll~~Sl:~\c.....:r rr~WsULY\.::,1,1<11-t -'-' --'-' _,_, ....:...· --- 1 A 

Hlm:IIE SENT TO MTA IIY ocr. 26, so'Pl.EASE RETURN IIY OCT. 23 

Emal/: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Bex 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-359. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-360. Felecia Richard. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

NA.'1£: --l-'--<>--<--' ...... ._..._=""'--"--'-"--'-'~--

Aooois$: --"'-~~...,...~~ ......... -'-'-''."" 

H.llllBE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26,SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

30-360 

Email: crenshiJw@f,xexpO.OITJ • Fax: (323) 161 • 613S • Address: P.O. Box 181261 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-360. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-361. Herbert Richardson. 

 

---------------~ Metro 

30•361 

- - -·--- -------- CUT AND SEND-·---··--·----- -··· 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAHe: lfr•iblfllt fdi1t?t1s1>iJ EMAIL:,c!!._ _ _____ _ 

Aoorucss: f,,,oqo Cffe.l;Mw;E/.Jci. PHoNe:~"'---- ---< 

CoMHafTs: Cf(."-'17,,;~'<' (1).fJ-,,,,,, '' lj1,4::"·, I A 
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Response to comment 30-361. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-362. Carl and Karen Rigoli. 

~ Metro -------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 362 

1'1'if Crfflshaw TnMC C.0,,.00, P'OftC\ ttaiffl ~ ~ <:OO'll'l,enCS on ~ fitidwla• of the Of.aft (~ntal lmplCI 
St•hitnent/ l)rJft £nviroM1@nla Impact Rfpon or Mrf Olhef aspect of~ p,ojll!CI CH p,oeess. Plt.U• lllf OV1 !his mm1 ind use addthqn.al 
shl!tt.s o( p.,~. if ~'1.W')', GM thb-lo,m to proj«a u.:alJ or rteum io Mtt,o ('Stt dlttoons.on ~) 

Name {Fdt& ustN~. Olp,,,u&onJ 

~~~sufz~ R.L ti KllltN 

Effloll /..,,,-.,,,."""""p,,.-_,upd,m/ Wovld ~ like to be added to the projlf'CI m;i;,ing 1111~ 

KIIR£NANN e Arr. N t. r ~ Q No 

TI H~((.)1,11,lfNI R! 1h lfS ro 

0 811s RJpld Ttl!ls!t {SRT) Alttm~ive 

~ lai T<am< (UIT)--,. 

D No lmprovernqfll Ne"n•,Y 
(No.lulkf AkemlCSw) . 

Minor fmprov~ts 
O (Tra,1.sportatlon S)"lioms 

MaN&tmentfTSMIMt.tnllt-le) B 

Q NoQpttlbn 

"'1•,-,...-· 
~..., .... ,,,..opp,i: 

~"""'coon 
Q-Nolse 

Q'A,Qu...,, , 

Q'T,affic . 
~ 

C 

IN dDfb]'lt:J)I ?"Nf ""tt1Z6Ytfo/~ PfR'(ffOU:,,( 
~ .;tf.KVfs ouc, (IOfttJtJVWl ;Y flit IJ l'pH(rtrt 
C(:(6T':(~IU-~ AN> 'IIL dWJIN£S<£ S DM 1,-v 'Sf 

1;,,u a,; "o NJ>£n1,..,~~£~P- --- - --- - ---
i.og; tlJ>< c:Sf t£iO<V!S ,!IA•n ?"Hf <"l'JA/J)E"" N'.C o 

C,Visvaf f ffccu ~-.,_ 
[il'6;srvpt.0n to, ButllW!ss I Nf:ll:tl"tf. dtt>tJ (~/1,.fFu:! CD>lt!,~1pc;V /''-VS Z:H4! 

0 .JtPtU o~ 11 ,r111taAJftfli<.£ )'A~)> P1111 w,u '-~ ~-
~;al Ut1d Use & Oe~dQpme11t 

l'f~ "'1'"":. ;?"' 1$,v.e t!lf!!.ts HU-< ec VfYB.r.Tllr/,,e, 

a-6~ lmp~.1 and J,Qb1 

□ SpecAIC Onign ftllUtCS £ 

□01ti~, - --- - - -
, OVER· 
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m MetroL__ _____________ _ 

Commtnt (eo11t1nued): 

How do you ~trawl irl the pioject aHa.? Do'""' (d>,d,l.,.,,pptn 

~ " di• proJm lll"f,t,l 

□ WOii: In the pqm area? 

□ Commuto through 1he projc,;1 1tt1? 

0 0dlitr? 

I""" , H th,t ,pp//) 
0 8k)'(l41? 

l£:J<".r9rT,ucl? 

□ Bus? 
ra<.., 

□ Own a bwsln,,u .. d.eprojc-(.t.MUI 

QBu-1lneJ1 

□ Co!'n.mu!'lityOf' Nelghbo.rt.ood 0'11nlut!on 

Q l'lhlkArnc, 

a c ............ o.i
a (;,r1(: Ol'f-""/Ution 

□ Economic t)OV(';lopmffl1 O:g1nl:u11on 

O Otht,, ----------

«}Metro 

-------
Thank You! 

Clw! this form to projea fflllr or telum to Metro: 

""'1.ti Mall _,,..,_.,......._ 
.... ...,...c..n.,..._-... r,_,..,,.,.._ 
OfteG•~PJau 
Mall Stop: 99-22,J 
loSAngc<es.. CA 9001M'9S2 

.,,_ --... 
P,ojc,clHadlne 
{213) 922-21)6 
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~ Metro ------------



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1229 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-362-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-313-C. 
 
The park and ride facility in Westchester was removed from consideration during the design phase of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
Response to comment 30-362-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-362-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-362-B. 
 
Response to comment 30-362-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-362-B. 
 
Response to comment 30-362-E. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-362-B. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-363. Scott Robertson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

B 

C 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Adrianne Robertson (robertoon77@sbcg!obal.net) 

Sent: Sunday. October 11, 2009 11:47 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: steve-.1ope2@tatim0S.com, goorge.skeltoil@latlmes.com, James.rainey@latimes.oom, 
hector.tQbar@latimes oom 

Subject Crell$haw Traoist Cocridor Obj ections and Questions 

Hello. 

I Overall, I am not happy that t1lls dom1:u11 railway Jiue 1nay become active .. 
noise. pollution aixl possibly ~rime for the Osage neighborhood. 

I I would like to know the crime and J>Ollution imp.tot. studies lhat you lrnve. done on pre.vious lllles. 

30- 363 

In additi01l. 1 wa,n to 11ote lliat I am strongly opposed to the maioteoance facility being placed in the 
Osage area of Westchester. It would be ~1djaccn1 to our neighborhood conununity. Given that the El 
Segundo urta is m)t ne.ar any ho111es, makes it, to me.~ a_no.braioer, Specifically~ I want to know what 
p,oluution and noise wouJd be coming out Of this arc3. In oth~r ar.:as, has this aUr.«:ted more crime to 
lhe -.rrca? You must have :-1udies on thi~. 

I look fo1w,ll'<l to yolu' response. 

SC()I( Robenson 7907 Breen A venue, 3 I0-665-9877 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-363-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  The potential impacts to traffic, air quality and noise were all evaluated 
in the environmental document.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to traffic would occur near 
the Westchester community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line.  No adverse 
operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to 
reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were also 
included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and 
noise during construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were 
determined to occur during construction.  There is no documented evidence that the introduction of 
a light rail system would reduce property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, 
adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-363-B. 
 
Crime and pollution impact studies on other lines are not part of the proposed project.  Information on 
other Metro projects can be obtained at the Metro website at www.metro.net, under the Projects and 
Programs tab. 
 
Response to comment 30-363-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-364. Dedra Robinson. 

______________ © Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

TIJt.~T,.,_.~p,ojecltNM~,,ru-~ooh:~vllNOn,iL,wo.w:.ertallr,..,,a 
StJt~ £,witOM)fflllll tmp;tct ~11 QI' .iny Oll'll!IJ aspc!d or tht project or proc;i~H Please GQ 01.1t this !arm ~,id use :itlrlltlt1nill 
shNth <Jl p,,pe,. t(nc,c~slll)', Clve this ront'I tq projl?(.C tt!il'f o, rrt,1111 to Mr.ho (Gc-e di1«iion, Ot'l ~c,) 

H:ime-(Frst&L,mNMnG~ \ 

D :e dw -~·ui$ 010 
•dd,.,,f>S;~:;u l~~- L, B_ <:jOOL/;> 
l:n'l11l1 /tN1t& Add,-,,u f(J t«t:,'ri, ,-,iodkp«>j«t upt/.dtn) Would )'00 uic.10 be-.ilddittl lo th,;P'Ojotel maJing,IM? 

nus COMMENT l'lt:LAT£S TO 

□ 8u$ RapldT,l!nsit (ORTJ Ahe,n:.tiwi 

Cllcf,< ~., r,_. tull .. ...,..,,. 

Q flto lrt1pitNen1ctu N1'Cth:<1J7 
(Ho•fJ vUd AhC"t11alille) 

..,_.,,...,.,~_) 
a (T,;1 ... ,po11-MIOl'I s,,s.t"'"' 

,_.,11~tmetll {TSMJ.Mlt(flitllvt) 

□HaOputh)fl .., __ 
fc::tiedc .,., Of 1111 thtll ~! 

□ Co~tmc11e»t 

~ 
0 Air Ql•~ltt 

\i(T<>lfc 

~ •fdy 

f&1. Visual £ffeets 

Jt 0.Spbcfflt>rf'lt of Ao,.tty 

pi Otsn,p,ion to Bustne•J 

□ Pub!ic 5C!IYICC$ 

Q f.oafl.MldU-R& Oe tlopa:.c111 

~ (cnnomlc lrflp;;tets ,1ncf Job ... 

0 5t>«jfic °"'I• ........ 

□o""' --- ---

O"re1. O No 

;.!;~~~~!; 
?t-t1:1:B¥~~~~rws 
--------------- - - ----
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© Metro, __________ ___ _ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

r:,c- Cft't'l~h.a.w r ,,.ns- (Ol'l,tCb 11"),cct tt'.t1r11 ,;drttt~ :,ciu, <l')ffl1T10"!~1 "'" ~ r-irn~of\lirc 0,.-li: t,.,,,on-Mr,t.◄ 1rnp.,c1 
St~JO.Jh [l'WOt'll"ln'Jlal ~ ll~I a, '""~' M,.)N:lof~ ~IOtpl)(f» ~ II .tlho\ b,aAf'O la-t actkoi•ul 
~d p.-pet, ,lf'lecn~ GM, thr, brr to p..,a ~t.1( nt i"l'CiJt.n to W!!t•o ('..cc-d""t(io-,, Ol'~'Kj 

N,,nlt' (Fu1r& lnfN,t,11e, O,,M.,~1)(10,; 

__ 1l~~~a.b·LN2'.0tu- -·-·- - - - ·---- -
AcU•~-. ~ c« s,c i~ 

. . 5 S-2/±-_Jtf.'__ /lv ~ . L .0_. _ 9 {?_o, _'{3 ....... ... __ 
~m .. i1 {n,ln,.,.,._cllt,,"'-"'_l""iodicp1o,«J 1,ptl,,lr1) W"'lkf1"'t"-c-• k~•'°""'&'to,«1"'-.. ,..11t-~ 

TlilSCOMM[NT RE:.;.TE'S ro .., ____ _ 
Q Ovt, l'ttl)1ci l 1"'1; ,1 (.lffft Allc-111.,t111t• 

□ l ight R,.111,,,,\il (lllT) Al1frn11UY,e 

Q Ho J"",-,--itl N«.-:,'""'7 
P,.:o i,111d Alkfloo11Nt) 

M1o10 , ln\11!0..qT!tof\ 

D Clt,1Jl1j"l>!I.IIIIOl'I s,,,,,.,. 
~, . .... ~,d fr$.MfAt.tc.,..>i;,,,o(l 

O NG~ ... 

"-' 1 thought~ •bo,,c 
fttlC'tk .a••r cw • U 1h111 _,,~>; 

Q ~<'l!l"olt\lClilt\lll 

,;;JI< .. ,, 
QA-,;0,u;hl)' 

\il.l.-...P.tr. 

~,i,,, 
~ \/1\11:II tff('t\'; 

Ji Oi>.pl '((ff!Cf.l o' ",opc-1'1:, 

~ 0t-ol'llpt'Of'I I~ &sinNt 

0 P-.,t,tit Sc,voc:e• 

□ l.m:P l•IW Utt&. 0,-,c_lop,""r,t 

Ji{"lc~t~tt~/OOS 

O ~,,.I{ Oolgn 1-ott•f'U 

Q O:hc,, 

QYC', 0No 
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---------------~ Metro 

1-to,,,,Jo you ,efJla,lrt,~ 111 d~ ~ . ,.,1 
(r.Mdr.tll fh., ~-,Ir) 

Ii{ 1,;,.,c it, TM P'ot<'<' A'Co1;, 

Q Wo,\ Wt die- P"QJC'tt .uf 

QCOffl,,..,.fth,ou~fll~p,oj1Kt:itn~ Q 8k)(k_l QS.,,-) 

0 ~ ' •v.~' "" !he P!Otf'U flt'I> 

D com,~il, 01 Hcichbmtlood 0.111'11Ub0ft 

□""""Ac<"'' o~,•0r,....,~ 
0 CW-le: O"A0~lll•o" 

O E(otK>•nlC Ot"lelopmco l o,, ,_.,,,.,1on 
0011:it:T 

@Metro 

Thank You! 

Pon-' Mail 

...... ~l)i;I~ ~ ... , ~ 

t.e,t, ~C~Mt'lf-c.-. 
Tr1MpO1tlt10t'I Au~ 
O!'1C G1tewa, Pln-11 
M111I $top: 99·22-3 
LOI- ~oHs. CA 90012,.19.U 

...... 
di,,~idt~ro ritt 

PtojKt Hoeh 
(2 11)972-21)6 

{:;JJ/,.;tJ-7»rt. '196 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1235 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-364. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  
This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

The mature trees in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard would be displaced with the implementation of 
the proposed project.  The following mitigation measure is provided in the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the visual 
impact of removing these resources and to replace the trees on a two to one basis: 
 
Any mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar size and species, or if inappropriate for climate 
conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant with the applicable City’s landscape ordinance. 
Replacement should occur at a ratio which is the ratio acceptable to the Los Angeles Bureau of Street 
Services Street Tree Division.    

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-365. Solomon Robinson. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

At:.t.,..nt.i.on : Ml'A Boa~d 

Solomon Robmson [s,obin3@yah:>o.com] 
Svr-<loy, Ootobcr 26, 2000 0:10 r"IM 
Diaz, ROderick 
Comment • QenSMw Corridor Transit 

30-365 

'rht:- Crensha;.: Ucr should be conat.ruct-ad underg.rcund on Crenshaw Bl•td , Ln t-his way, the the
present. phy==ical character of C.rensha•,.,,• Blvd w.!..11 n·ot bs- oegativ.?ly i..mpact.ed. lt. is a 
bEautiful s~reet as is with iit~le or no noise pollution. Algo, traffic a.long th~ rout~ 
as well as cro.ss t:affic 1,rouLd most likely bE': oeqative:ly impacted "'ith increased ualfic 
con~eation with dedicaced stxeet level trains (streat c.ars) , au~ primarilyr r f~l t.hat 
th'<=' LRT will operate much safer fol.'. e..>-ie sur.roun<iing ne-i.ghborhcods jf built enti:~ly 
underqround. 

Sincerely, 
sol Robinson 
4.00? 'tt.'e1 land Ave 
.Los Ang~les, c,; 

9000$ 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1237 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-365. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1238 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-366. Mary Rose. 

 

---------------~ Metro 

30- 366 
COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

tw<E: >V) &t-':l Rase: awi.: 1=--s iL':::< z(?csE KAtt,cay 
AooREss: 1-\b!.S:: 'M<:.C..L \) &J ~ OR -LA- l'HoNE: >l O ·3 ~ '1. - q 3ea,' 
OlMttN1): r AV---\ R,_i:, ~ ve Sll~(;,: ]]:\:I::"' Ml A 60.i:1...0 
:Jl:t F, C. <lr:<i>-6 t:fA vJ Co Q.(\'r-v)o (l lJ N 'l) eQG-QOuJ\.l C> • 

A 

MiisnilAAAw,BtA'.~"SO-~~~ n 
Emal/: aenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6'435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Dl 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1239 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-366. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    

 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1240 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-367. Denise Ross. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

-------- ......... ~ ..... ...,, ........... .... 30 - 367 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW UNE STUDY 

NAME: De../ClS-e 45:;; EMAIL: ________ _ 

ADDRESS: ,;/_F,)3 'f's,:,,:( />( I, A fooo:? PftoNE: 

CoMMENTS: 0,c,,.ff .µ,~,.,, ~ •. r ~ /U)+ -<-l-.rv- -c:::__--f,----1 A 

MYll BE SENT TO MTA ,~oor ~-~~;:59 J>l~f;lRE'{IJRN QY((fj,1'~ 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 lA, C4 90016 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1241 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-367. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1242 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-368. Leonard Ross. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

--- .... v, , .... . .... -··-- 30- 368 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAM£: t:.a,o,,,r~ i:::) e .S '> &wl: ________ _ 

Aollf\ESS: ZROJ lLJ 7'S1 10 ~ PHONE: ______ _ 

CoMMEl'/fS: - - ---------------------

u},£__ WAAJ'T :z»'t 7&'A/:._, &,:, Lf/-f L//&NT ,,.r?(-4':)1',,ee-l r, 

~~- . '.· E~6.•scf'°f'~.,......., --~_,.,.,.,, 23 
~~ .... .!,,.&l,f;ifflJ~~-{"3.. , . • -.-.BIUJ-~"--· 

Elnaff: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 · 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 IA, Ol 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1243 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-368. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1244 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-369. Robyn Rothstein. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

30-369 

Otaft £nVWOnmenul tm~ct Swement/~ft Environmental lmp.,c:t Report 

Comment Form 
TheCtmshaw Transit Corridor project team welcomes your comments on the lindings of the Ota ft Envi,onmemal Imp.act 
Statement/ Ora~ Enlli1onmental Impact Report or any other aspect of the project or ptocess. ~se fill out this fol'lt'I and use. addition.I 
sheets of p~pe,, if necessary, Cive this fom, t<> proj«t i~fT of re11'rn to Mello (see directions on :t-~t$C), 

Name (First & Last N8me., OtgsmUtionJ 

((iJsy,./ KQT/kT'&/t( 

I 3-!1 n:> /J,h,f, 
Email (enrer :u:ldNss to 

THIS COMMENT RELATES 10· 

•• My f upport ~ (cl,cd< ono): 

18 !\tis Rap;d ;rans it {BRT) Ahemative 

0 Light Rail rlahsit (LRT) Altematl'let 

O No lrnpro-.•ement Ne<:i:$$..1 ,Y 
(No-Build Alternative) 

Minor Improvements 
0 (T rartS pO,tUtlori Systems 

Management fiSMl Ahcmative) 

D No Opinion 

Myl!,oughts;obout 
(died: any 01 alt that apply): 
□ ConstNCltOn 

D NOise 

0 AirQu3lay 

0 Tr~ffic 

□s.r.,r 

□ Visual Effects 

D Displacement of Property 

D Disruption to Bus iness 

D Public Setvices 

□ Local Land Use & Oevelopmertt 

D Economk lmp3as 211d Jobs 

D Spec.me Oes;gn Fe, tu~s 

O Othef 

Woukl you like to be add«t to the p,oject m;1t!ing Us(] 

0 Ycs 

Comment (p&easo print): 

-OVER· 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1245 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Commef\"t (conth'll)td): 

Do )'OU: (ched ,II lhJJt apply) 

O live in the proicct ar,a? 

D Work ln the p<oJect are:a? 

D o.vn a business in the proj~ct area? 

AFFILIATION 

D Re!ildertl D Business 

How do '/¢tJ regularly travel in the p,oJ,ect :i1ea? 
fck<k ,H thlt 'Pf)ly) 

D 9>mmute ttirough the project ate-a? □ Bicycle? 

n,'"other? {~#.,. / _. O CarorTrvck? 

-3---~ □?"'" 
Thank You! 

0 Bus? 

Q Walk? 

Cive this f0<m to proje<t $Ufr or rett1m to Metro: 

D Co,mmurtityo, Neig;hboriiood Org;aniz:ition 

0 Public Agency 

Post#M.iil 

Roderick Diaz. Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropoflt;i;n 
Tr3r)S~lionA1,1thOflty 

Email: 
dia-uoder'ldc@me11o.net 0 Environmcrrtal Organization 

D Civic Organization 

D Economic Dcv-elopment Organization 

QOther 

©Metro 

One Catcway Plua 
Mail Stop: 99·22·3 
losAngeles, CA 900l2-29S2 

Projcd Hotline 
{21l) 922-2736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1246 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-369. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1247 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-370. James Rowe. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 37 0 

i:!.1,~1(~sENt,:ro MTA'liV.ocr ;~lif"~ .ei.~iieru~·e,v:;~ .'.il 
Email: crensh11w@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 lA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1248 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-370. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1249 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-371. Robert Rubio. 

 

(I, Metro ______________ _ 

30•371 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruoy 

NAME: Po00tr (VI Pvf!fm EMAIL: /<i ,:or,9,1,qo,y.., ,(a'a6c 6(,o<',.I~ 

AOOAEss= 'it,s- '½,.i..., 1-1"" 1.-A q owe A«H: 3,2:3 5s9 rm 
CoMMENYS: _ _ _ _ -,--_ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ 

A l w 
B 

~ SlNT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO Pl.EASE RETURN BY QCT. 23 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax, (323) 761 • 6435 • Addre$S: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, OI 90(}J6 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1250 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-371-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-371-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1251 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-372. Delores Russ. 

 

m Metro _ ____ _____ _ _ _ _ 

30-372 

COMMUNITY M EMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

rw.~,:lJ0µ1u~s Js3,:;s: EMAIL: ___ _ ____ _ 

~ /,41" e ,c12LW ;,4t.J231'. ..,. .3 50 .,,.,.,,,, . 143-1, 'fO -J ?90 
Col4He<TS: d:a~v,::dkzflw?,, ,4 ~ I A ffv I ~ 

Email: aenshawOfl-,io.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Addre$$: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1252 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-372. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1253 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-373. Keoin Russell. 

 

m Metro ______________ _ 

30•373 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW lrNE Sruov 

NAME: ,t;ia<;., I <'.. K ,$$t: ti EMAIL; P/,, c9'2 J.. 
AooRfss: W.¼ ~/2.t«rn/ /'Jr d ,O (. ,A,t!A. PooHe: 32.3 ·Z'itJ ·OS/i'2 

O)MHEHls: B:<;,P tl: u,,w <{cor,AJ/ oN C/.r,µ>1-, q> I A 

MYi!Bf SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshawf!!)Hxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 64JS • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1254 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-373. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1255 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-374. Gina Russel-Williams. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 374 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Gina Russel►VWltams [grusse3@lausd.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 8:09 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep the Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM sa!ety ot thech!ldron at Crenshaw High I A 
School and View Pa.<k Prep, At-so traffic a.tready backs up in both directions oo Slauson CXm't mak.e a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat ttie WUshire ccmmuntty. 

Sincerely, 

Oitta Willian\s 
3734 IAnMfo Wa.y 
I .os Angeles., CA 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1256 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-374. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1257 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-375. Joan Rutherford. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-375 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Joan Rutherf0<d (ioruther@pacbell.netJ 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 t0:28 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: er&nstimv blvd line unde,ground 

Oear MTA Board of Qire<:to~; 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line vmergroood on Oen.shaw Blvd fix tlie safety Of the ohildren at Crenshaw High 
ScllOol and View Park Prep. Also traffic already backs up in bo.11 directions on Slauson. Don't make a bad situation A 
worse. T real us tile same as you intend to treat the \M1shire community. 

Sincere!)•, 
Joan M Rutt1erf0<d 

I J/512009 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1258 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-375. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1259 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-376. Jackie Ryan. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

A 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: jackie rya·n {lpvma@ca.rr.com] 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 5:15 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: cr&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject crenshaw subway underground 

J:icqoeliuc K Ryan.Owner 
Zambezi Baza.'U' Gift Sht)J) 
4334 Degnan Boulovnrd 
lo:;. Anb~le!:-,, Cali.fom.ia 90008 
(323) 299-6383 
Jpvma..~ca rr-oom 
October 26, 2009 

O\!.ar tvfTA Board ()f Di rec.tors, 

Its past time for Los A11geles to haw a world class subway sys1em. 
Its time to treat W<>fld lravelers to th~ city of Los _.•.\ ngeles to thi.:" 
SaJhe great subway transportation syste,ns lhat we travel by when 
w~ go lO other cities in the world aod in th~ United Slates 

rvtoscowstJbway: f astest Worldwide system 
London Subw:1y: 2.53 miles oflrack - 976 millfou 1x:<>plc n day 
Pal'is Subway: evel'y building in the city is w1lllin 500 met~rs of a subway statioo 
tvfadrid Subway; N I)' clean, implementing an ecologic ckaniug system. Great progr~s 

system expansion 
Tokoyo Japan Subway; modern system. underground malls 282 subway stations carri~s 

2.8 t:,illion people a year 
rvlootreal Canada Subway; Their stilt ion inspired by Paris Metro. Smooth ride - trains 

ride oo rubber surface 
&ijing Chi.na Subway: Serves Bdjiog and surrounding subutbs 
Hong Kong China Subway: Efficient Fre.quent Service 
Sao Paulo Brozil Subway: kth>'W as thecle.anes.t, safost system in the world 
New York City Subway: oJJen- expn:~ l:iefViCC that runs OH sepanilc track::; rrom local 

Tral11s. You cao get anywhere you want ln New Y od, with 30 
Minutes. 

Having said lh,u lets put a wol'ld class subway under Ci•eoshaw Boulevatd begionlog 
Crenshaw at Wilsbin~ and running to Rolling Hills. Wllh an offshoot line 10 LAX. 

.8 We would like a st.uion at Leimen. Pane. 

C 

Cl'eushaw l:krnlevatd is a scenic Highway. lt is our Champsf:lysees. Do not <le~1roy 
It wit1l a monstrous uns.afo. abov~ gr<)\U'ld train. (t puts eve111one in hat1n.,; way. 

This C()mmunity just will 1101 ~tand for itn()ther out of date imd dangerous back-ward I.rain 
1l1at is of no use to anyl)ne. 

I J/512009 

30-376 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1260 August 2011 

--------------~ Metro 

C 

lfw~ dl)n't have an undetground subway, Oien don't waste anymore of the taxpaye.-s money. 

You can give us .. Molly the Trolley" which is a cute little bus that is dasigned like 
An old .fashion trolley car. Its takes the people where they want to go. Its not big 
1t1s not dangerous and the tOlU'ists love it. In order to see «~folly the Trolly" you have to go to F-011 
WonhTexas. 

Surely the board of di.rectors of the .MTA will vote for a subway underground for Cr-ensh.,..w~ 

Sincerely your, 

Jackie Ryan. 
Owner 
Zantbezi Ek12a.tr 
Leime11 Parle. Califomia 
lpvma@ca.rr.c01n 

I 11512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1261 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damienwg@gmail.oom) 

Sent: Monday. October 26. 2009 5:28 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderic'< 

Subject: ~ax rrom jaekte ,ya:o 

Attachment<: Fax to, 3237616435 Oct 26 Mon05-20 PM From 3232947811 (3232911744) #F10B7.pdf 

I 11512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1262 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-376-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Mode of transit is often strongly correlated and justified by density of development.  
Those areas with high densities of development have the ability to provide the levels of ridership required 
to support the major capital investment of a subway system.  These areas usually occur in downtown areas, 
central business districts and areas with multi-story commercial developments.  Light rail transit is 
designed to serve urban areas with lower densities of development than needed for a subway system.  
These areas have major activity centers and a residential base to support a significant capital investment.  
Areas with lower densities of development use bus systems as the means of public transit.  Light rail 
transit was determined to be the most suitable mode of transit for the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor based on 
the ridership projections and density of development.  The transit systems cited by the commenter refer to 
subway systems.   
 
Response to comment 30-376-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
Response to comment 30-376-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Light rail transit technology is found throughout the country and continues to be 
implemented as a viable technology.  In addition, using light rail transit allows for connectivity to the 
existing light rail transit systems that compose a significant portion of the Metro fixed guideway network.  
Crenshaw Boulevard has been designated by the City of Los Angeles as a scenic highway.  A light rail 
transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-directional two-
track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  The system 
would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced approximately 100 
feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing transportation infrastructure 
along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR 
found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw median would be consistent in 
character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant visual impact.  The physical 
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts still do not require the alignment to be placed 
underground.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and 
financially infeasible.   
 
Local circulator bus trolleys such as described would not result in a significant travel time reduction and 
would not serve the purpose and need outlined for this project.  
 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1263 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-377. Alanne Saunders. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

30-377 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: a...11&0/\ e S o-.~~ooe& EMAIL: _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 

AOOIIESS: ,':,30 f::(kel:ida ~t/ 4A11 l'HONf; u,q Bft7..J'-14'lJ 

I
O)MMENTS: ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ _ _ _ _ , 

A x \e.c:ra, ~1,t ~ "-1 :,,kVaM'.',, l A de& C'T@J..IY( ~ 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: {323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, G4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1264 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-377. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Page K-1265 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-378. Jason Saunders. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Webmaster 
Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2009 7'39 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<rtdor DEISJOEI~ comments 

fir~ t.Nru11e : 
lastN~: 
orq{inization : 
-emailaddr'<=SS : 
str"3-ect : 
c!.ty : 
tit.ti!..¢ : 
::ipcode- : 
'! €<S : 

th~: 
SU:,.t>r✓od : 
co,1$t.r1Jet ton : 
AirQuallty: 
Tc~CficSafety: 
Visual£fho-:u: 
Di sphcement.of P'ropet t.Y: 
Disru~tlontoausiness: 
eub!icSecvi<;es : 
te<:al 1.anduse1Develop1oent. : 
Economicltrpactsan~Jobs: 
speciticoesignreatur2s : 
Other : 
1-1c,,.:,11ez~p : 
workZip : 
L Lvdl\1.hc5-pc vjecl.tt eel'!? : 
Workintheprojecta r@«? : 
Ownabu3ine~~intheptojectore~? : 
c~mnutet!lt'.:ough theprojec: t.& cea ? : 
Other : 
Bicycle? : 
Caror-Truck? : 
Sus? : 
Walk.f : 
Other? : 
Resident : 
0\lS l l\~e_t : 

co-.-r1mur.i tyocneighborhoodorgani :.rat-Son : 
Pub11r A.ge11-,;y : 

E',nviron11;:ntalorgsnt ::tsc-1..on : 
Ci._ . .!.cOr11ani2:atioo : 
E.conomicoe•,-a!oi:,111ent.0:-ganiza t ion: 
Other-: 
o~i:.~ : 
Time : 

~dditionalcommenta ~ 

I J/512009 

J".:scn 
Saunders 

jaacnQsaund9ts.b::t 
5Hl W. Ada~ Bhd . 
I.OS Ang:e,J;.,i:;. 
C,A, 

90016 
cN 

LightRail Tr.an.si,; (LRT)Al t-ernati v-e I A 

ON 

ON 

ON 

Sun(!~y, 0<:1..ober 7.5- , 7.009 
06 : 38 : 33 PM 

3 0 - 378 
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Response to comment 30-378. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail 
system.   
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COMMENT: 30-379. Gary Schivley. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

}\ 

8 

C 

D 

E 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
S l;ln t : 
To: 
Subjeet: 

IU Rodetick , 

wabs7791@mypacks.net 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 8;07 PM 
Oia•z, Roderick 
CRENSHAW CORRIDOR TRANSIT PROJECT- COMMElfTS/CRITICAL 

30- 3 79 

1 ha\'e been on trav.;;.ls and ~.ianted t.o ensure these coirm<:ncs are ent.er~d and count.ed as a 
voice in the, community. Frcm rny und'=rst.anding l::rochures/pa.ntphlets we:-e SiJPFOS£!>L~ 
delive-red to the 'ri<:stohester o,:;,ighboxhood, di=alit\g with this c.ono..-rn . 
-1 arn here to sa.y they we1:~ NOT d~liv~red to a!.1 the hotMs$ patticularly on s:.:u•ofm A\IE:NUE , 

1• , i,1,;, are a...,.are of an alternate com'!'l=rcial .sitt: in e.L Sf.GllN:00 business pad behind .:he 
cld AJRGAS site , this site is exactl}• whe1:e your yard and park/:ride should be b1-.lilt:. CO 
NO'r oc,me in~o a n<:ighborhocd, cear. up t.ha t::owo and build a parking lot loa.ded with oars 
only waitin9 to be vandaliz*d, 
·rhis is I:x;..cn:.y WHA'!' OUR COMMUNl'fr 001!.s !WT n~. lnci::e-ased traffic, cd.ro~, pollution a:re 
not what. c!.t"i::.ens of CSP.Gr. neighborhood consid,:r- quality of life. 

2;- , ne 1.iill file a la;.:suit if t.he MTA proceeds with thig project:. We will NOT al.lo·,.,• 
s~thing t.C b,a, built. like this f_n OUl'.. 1rnighborhood ... i°HH'l a perf.:;.c.tly suited AL'l'ERNATE 
cor.Y•IER>.:lAL site i8 a•:ailablw ;,dth 64KI/ for your powel: source . ·ro eear -up a conmmni.~y wh-en 
an alter.nace eit.e is suited is INSA."i:·r~. 

:3t, we also do NOT subscril~ to your plan of a crain .st<;p at. l'°ancheste.t. we preiii'r that 
the st.op b-l? l-ocat.ed a.: U!e n,.;a-;.:t sout:hern site ~tween M'l.nchester and In·~rial Av~nue. 

41 , our n':ighborhOOd has been under duress from t.t:e Playa project, LAX thre-atene-d 
1::xpangion, l,oss of a neighborhood landma.rk (G:>ralds hardware) due' t.o further Construction 
and on and on. and on. 
This assa.1.l! t. on \i.;,stch.£-ster will .Stop. tie oo !lCT WAN'l' OO!lTlJlUe.D =-xpa..nsion/construc1:.ion .and 
otherwise reduction of wh=t. l.ittle op,.,n space: is ro:maining , 
F'lea,sa rev:e ... · youcr plans CARl?.:'Ul.LY and m.a):e the OOF.RECT de.cision based on t.he best 
interests of this co!TI'l\unity or you will have a very ups~t conutunicy knocking at your door 
arid Ml'F-. MAJIAGEM?;MTS a'oo.r . 
You Ii.av~ my ·,..•ord on t.hi,$. 

shcerely, 
c~ry schivle-y 
B,a.lford Aw..nue, LA, c.:-. . 
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Response to comment 30-379-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Initially, 14 alternatives were identified along various right-of-ways within the 
Corridor.  Six of these alternatives were evaluated for screening.  Three public scoping workshops were 
held between October 15 and 20, 2007.  Letters of invitation were mailed to a total of 99,400 addresses 
within a ½-mile of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor alternative alignments.  The outreach effort has also 
included several rounds of public workshops, newspaper announcements, and over fifty meetings with 
stakeholder groups. Many channels of information were used to disseminate information about the 
project.    
 
Response to comment 30-379-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D.  The park and ride facility near the optional Manchester Station in the Westchester 
community was removed from consideration during the final design phase of the Project. 
 
Response to comment 30-379-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-379-B. 
 
Response to comment 30-379-D. 
 
The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because 
of low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.  The closet station to the Westchester 
community would be located at Century Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-379-E. 
 
The Playa project and expansion of LAX is not part of the Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would be located within the existing Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way and would not 
displace open space or expand into the Westchester community.  Metro acknowledges that the 
construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and communities during 
construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the adjacent 
communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to local businesses and to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would 
occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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COMMENT: 30-380. Patricia Scott. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-380 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: MSPATTYSCOTT@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 8:16 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Above Ground Metro SySIOO'l. 

I am a member of the Crenshaw comm unit)'. My name is Patnoia Scott M~,.- address is 5729 S. Victoria Ave .. 
Los Angeles. CA 90C'43. My phone is (323)291-3402. I am in favor of an above ground system if we realty 
need this at all We a.re living p,aciically on top of the Inglewood fault, hello?? I am astounded anct~wed that 
there is enough money in my area to foot the bill fOf this hugely exbensive project at the same time homeless 
citizens will be wande1ing around the a, e.l near the construction sae. HO'II can th~ be7 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-380. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor, several modes were considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature if the 
existing and planned development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for 
ridership along the corridor, heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to 
be not necessary and inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the 
Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the 
corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-
grade, aerial, and below-grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 
to systematically address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has 
been in use as a planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway 
crossings be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all 
Metro project corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent 
neighborhoods.   
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not result in an increased exposure to the risk 
associated with fault lines, nor would it exacerbate pre-existing seismic conditions either in a below-
grade or above-grade configuration.  However, it would be more vulnerable to damage from ground 
shaking during an earthquake.  As part of the mitigation proposed for the project, a geotechnical 
study would be conducted to identify design specifications required for maintaining structural 
integrity under static and seismic loading and operational demands.  These design specifications 
would ensure that the risks from seismic hazards would be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. 

In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-thirds majority, committing a projected $40 billion 
to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout the county over the next 30 years.  Measure R will 
help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, create more than 210,000 new construction jobs 
and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local economy, according to estimates by the nonprofit 
Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
was identified as a project to be funded by Measure R.  No additional taxpayer money would be required to 
fund the project.   

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1271 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-381. Shawn Scott. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 381 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: 5bqw11 5Lffl EMAIL: Sh zcai/:)754J'{fk()7LPM( 

u ,·,;,;;,,a·;;;,·sEN ... m· ... A' ~ .... '-""''f:··~Al ..... '1'..:•w;:<\iEri.J"-"''W~j r:i.,,;u\»..,, . . JL . ,.MT .. al.<i.~ -~ , ,.,y,~., .. .,. .!'A'.11!!¼-tta<, . 

Email: a-enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-381. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-382. Janice Shelby. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Jarvce Shelby Oaniceshelb>f@<bcglobal.net] 
TocOO~y. Octobc:lr 27, 2000 3:68 P M 
Diaz, Roderick; "crenshaw "@fotekpo.org; Janice shelby 
CRENSHAW Line 

P~easa keep t.he Creoshow line;; unde.rg.tound , 'l'han): you very mi.tcb , A 

30-382 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-382. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-383. Bob Sherman. 

~ Metro'--- ----- --------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

DnAErwtie.w.Atuallffl,-a~C,,.io.w1•"'1mfiod.R!p(Wt 

Comment Form 

30•383 

The Crrnt-h~w rnn,!t Corridor p,ojca te1m~youroommcn~ on thtr findings of the 0.-..,li CnvhonrnMtal 111,pld 
Sut.emen1/Dt1i EnvironmentJil '"'~ ' R~ Qt 1nyo1her .a$pett or tht pl'()J«l or p,ood$. Plt:ase fil 001 th,, form 11nd uw llddltlooaJ 
shttn; ol pape,. ir n«.essa,y: Ow1"-s ~ to pmjea staf' orttrum IO Mf'l-o (J,,ttdftct;,onson r~}. 

"- {1itff8 w,N.,,,,_ 0.,~ 

'Bob s)i ('(w- o..."' 
Adclrrs, /nrt«, Or, St.it,, Zip} 

~ !" 7 $" c..,.~,,, /I .rl 1,<./-:-___,...,1-L",;&-";;v.'-'-l"'H"'--"•j),"" <t',,._, _____ _ 
Cmll!I (Ml~ •ddtns w r«zjw: ~riodic-;/o;tCf tlfJ(l,1~,-rJ Would~ 14 tJadded tn m" proJOCL m:ulmalt!.:t? 

□ Bu1 Rapid Tra"'it {8RT) Alttmi,...,, 

0 tight R1ltTtt1;1s:1 (lRT} AltcmatNII 

□ No tmp1Dvt'm el'll Ne<.~SSil,Y 
(No 81o1..td Alttmatln) 

Mino, lmpl'OVfl'MIIU 

a cr"""90"'""" s,, ..... 
MltlJC~(TSMIAhmlkffl 

Q NoOp,.... ~--""-1~-•ll1-.,,..iy,, 
)'J l;Ot11ll1N:IIOl'I 

QNolH 

□Ai, Q1.1•t1t, 

a ,,.,rc 
a s.r..,, 
□~)Yil(lt'tas. 

~ lipl~Citmtnt of Pro!)ffl1 

;z{oh.r11pllon to 8usincn 

0 Publk Stf'llces 

0 t.oc•I Lind Use& ()e.,.eJoprncn1 

a «-'"'"""-iJooo 
O ~°"'&"f....,.. 

0 01ho< - - -----

Q No 

- OVER . 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1276 August 2011 

 
 

_______________ Qj Metro 

0o )'OU fthtd-~(hHI l{Jp6I/ 

.,,,. ~•<V' r llvt ""cf!~ proJ«.t ,,.., 
□W~lfldk'pqKi..u> 

D Own• b1Aincs.1 ''"' tht project arc.a> 
AFFlll/1.TION 

b Rttldotnt a 81lSine$$ 

~mNq--~"" 
0 .._.bk~£""'! 

D En11il'OMtcnt.il Org1nlza1ion 

0 (.NI( o,,~ni:.r;11ion 

0 ((QfllOrtK C :clop Mi•I °'I.~ 

□o,11., ------ ----

© Metro 

How do you rffJvhuly t~~, in tkt ~ ~n-a? 
("""1c,l/tlMt ffl) 
0 Bi<J<~l 

Thank You! 
Cive~lotmoo,:w,c;cct,a.,IJ'ortC!!l#ntoMdl'U 

_,. .... 
Roderid: Olli, Projtct Manager 
l.o, Angeles County Mi:l!Of)'Ai!an 
T ransportotlon Au.ho1lty 
One GltfliWY Pb2a 
Ma•Slop<9'1<12-3 
Lo, ....,i... CA 'IXl1>-/9l2 

Em1lb 
d!i!fOderic;l(Cf)MOI ,o.net 

P,oj«tHotllno 
PH) 922,2716 

Comments must bo received by October 26, 2009, S~ p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-383. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1278 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-384. Lori McCoy Shuler. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

Le<i McCoy St-.iler prjmoooy@gnail.com] 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 4 :26 PM 
Diaz, Roderick, crensnaw@fixexpo.org 
C1ensh.~w Litle 

D.;:ar M'rA 803rd of Di r-actots : 

Pl-:ase l:eep t.he Crenshaw L i n,;. 1mderg.round o:-. Cr~nshaw Sl'ld for th;:, 
saf,ety of t-he childreo at. C.reoshaw High school and Vi..:w rark Prep. 
Also traf:"io already backs up in both directions on slauso~. Don ' t 
ru.ak-e .a bad situation wotae , 1'rea.t us "'the same as you ltti:.end to t.reat 
the +'lil.shire communit.y. 

Sincerely, 

Lori McCoy Shuler 
916 E. 65th Stt:eet, Ltnit 11 
Ingle--..,,ood, CA 
(213) 208- 9020 

Nii{nen 1 stand before God at the end of my u=~ 1 would hope that 
would not have a singl(:< bit- of talent left and could say,. l uS:ed 
everyt..hir.g You gave m;:,, " 

30-384 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1279 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-384. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1280 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-385. Stephen Siegel. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Cren.sha,,,o Transit CorddQr OUSDUR C.011nentsl& 
Results fro,:s FOl"ftl 1 o f! Page p roiects..,studies/cNlnShaw/ corm1111t_fonn.htsiFrom: webnaster 
s;•in : $Ufld~y, OCt:Ob♦ I" 25, 200 9 ,:32 PM 
To: Diaz, ROdet id: 
s1rbj~t: crr.nsh.Zlw Transit cort'i dor ou!./DErR Olments 

firstH~! 
l ;l,$tN~: 
org.i..niz.1tion: 
cmail.i.ddren: 

~f~;~t: 
Stat.e-: 
zipcode : 
ves: 
N<>c 
Scu:Pj)Cl"t:: 
CQ(!Struction: 
Ail"Quwtlity: 
Tra.fficSafetY: 
Visua1£ffects: 
Oispl,1.ce11entofPropflrtY: 
Oi sruptfonto8vsinus: 
P'Ubl icservi ces: 
Loe a 1 t.anduseoeve lop.nent: 
Econo11i c?Mpacnandl obs : 
s;ieci fi coes i 911 FeatUl'f,S: 
Other: 
MOrteZip: 
workZ1p: 
t.1ve1nchepro1ectare.a?: 
workfothepro ecurea?: 
Owlnabusi nes.s ntheprojecurea? : 
Cofttwtethr<>ughthepro ecte.l'H?: 
Other: 
sicyclQ?: 
C;1rorTruck.? : 
8us?: 
Wl~lk?: 
Other?: 
11.esident: 
Business: 
Con,iuni cyorNei gl\bortioodOrgMi ::ati on: 
PubH c.Agency: 
tnviror,neota lOrgani ution: 
Civic~rg.a.nizati on: 
t conotii ct>tve 1 o~e-nt.OrgaA t zati on: 
Other: 
oate: 
Tie1c: 

addi tior..11<:onnent.s: 

bugsysdadOhoooat 1 .com 
907 Hu,gO Rei d or. 
An:i'tdia 

"" 91007 
ON 

Li 9ht.1ta11 r ral\s 1 t (LRl')A 1 ternati ve 

ON 

ON 

ON 
ON 
ON 
ON 

"' 91007 
reri red 

V£S 

YES 
!iunday.t OCtober 25 , 2009 
06:32:LO PM 

30-385 

Li ght. rail is a very efficient 11eans of t-rans.RQrting large nur1bers of peopl e co..-fortat>ly over appredable I 
disunce.s. 8uses are noisy, b1.mpy, and uncomfortabl e. W'aiting in the d.ark for a bus at. a bus stop, ~'hen A 
the bus may or may not show up at the appoi nted t i 11e is awful co,n~red to a regular Liff sel"'Vice, with 
brfght:ly ht stations, &u.ses tend to bunch up and prxwide irregular service, "'e use the gold, blue and 
red l1 nes often. 

Pil.ge l 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-385. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1282 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-386. Clint Simmons. 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Damien Gocdmon {damienwg@gmall.com) 

Monday. October 26, 2009 5:04 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Fwd. New Fax 10, 323i6164.35 Oct-26 Mon 04.49 f!!M From Unknwon \323932 1959} 

Attachments: !'ax fo, 323;616435 Oct 26 Mon 04-49 PM !'rom Unl<nw<>n (3239321959) #F1O70.pdl 

•---- Fon.varded m~age ..... , ... -~ .. 
From: <m,-;gt@reachmc!.com> 
O.te: Mon, 6ct 26, 2009 at 4:49 PM 
Subject: New F11x for 3237616435 Ocl-26 Mon 04-49 PM From Unknwon (323932 1959) 
Tl): damienwgr@g1n:1Ll.oom 

I J/10/2009 

30-386 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1283 August 2011 

 

© Metro~-------------
18/ 26/ 2009 16:26 3239321959 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

cs PA'.£ 01/01 

Comment Form 
The Ctcnshaw Transit C¢Mdot f)l'Of,!ci te:;tm wd:orne$ yoU1 @mmcr.ts on die findings of the Dr:afi Etlvl10.11memaJ lmpaa 
Stm:-1t1mtjt)ra8. £,,.-ironmcntal Impact Re,."Ort or any odiet :1spea ofd\0 proj(ltt or pro«'!SS. PleJSe all out chi,; form al'\d v.w- additional 
!:hoott of RO'°• if r111111i:tn~I)'. CJ,-e this fo,nuo p«1jtct ~'for trtvm to Mrlro {see dittaioru on ra-e,,~. 

Mysul'l'O'lwjcl,«k-.): 

D 8us Rapid f raMit (Bin) AA.cmati•rt 

~ght Ra~ Transit (lll'T} Altema1ivt 

□ N() .lmprovcmcnl NectSUty 
( Ne>-Build Altero,«1:Ne) 

Mil'l()r lmprovcmcnt'S-
0 {T mnsportation Symnu 

Manq~cr'lt fTSMI Alkrni~ve:) 

0No0pir1i1>it 

My thoog!1tubout (dj• oul thaa apply!: 
Constroct.k,n 

Noise 

□ Air Qua! •t 

~ •ffi< 

~r.,, 
D Visuat Effetts 

D O.spbccm,ent of P10pM)' 

□ Oisn.iptio-ii to 811sUltts 

D ~ btcSeMCes 

D LOul ~and Use & Dfve'<l~ent 

O Economic lrnpacts and JOOS 

Q Specific Design fe:ituies 

□Olher ------

oo b 
Woold yoo like-to be ~ t0 dle prof«t tNiClng llst? 

□No 

s,viu ~-P 4 P~ G'J:1oy.,v r~g_ 
7?h2 f:(> ll04) (/V (,,, g,;;.~5 ON$ l 

,OVER -

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1284 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-386-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/Exposition below-grade alignment and station (Design Option 6) 
was carried forward for further consideration during advanced conceptual engineering.  An at-grade 
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design 
Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line.  Design Option 6 would involve the 
Crenshaw/Exposition station to be located underground, which would eliminate the need for at-grade 
crossing gates.  
 
Response to comment 30-386-B. 
 
The noise and vibration analysis in the DEIS/DEIR evaluated the effect of at-grade light rail operations on 
sensitive receptors within a ¼-mile along the length of the alignment.  No adverse operational noise 
impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were 
also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during 
operation.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1285 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-387. Suzanne Simmons. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

CoMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSffAW LINE SruoY 

A 

B 

WA.,IP_%ie ~ 4/A~;~t;,J;,t,=:f ~d✓tJ 
emd:~org • Fax: (323) 761-6135 •""-'-•P.O. 8aK 781267 ~ OI 9()()16 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1286 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-387-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice 
Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-387-B. 
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed 
in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors equally.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1287 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-388. John Simms. 

 

m Metro" ______________ _ 

30- 3 88 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME: Y',. "' l;\~W\~ &wt.: )•~"'"'"'tniy:c"j•Md C""-, 

Aoooa:• · ,;01 l: ,lt• SJ . ~,1~1~1-~11_,,..,c,.~_,'i'~UOl,"'-'-q_-i_4~'t~il'.~_ PHONe: ,2.l~(,l.'2-z l<><l 

CoHMEHrs: (." c o,t 1 £\ <"- • I w ~ ... \<I l nr ,:,. ..\o !.Y ~ -w,, t. +-r "- d" ~o A 

w:o,u 'Is r l)" r4. 

M!lll BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO Pl.£ASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@(,xexpo.org • Fa1t: (JZJ) 161 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781261 LA,. CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1288 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-388. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1289 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-389. Shawn Simmons. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30- 389 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: shawn simons (shawnsimons@:sl>oglObat.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:37 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Cc: cr&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject crensha\'1"publlc comment 

Ooar MTA 13-0ard of Directors: 

Please keep the Crenshaw Lin¢ underground on Crenshaw Blvd for th~ safety oftht children at 
Crco$haw I ligh School l\nd View Park Pre-p. The. j<>b fr>r the. Ei-p() tine has already been bungled. A 
Please take stock in doing with js right for our community~ 

Sincerely, 
Shawn Simons 
1795 We~-.t 24th 
LA. CA 90018 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1290 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-389. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
The Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1291 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-390. Ken Simpson. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 390 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Ken Simpson [kslml'@pacbell.net) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 10:05 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: DON'T WANT 83i'd stree-t ma1nt00ance, Statton o r pa.1k and ride 

Oe.ar Roderic·k Dial, 

I am a resident w ithin a b lock of the proposed g3'd street Maintenance and Park and Ride. I •.voutd not like to 
see that U$e th<'re since the,e. is already tremendous uafflc due to the aitport and lhe city of 1oglev1ood and 
narrow streets. The noise and 24 hour operations are also is.sues, as well as added air pollution. We are already 
bombarded with the sounds of the freeway, the airplanes, and now your proposed use In an industrial buffer 
zone. The ioning and master plan allows uses to reduce noise and pollution to the residential neighbors, taking. 
th<H away is wrong and unfair to those of us who purt hi-Sed home$ here for Qur families because it was 
designed that way instead of what you want to change i t into. 

Pl EASE 8Ull0 ON THE EMPTY LOT AT SEPUlVEOA ANO ROSECRANS IN El SEGUNDO ANO NOT NEXT TO MY 
HOME. 

Since-rely, 

Ken Simpson 
J .106I4 6412-

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1292 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-390-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the optional 
Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station 
was removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over 
the aerial crossing at a future time. 
 
Response to comment 30-390-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-390-A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1293 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-391. Kuldeep Singh. 

m MetraL,_ _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 391 

The CrfftSNwT~ eon• pqta turY! ~ JCl'S CDrl'W'f'llll'I ort 1hr W..,fllft Cbl: t,nilo.w: ml tmp,a 
Sb1emMC,/Ooft E,-.w,o. ,,se 11.i ~Kl bpon or Mff oche,, as.pert ol dlot ptoj«2 oc fl'OCUl. Pteaw fill out d,is i>rm and ui.et addirio,,ul 
sfietts of~,. if rteeUH,Y, Clv-e tha lorm ,o p,c,K1 sta/J Of f('l\ltft to Mttro (scoe dl1f0ions on re¥C!f1oll) , 

1861\: I olood ~ LA. Emall"""'-,,._,.,,,,_ ~) I Wouldyrou lib-to be add«! a:> thf. ptojttt malllr1t liSt} 

\-\o11>N-et - s1'2(9h,bc3\obo.l.net ---------------□Yfl lll(No 

Tif lS(OM\ll tcNI Fl!:. LA H \TO 

.., • .._.1wt<hedo ... ~ 

□ e.n Ropd T,_. (IRT) ,,_...,_ 

0 LJctrt R~il Tr&rttil (Utt) A.lt!ffla!Net 

g No tmprO\t'Ctl'Mnl NcttfSaty 
(No-Build Altern11iw) 

~hnp00t,tt1.lf\b 

□(T•--S,.,
MlfUJffltmt (TS Ml Ah.~t-) 

0 N o Opitlk>r, 

My '"°"'"" , bout (dmo ony ... ,,,..,ppl)I: 
II C°""U\,(_UQd 

Iii N<Mset 

Iii Air Quality 

Iii , .. ,nc 
a s.r.,, 
111 ..,..,. Elleru 

C D~,.p{acement ol Ptopcrty 1 , 

O Olstupcioo to 8uslnieu 

II PuokS<Mc .. 

llj locol....,Os, &Oovdo,,,.-

□ [co,i,om:C Jmpam .1nd fobs 
. . 

Q!I Spadflc On_ign f~tU'fl 

□°""' ------

Thi, i~ o bq~ ideo it 1 , ; // 

boA t M£Cc s iiuMion ' 1~ 2 &i 
~ 3rd___.., 1 o Ci,,ooe- : . 

, OVER-
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1294 August 2011 

(!,Metro ----------

Comment (co,ttin1,Md): 

H<IWdo)'OU,regullrly travel in the projtd a""i? 
{dwdddwtffll 

Ii""''""--""' 
IA \VOtft in the J)'Offc, ""a} 

Cl Comm.rt.c fflt0ucfl ttl• proje« 1rta? 111! lk""I D B utl 

Q Ot~ i:l(M0<TNd<! -------0 Owm a bu11MSs In the ~cl atta? 

□ 8us.lnt1s 

Cl Commu}'llty or flfmghbo,1M>Od Ofl.i:n!utlOt'I 

Q Mllc_..-, 

□ &NffOl'lmitl'r.al Ota~l'lll,t;on 

□ OwiC Orgamzec1on 

0£coriomlc0c :tlop 11,el(~ 

O Otl!cr ----- -----

©Metro 

□~•"" 
Thank You! 

~--bn, 10 ~ stafr« ~to Mttro! .....,..,a 
Roderick Di-., Projc<t Mania« 
l.osMcdtsC""nti Mee ........ 
Tt>o,po,utior, Au!l,omy 
()ne Catewar Ph1u 

- Scoiic 99.>2-l 
l.osAAe,,l"' CA 90012·2952 

£molt 
..... odb~••l4.110Ad 

ProjoctHodlM 
(>Ill "22,1"6 

' . 
c.omments must be teGOived by 0acbot 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1295 August 2011 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

1,.0$ A.NGE'Lt:S CA 900 

10: Roclerick 0;0,:1., Pro,fC+ )'llo.no~r 
Lo~ An3ele$ Co.,My t'-\e+•opolito-1' 
1~0."'90No.tior, Au.thorH)' 
O"e Go.~...,oy Plo:zo. 
Mo.1l Stop'J:¼q-'2'2.-3 
Los J'.~cle~, CA ~OOl'l-'l'l52. 

ii,i .. n,.,ti ...... li .. i,h,i,ii,i,,.i,h .. i,iii ...... Hi,1 .. 1 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1296 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-391-A. 
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapters 3 and 4 of the DEIS/DEIR factored into 
account the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, and noise which include the surrounding highways 
and roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not contribute to 
cumulative air quality pollution.  The cumulative effects of noise and traffic also would not affect the 
Westchester neighborhood.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to traffic would occur near the 
Westchester community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line.  No adverse operational 
air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from 
noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 
4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and noise during construction.  
Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to occur during construction.   
 
Response to comment 30-391-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because 
of low initial ridership projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of 
Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
Response to comment 30-391-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-391-A and 30-391-B. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1297 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-392. Annie Smith. 

 

~ Metro~--------------

30•392 
ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

iilin~'.MrJ~,w'$0'e,.wEi_i@jiiijfay;:c,c#t.» 
Emal/: <renshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1298 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-392. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1299 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-393. Bill and Sheila Smith. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-393 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: shlsheil2@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:15 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; crenshaw@fixexpo.or-g 

Subject: c~oshaw expo Un~ 

Dear Mrwo Line Commfttee: 

1 ,wsh to bring to your atu!nuon a pot0ntlall>• dangerous s1tuat1on. The proposed metro ,au for CrenShaw Btvd 
fnctude-s a se<:tion (abQVe gn:,und) which woutd affect student$ al View Parl( Prep and Crenshaw High School 
We want to ensure that the Metro Rail system has broad support across all areas of ttie crty. We also want to 
IO"'l0\'1 that the M~lfO Rall system values out children as much as y children are valued In oU~t parts 01 the 01ty A 
(West Los Angeles), The !;po li-.ne gives us grave concerns on moral grounds that the care and reflection for all 
Chitdren is mrssing (Dorsey High School and the elementary schools which abound Exposftion). 
Bill and Sheila Smith 

I J/512009 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1300 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-393. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Children’s safety is a fundamental concern which is considered throughout the 
planning process of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Metro does not place differing values on 
children’s safety based upon income, race, or location.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.  The 
Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1301 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-394. Carolawyn Smith. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 394 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Carolawyn (carolawyn@aol.com) 

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2009 9:04 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: K00p the-Cn~nShaw liM underground 

Dear MTA Board ofOirecto,s 

Please keep ltle Crenshaw Line undetground on Crenshaw Blvd for mo safety of the Children at Cren&la\V 
High School and View Park Prep A lso traffic -,!ready baci<.s t.JP in both d i.rections OJl S1'9,tJSQn, Oon't make 
a bad situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the Wllsfore community. 

Sinoerely, 
Carolwyn Smith 
4356 Victoria Ave. Los Angeles. CA 90008 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1302 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-394. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1303 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-395. Churica Smith. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

~ift~• Y:,CiSIJ; :1§is.c>i~ RETil~arffe;r. 2a 

Em11/I: aeMhaovO(ixexpo.org • FID<: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1304 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-395. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1305 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-396. Renard Smith. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:15 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: F\vd. 

- ·---- Forwarded m~ ag,e •·--··· 
f rom: Ren:1rd <renard smith@yahoo cmn> 
Dme: Mon. Oct 26, 2009 at 12:'04 PM 
Subject: 
To: crenshaw£1tfixt.x:po.ora 

30 • 396 

Keep the C<ensnaw Lino underground on c,~nshaw Blvd tor srudent saf0t1, trathc, and eoviconmental JLCSbce. I A 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1306 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-396. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety and environmental justice concerns. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-397. Tony Smith. 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-397 

l he Crel'lshaw T ,ansit Comdor ptojw tc;i.:m wek.omes )'Our commients on t~ rindings or !he !)(.aft Ertvlronn-.cntal Jmpact 
StatemMt/Drafi: Envi,or.mc>ntal lmpoct Report or any other »pcd al the! project or process. Pk!aS(> r.n Ol,lt this form :md use addl1lonal 
$heers of p:ipcr. if ne<:~ssary. Give this form to pro,ec1 s:1.&ffor return to Metro ($tcdi1ec1lon.s on 1evet'Se}, 

THIS COMMENT Rf.LATES TO, 

MY$1rppot1 &:w•checkooe): 

D Bus Rapid tr·ar1s.tl (BffrJ Altemitlvc 

□ li(;ht Rail TraMlt (UtT) Altcrnativ-~ 

,d(No lmp1ovcrnen1 Necessaiy 
./ft (No-8uildA.lter,1a1ivc) 

M,rn>r lmp,ovcme1111 
O fT ,ar.spon;i1io" Systorm 

M:m32crn.erll l'lSM}Ahetl'l<1,tNe) 

0 NO'Op1nion • 

My thoughtnboot 
(c~~ any or :iU that ;appty): 

~ COl'IS11'VCf.i>:'I 

~ Noise 

~ A1tQu.a!ity 

~Traffic 

"fJ S:iftty 

p visuai l:'.ffects 

9 Oisplac~mem of Pt0per;y 

,;oisrupt!on ;o 9us>n-e.ss 

J{PubUC SeNke-s 

~ ocal Laoxl Use&Ocvt:lopmcnt 

~ CO!'fomk lrnp~<ts ;;nd lobs

-1.speci-lPC Otsign featvrcs 

~ ther 

Would you I«~ to be added to the projca 111amng Ii$!? 

O '<es O N• 

Commem fpl~ printJ:: 

. Qv£1t. 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continued): 

• U1Je 1n the pfOiect ate.a? 

0 WOik in th.: pqect ;a.rca? 

D o .... n a bus,11ess n tlM proje<t ;ire a? 

AFFILIATION 

plR¢$ident D Rusinen 

J6f:,.om.m.'Jtc thlO'Jg_h the p.,ojcct :irc:i? 

it- IS 

H,o,,,.• do you ff:&Ularly tt~-el in thf! p!Ote(t area? 
(~h«K ~H :h;,t ;,pplyJ 

D 8iqcle? D Bus~ 

Q Other? ----------•l"<•C.irorT.ruck~ 

□9the1 

□Walk} 

Thank You! 
G,vc this form. to ptOj«'I stall or fetum to Met,·o: 

0 Community Qr Ncighl>orhood Org.all.ftatiQl'I 

0 P\lblic Agency 

Posbl Mail 

Roderick Diaz, Proje<:t Mt1n~gc,
Los ¥es Couniy Mettopolltar) 
T t•nsport.tt"ion .lwthority 

Em~il: 
diauoderidc@metro.n~ 0 Environ mental Org:in~ ;ition 

0 Civic Otg.i.iit~n 

0 Economic Development O~nlxnion 

0 0 ther 

©Metro 

One Gateway Plaza 
M.;iil Stop; 99-22.J 

P<ojectHc<lll,,e 

(213) 922-2736 

Los Mgetes. CA 90012·29$2 

Comments must be received by October 26. 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-397. 
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
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COMMENT: 30-398. Neel Sodha. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

C 

Sodha Crensha.w Transit C<>rrldor 0EIS0Et.ll con:n~u 
Re.sults fro11 FOM l of Page proiects..stvdiu/crens~w/connq:nt_fo rri.htnFrom: 1,itebllas-t.el' 
COIWlt: Sunda)'. octeb11o,- 2 S, 2000 10:00 JIM 
TO: o-iaz. ROde!tt ck 
subjttt: crcinshaw Transit cort1dor otlS/OUtt Con.11ents 

fi r.stNaise: 
l as tl'Wle: 
organ1 zati on: 
etna11address: 
street: 
C1t.Y: 
St.ate : 
t1pcode: 
ve.s: 

'"" 
~~~~t;on: 
AirQuo1lit:~: 
Tr-.1.fficsafety: 
Visua1Effects: 
o i .splace11entof Proper1:y: 
Oisrupti ontoe:usi ness : 
P"ub l icservi ces: 
LO<a 1Landuseoeve l o,ottent: 
£C0l'I0lli cuipactsal\d,obs: 
sp,eci f tcoesi9nFeuures: 
other: 
l«>lteZip; 
WOl'kZip: 
L 1v-efotheproleeurea?: 
worltil'lthepro ect:area?: 
o,,nabusfneu n~roj·eetar-ea?: 
co,uiutcthroughthepro· ectal"ea?: 
Oth-:r: 
aicyclo?: 
C;irorTrvck?: 
eus?: 
wa.lk?: 
Other?: 
«esident: 
sus11'less: 
coitnun1 ,:yorNet g;hbo rhoodOrga.ni za ti on: 
Pub11CAget\ty: 
Env1 ro11:11e.n1:al orgat11zat1on: 
Civicorr,anf tariot1 : 
Etononi coeve lopmen tOt'ganl tat f on: 
other: 
oate: 
tin,CJ: 

addi t i ona. 1 COtlne:nts: 

Neel 
Sc>dha 

neel . sodh.l'tlya.hQo.con 
600 west 9th n rcc t 
LOS Angeles 
CA 
90015 

ON 
L f ghua1 l Tran.s t t (un )A 1 urnati ve 

ON 
ON 

ON 
9001S 
90071 

YES 
ON 

o• 

30-398 

11 support a lig'ht rail transit configu-ration on the Crenshaw Corridor , wi th the option <>f an uOOerground 

1 t.e1.art Park station. The ri dership estinates appear to be very 1ow to lffflat potentia lly will becOfllle the B 
westsf de's north- south coonenor, l tke the Blue t.1ne is for South LA, If needed, the ridership est1.ates 

I 
shov1d be revised to account for a potential Phase n fr'Offl txpo Line to Purple t. tne . A&:11t1onal ly. t h01)e 
you beg1n to 1>1an for a Ptlase u1 of tlle c.-ensllaw corridor Lfoe .by cont:1nvfog to Hollywood/tdghlitld. 
1'1'1ank you! 
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Response to comment 30-398-A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.  Please refer to Master 
Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 
Response to comment 30-398-B. 
 
The ridership estimates for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project were only able to take into account 
existing rail service or those projects that had complete environmental clearance at the time.  Ridership 
from future expansion of existing rail lines are evaluated qualitatively as part of the regional connectivity 
criteria. 
 
Response to comment 30-398-C. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
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COMMENT: 30-399. Cheryl Soglasan. 

 

_______________ m Metro 

MUST Bf SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Emal/: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 613S • Address: P.O. Box 78J267 LA, Cl\ 90016 
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Response to comment 30-399. 
 
The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard 
would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially 
infeasible.    
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-400. Terry Song. 

 

---------------~ Metro 

30-4 00 

•. FAX Ml. ;3,23,_,_,?2e::.•'304:';=----,.□=c::_'•_:2:_3 ,::21l09::.:._:02;:.:_::J61"1:....__P_l --

CoMMUNITY Ml!MIER'S CoMMl!Nf ON MTA's CltlNSHAW LINE SnlDY 

NA,.., T1;;-rt...Ay $oN6 · .' · e.,,i.:_~· .... P~- ----
AooflW: 3 5:,8' fl>TO/v/ft(,. it vt:. Ur 2°0/~H~ --- - -

F:<>tt_ U} ~~ ± ~ C1tvv64fl SvT tvpT FQ"- CJet.NSHl?l<j 
/Ht.1..INl>'Tt>,-), Wc:,TE:-yt,(',), ET(. 5'1(,3/'1f Pr./ 1'1714 F-o(Z c 

( t.oS51rJl,5> 5'0 C(,..~~'i' To ~~ ~ FOS/f(rt. 

1/!md: crenslrlwfl/tJtt.rJtpo.txp • Fca (323) 761 , 643!i • A.,_, P.a SO,, 781267 I.,\,~ l100l6 

. ,. 
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Response to comment 30-400-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-400-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-400-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-400-C. 
 
The Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
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COMMENT: 30-401. Marjorie Southern. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-401 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY' 

. ,~i illF-;"llo'ifi""""'-= ~~.W.~ IWWdt~ 

Email: crenshaw@f,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-401-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-401-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The need for transit improvements within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor have been 
under study since 1993, whereas study for the Metro Exposition Line did not begin until 1999.  
 
Response to comment 30-401-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-402. Jeanne Spain. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-402 

The Cre!'lshilw Tr.ani.it Ccrrii:!°' P'Ojcci: tc.im wdoo~s yoor coo,m~nt:son me rmiinss oftbe ()(aft E"nvifOflmeinttl lmp.ld 
S~tcmenljOraft Etw::roomenul lf'I\P3Cl ~e-po,, ot il'l')'Olh~ :ispeo, or the- prQ]et:t or pnxen Plo;ie ~ ovt 1M form aod' t.1!.t adct.ti0n3I 
shtets of paper, if n~ss:uy. Give ltlis form to project stair orreum to Metto (see directions on r"e-MS.e>. 

I J. S'. lo. )-1,..,. 1 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO; 

My support ~r fcheck one): 

D Bus Rapid Tr:in$11 (8R1} Ahernative 

□ Light R:ail Tr.in.sit (1,RT} A!;omiilti'le 

Q No Improvement NOOll'>Sll,Y 
(No,Build Altt:m:ativ<i) 

Ml11or lmp1ovM1ertl:i 
□ (Tr.;insporntioo .Systems 

M:ma1;:cm,en1 (TSMj Ahcrrur1ivc{ 

0 No 0pm.ion 

My thoughts about 
(chock; ?Jr'/« ;11II that apply): 

□ Co.!lSlf!Klion 

□ No!se 

O A11Qval1ty 

□Trame 

□ Saftty 

D Wsv.al Effects 

~ isPacement or fJropetty 

~ lsw~lo11 to 8usir1ess 

0 Pub&: Ser..ices 

0 t.ocaJ land Use& Ocvelopme"t 

D £( Ott<>~ Jmpaus and Job1. 

□ Speciflc Design Features 

O Othe, -------

□No 

b: ;,.,, lu •u<i-..t:_.,.- 't4', ::t' "'- M sa«."T",; r ,.. tr t • 4c-

~ S+4+ lyfR$_l;.,_,,_,__. ~l ~ ":'l-:' sc.,..~ ,.,_,..,. 71:: ¢ 
-t:.. e,.,'-~ r .. ,~.,, ~ tv .. ~.J.,., • ... -

/ , . .. 
;.,,,_,...;t ..,.,_ ..,.,,., t •• -

( 

- OVER-
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© Metro~-------------

Comment (conlinued): 

How do you regulaAyna..-el in the iX~l ir~? 

D live in tnc project M?a? 

~ Wolf<. In die project a,ea? ,j,A.-
0 Ow11 a bu$irien in th¢ project area? 

Jit'CQmmu;e thr0t.-gh 1he pro,ec1 area? 

□Olh.er? 

(d1«k ~lit/Mt #I) 
0 8~1c~ 

IHOI Truck? 

0 Bus? 

0 Wa!kl 

AFFILIATION 

□ 8.i,s!ness 

J!' Community or Neighborhood Of891'1i13tion 

O Pubiic Agency 

D Environmental Orga11izatlol'I 

)sf Civc ()(ganizat»On 

D £ton0mic Orvelopment Orgal'l!zatlon 

D O.he, 
------- ---

©Metro 

□?the( 

Thank You! 
Choe thi$ form to prc,jeci. st.aff or rt1um to Metto: 

Postal Mall 

R<.Xlcrick Oi;,z, Projea Manager 
Los Ang~es Councy Mctropolit:in 
T tilMJ)O'tclti.OO At.Jthority 
One Ga.~ .... ay Pfa::, 
Mai1Stqx99·22·3 
LosMgeles. CA 90012-2952 

Email: 

diauodcrick@mE.ffl>.net 

Project HodllN! 
{213) 922-2736 

Comments must be rttt"ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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Response to comment 30-402. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-403. Lisa Stain. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: L,sa Stain (LStain@paragonsteel.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 7:35 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Please send m~ updates via email on IJle c,ensllaw Tl"c:U'lsrt COt(ldor I A 

Lisa Stain 
Stt1ior P roject Sak., 
Fabl'ltntlon DMdon 
Parn1ton Ste•I 
.\780 Kilroy A irP9rt Wi.ty 
Sulit 850 
l.011,g &ad1. CA 00fl06 
Oi:r«I LiBt: 56l.ll6,40J.6 
OiJ·ttt "Flu:: 562-216-4037 
C ell: 562-517-"345 
h\ln i11(tr:wr11~(1n,dttl.,;,1n,1 

I J/512009 

30 - 403 
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Response to comment 30-403. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Upon receipt of this letter, the commenter was added to the project mailing list and 
will be/was notified of all future updates. 
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COMMENT: 30-404. Makeba Stallings. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0 - 404 

October 10, 2009 

To Whom it May concern: 

1 am a resident of the Crenshaw community. I live at S156 Hillcrest Drive Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

I O0oose the oroPosal to Put an aboye &round metro rail or bus svstem down 
Crenshaw Blvd. An above ground rails system would Impact the safety of our school 
children who attend schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to 
school. In addition it would impact the values and desirability of the residential 

community to the east and west of Crenshaw Blvd. 

I support a below ground rail system which would enhance the use of public 
transportation bY the community while maintaining the safety, neighborhood appeal 
and auiet eniovmeot of the neighborhood-

A 

B 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: makeba stattlngs (makeba_ stalling-s@sboglobal.net) 

Sent: Saturday, Octooer 10. 200912:52 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Cr0oshav1 TranSlt COf'fldO( P,oject Public Comme-nt 

iro Whom it May concern: 

I am a resident of the Crenshaw community, I live at 5156 Hillcrest Drive Los Angeles, ca 90043 

Lrultlose the proposal to put an above ground metro rall or bus system down Crenshaw 
.Blvd. An above ground rails system would impact the safety of our school children who attend 

schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to school. In addit ion it 
would impact the values and desirability of the residential community to the east and west of 
Crenshaw Blvd. 

~RQ:rt a below ground rail system which would enhance the use of public transportation 
'-'! the community while maintaining the safety, neighborhood apgeal and quiet enjoyment 
pf tlJ.e_o.rughborhoog. 

f.1ncerety, 
Makeba Stallings 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-404-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for 
the project.   
   
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. 
In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-404-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for comments supporting a below-grade alignment 
along Crenshaw Boulevard.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length 
of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for 
the project and financially infeasible.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors, would enhance public transportation without adversely affecting 
the communities, safety, or noise levels within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-405. Makeba Stallings. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0 - 404 

October 10, 2009 

To Whom it May concern: 

1 am a resident of the Crenshaw community. I live at S156 Hillcrest Drive Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

I O0oose the oroPosal to Put an aboye &round metro rail or bus svstem down 
Crenshaw Blvd. An above ground rails system would Impact the safety of our school 
children who attend schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to 
school. In addition it would impact the values and desirability of the residential 

community to the east and west of Crenshaw Blvd. 

I support a below ground rail system which would enhance the use of public 
transportation bY the community while maintaining the safety, neighborhood appeal 
and auiet eniovmeot of the neighborhood-

A 

B 
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: makeba stattlngs (makeba_ stalling-s@sboglobal.net) 

Sent: Saturday, Octooer 10. 200912:52 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Cr0oshav1 TranSlt COf'fldO( P,oject Public Comme-nt 

iro Whom it May concern: 

I am a resident of the Crenshaw community, I live at 5156 Hillcrest Drive Los Angeles, ca 90043 

Lrultlose the proposal to put an above ground metro rall or bus system down Crenshaw 
.Blvd. An above ground rails system would impact the safety of our school children who attend 

schools on Crenshaw Blvd, or have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to school. In addit ion it 
would impact the values and desirability of the residential community to the east and west of 
Crenshaw Blvd. 

~RQ:rt a below ground rail system which would enhance the use of public transportation 
'-'! the community while maintaining the safety, neighborhood apgeal and quiet enjoyment 
pf tlJ.e_o.rughborhoog. 

f.1ncerety, 
Makeba Stallings 

I 11512009 
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Response to comment 30-405-A. 
 
Same comment as 30-404-A.  See response to comment 30-404-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-405-B. 
 
Same comment as 30-404-B.  See response to comment 30-404-B. 
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COMMENT: 30-406. Tyrone Stallings. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-406 

October 10, 2009 

To Whom it May concern: 

I am. a resident of the Crenshaw community. I live at 5156 Hillcrest Drive Los Angeles, Ca 90043 

I oppose the proposal to put an above ground metro rail or bus svstem down 
Crenshaw Blvd. An above ground rails system would Impact the safety of our school 
children who attend schools on Crenshaw Blvd, o r have to cross Crenshaw Blvd to get to 
school. In addition it would impact the values and desirability of the residentia l 
community to the east and west of Crenshaw Blvd. 

I SUPPOrt a below grgynd rail system which would enhance the use of public 
transoortation bx the community while maintaining the safety, neighborhood appeal 
and quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 

Since~~ly, \ 

- -(/2 u 
T one Stallings 

A 

B 
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Response to comment 30-406-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety 
for the project.   
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. 
In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-406-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for comments supporting a below-grade alignment 
along Crenshaw Boulevard.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length 
of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for 
the project and financially infeasible.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors, would enhance public transportation without adversely affecting 
the communities, safety, or noise levels within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor. 
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COMMENT: 30-407. Sybel Stanley. 

 

_______________ «, Metro 

30•4 07 

A 

~T.il6-fml.~!Jl.~&j 
Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, Co1 90016 
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Response to comment 30-407. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  A light rail transit system operating at-grade through portions of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Corridor, would consist of a new bi-directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through 
the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead 
contact system (OCS) poles spaced approximately 100 feet apart.  The light rail system would be similar in 
character to the existing transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, 
utility poles, signage, and signals.  The operation of the light rail system would not affect any restaurants, 
entertainment venues, or shopping destinations within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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COMMENT: 30-408. George Starks. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-408 

MENTON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

AOoaess: _.2.,,,~'.._UJ.'.<...._~'111,-/ll}.:..__,;~~'tf!_-~- PHONE:--------

CoMMENTS! I ,,. 

.. ·•BEl .EN .. i ' A·av,oo.~· 6'SC>-....;.r"™,i(Erij .. -"t.i-·:' HYE: . ~- . T:[O,f'IT . . . ~ , .. - - . IU".fJ>, _ _.,._23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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Response to comment 30-408. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-409. Bruce Starrett. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-409 

Starrett-2 091026 
Resul ts from Form 1 of Paoe projects_studi es/ cr enshaw/ comment_forsn.ht11From: 
Webmaster 
sent: Monday. october 26, 2009 11: 52 AM 
To: Diaz, Roderi ck 
Subj ect : Crenshaw Transit cor-r 1dor DEIS/DEIR Comments 

fi rstName : 
l astName: 
organization: 
e.mai laddress: 
street: 
c ity : 
state: 
zipcode: 
Yes: 
No: 
support: 
Construct i on: 
AirQoalit)_": 
Traf fi csafety: 
v isual Effects: 
Di sp lacementofPropercy: 
Ois rupt iontosusiness: 
Publ icservice.s : 
Localt anduseoevelopment: 
Economi cimpact sandlob.s : 
specificoesignFeatures : 
Other: 
HOrneZi p : 
wo,kzip : 
~iveintheproj ect ar ea?: 
Workintheprojectarea?: 
o.-mabus iness,nthepro~ectarea? : 
commutethroughtheproJectarea?: 
Other : 
Bi cycle?: 
c a rori ruck?: 
Bus? : 
walk?: 
other? : 
Resident: 
Business: 
Cocnmun 1 t.yotNe JghborhoodOrgan i za t ion: 
Publ ic:::Agency: 
Snvi ronmentalorganizat ion: 
Ci vic:::Organization: 
Economi coevelopmentorgani zation: 
Other: 
Date : 
Ti11e: 

additionalcomments: 

Bruce 
Starrett 

hazenst arr e tt@.ca .rr .com 
S517 Garth Avenue 
1..os Angeles 
CA 
90056 
ON 

l.ight Rail Trans i t (LRT)Alternative 

ON 

YES 
90056 
90232 

YES 

ON 

YES 
Monday, October 261 2009 
10 : Sl:46 AM 

I am opposed to the sel ection of Maintenance and Operati ons Fac i l ity Site 8, as 
would require t he relocation of the Westchester Playhouse . 

I support ·the sel ection of r~aintenaocl! and Operat1oos Facility Si te o. 

Page 1 
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Response to comment 30-409. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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COMMENT: 30-410. Bruce Starrett. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

cn..nsti.n- Tr;aJ1$it con'"idor 0EIS0£J8 C(lrffl.entsl.3 
Results f l"Offl i:or,i l of vage projecuJt1,11;ties/crtnsM.w/tc:.rment_for111.httt,rom: ,.,,t., M,ond_.)', octob•,. 20. 2000 12:20 0,"I 
To: Din. ftodt:r f ck 
su'l)ject: crcnsh~w Tran.si t co.-r1dor OHS/t>fl1l ConMnts 

firHNa11e : 
l asur.11Se: 
organization: 
emailaddress: 
street.: 
ciw: 
St.ate: 
ziocode : 
-Yes: 

'"" SU:J)p()l't': 
coonructi<v.1: 
A;,q,• lit,c 
Tr.,fficS;1;f1:w: 
Vists.i1Eff«ts: 
Oi splacei.entofProper~y: 
Oi sruptionto8usine.ss: 
P®l icServices: 
Loca 1 t.ariduseoeve 1 opnrient: 
1:cono11iclflll)actsand)obs: 
Spe<1 ficOe.sionP-eaturt?s: 
Otlter: 
1-Klmmp: 
worlcrlp: 
L 1ve1ntheprolectar,ea?: 
workinthepro ectarea?: 
omiatiusine.ss ntheprojectal'ea.?: 
COn'mut.ethroughthepro ectar ea?: 
Oth"rl 
ai<.ycle?: 
Qr-orTruck?: 
e.us7: 
Walk? : 
Other?: 
R.uident: 
e.usfoess: 
COffil'lllni tvo rNei ghborflocidor.gani ;llti an : 
P1JblicA.gency: 
e.nvi ronnenta 10rganintion: 
civ1coroaniz.ition; 
l'COll<lNi coeve 1 op:nentOrganl z.1.t ion:
OUler: 
oate: 
Time~ 

;uldi t iona lconnMU: 

aruce 
Starr.ett 

hat~nstarret~a.rr .cOJI 
.SS17 Garth Avenue 
Los Ange1es 
CA 
90056 

ON 

YES 
900S-6 
90232 

YES 

ON 

YES 
MOr,day.1-October 26. 
11:20:u ~ 

2009 

30-410 

W.hi h: l support. th• s«l ttc;tion of M:1intcnat1ce nnd Ol)t.rat'lons FacU hy S:i~e o , ram concerned about the 
develop1Sent of o~ of the few l;irgc "open" spa<:es left in the uo, that ll'ight have been us.ed f or 
r ecreat ion or as ,1. "natural spac.e. •• 
S-ection 4 . 7 .2:." sutes tllil.t "' ••. vegetation consists of ntttive and non-llltive shl"ubs Md Ql"asses. NC> 
vegetation exi sts that wo11ld svp;,ort HBsitiv4 b'iologi<.:Jl r"ourccs" u thi"s loc..ation . . This does not 
ad3ress "'non-sensitive• resources, i.e otber plant o111d .tn illllll spccin that 111!:'y «cur thei"e. 
According to the ?arcel l ist in Table •1.9, there will be sqvcral b.r9c ~reels rCf'lllining acfj.:iccmt t4 the 
M.11111:enance nciht.Y, I\S • ■itigation me--1.sure, t svggest the ac.guisaion of SOffll:. cu· aH of-thei':c 
pa,-cels, and the creation of a native eco.syst(!'I restorat ion coab1n11d wi'dl public use. 

Pll.rcels in Quest ion: 
'I l.3$-0lS-006 
◄13$-015-005 
413$-0lS-033 
'413S•01S-034 
413S-01S-024 

Page 1 
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Response to comment 30-410. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-411. Alma Steele. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

- - • ....,01 @.D S&,D 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAM!: 4/rod Ste:e, I e &wi:.d/n1~y. iJ, d( b-n~. Cb~ 
AoORESs: :JaU( ?/4~ ~ -d~- PHoNe: .3:B · 313 ·ol S/ 
COMMENTS: ___ ___ ___ _ ___ ___ ___ _ _ 

A 
• e, •• :<.),. z_ i ,..er~"'--- ~'6•·· .w:et....~ Ct.~ 

P,,,..f:1.._ o P../i,, • 

.:.m ' • .~,..<-,=.-ra.,r...,... • - •- eii6s,!-;"""'' "Cn~rn.,...; =l!B.QIJDy:&w,.'.,11 ~ li~I!, SQ, . ._,!lml-,.1!.-.!',_ 
Emal/: aenshaw@nxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-411. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-412. Barbara Strickland. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

30-412 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: b-lscsr@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 1:18 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

OearMTA Board Members: 

Please 1<0ep the Cre-nstiaw linec underground the ~nnr0 way. Ther& ar~ safety concerns regardlflg V!etN Park Prep I A 
and Crenshaw H1gh School that need seriOU$ Qttention Underground would be be~ givan trafftc oonoerns on 
Crenshaw, especially at &auson Avenue. 

Thank yov, 

Barbara. Strickland 
5314 West Boulevard 
t os Angeles. CA 90043 

I J/512009 
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Response to comment 30-412. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety and traffic at Slauson Avenue. 
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COMMENT: 30-413. Carol Studley. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
' Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 413 

Theuenshaw Tr.anslt Corridor projea w.mwdcomes )'OU'"con'ln'lts'lb on the ~old't Orafi Envin:,nmmul Impact 
Staten'lfflf/OtaA Ell'¥itonmet!bl llnpact Report Of' any othcir ~ ~ che project o, process. Please fill out this bm and U$e additional 
sheds of paper, if nece,$a!)', ~ this form to pn,jtct staff or tetum to Metro (s« &redlons C)l'I ~). 

! H IS (Ol,11.'U\ i HLAHS TO 

My-b(Ched<-~ 

□ Bus Raptd J'ransi't (BRT} AtttmaWc 

□ Ugltt RailT~nslt (lRT} Alt:emaciw 

...,,;(r:, IMpl'OYit:ment N~ts:Sary 
,,. {No-Bulld Alternativt) 

Mino, lmprowments 
C (Ttan$p0rt.ltion Syskms 

M~emcnt [J'SMJ Abtnadve) 

□NoOpiniOn 

:~=-oppy~ 
~ 

~Quality 

~= gt::~,ces 
I Land Use& ~mctnt 

nomk Impacts and Jobs 

C Spedfic: Design Featurn 

□Othe.- _______ 

ave__ 

' 

- OVER-
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© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (c:onllnued): 

~ute through the project area? 

How do~ rep;lrlytr.M:f in tht proi,ect area? 
(dl«lr "11 tlunpply} 
0 Bicyck?. QBus? 

□()the,/ 

□ Commu!'lityor Neighborhood Organization 

iJ Public AgfflC)' 

□ Environmental O,ganiution 

0CM<O,g ..... ...,,. 

0 EcQnomic ~pmcnt Organiution 

□0th~ 

41.Metro 

-------- □Walk? 

Thank You! 
Give1tlis <om, to pfOjed: staf or rctvm to Metro: --Roderick Dia?. Pro;ect Manager 

Los Anps County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
OMCatewl)'Fbn 
Mail Stop; 99-Z2..J 
losAngftes, CA 90012•2952 : 

£mat 
d.wod«1ci:@metro.ntt ...,.,_ 

(213) 922-2736 

C-omments.mu$1 be roa!iwd by October 26, 2009, S.-00 p.m. 
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~ Metro ---------
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Response to comment 30-413. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1350 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-414. Wisanu Suthanurak. 

~ Metro -------------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30- 414 

ThtC•~TnttSAc.ridcwpqrateart'l~fCMComfflel'JIS°'"fl<'iN:Wlpol tht'Or;tft;&tv.fM!'l'ief'ltal IJ'l"lpKI 
S\II.Cffl('n(/0,.rfi ( nvirOf'lm~ lr,,,patt R<':f)Oll Or ~"1 othtr .1sPKt of tht p,O!e<:I Of ptote$S, PIHS~ /lit ovl 1h11 /i:,,m and \lse adctiti<;n.al 
\oheets of P.Pf', i( Nc:Hn,y. ~ this ro,rn lo p,oj«:a u.11f or 11t1um to Me110 (stt d!,~«1 ,.._.,,tst) 

S55b W (2 s-r 

H -fl'.,COMl.,HNI RflAas JO 

..,_. .. fmecl<...,, 
□ Bus lbpid Ttanslt (8RT) Allffl'tativt 

Q LgjcbH....,. (UIT)--

□ No lmpl'O\'~ment Ntcessiwy 
(No-tkiUd AAetl'llilve) 

M°fflOf lritpim,en,~11ts 
□ {Tr.an\po"lt!On SystMU 

Maiui:emfflt (T'SMI AltttMtlve) 

Q NoOp,n,o,, 

Myohoogf,u-
(cl,odc.,,., .. .u ""'..,,,,,, 

0 Conswcr"ton 

Q NoiH 

Q Ai,Qu,t<y 

□T,·offk 

Q s.Je,y 

□ Vi-Sual llftcm 

0 Oispla-.,.._, 

O Oisruptfon to Bu1lnC$S 

0 ""blicS-Cn 

0 Local Lind Ost & Otvt:lop,ntnt 

Q Eco1'0l'l"llc lrrtp,c1, ;,ind lobl 

□ SP«m( Design f«-..CU~ 

0 Othe, 

Would roi, ll~ to be added to the p,o,r.a mailin& !1st? 

g(fl □No 

(M.,c,l "I fof ,-,,o-rc; loq,,gf, v - -. ' _ _ ___ _ 
w1S_...t-<. 

. ()Vt •• 

A 

B 
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m Metro!_ _____________ _ 

1;: .~J-Ro'.)liT•O ••~•,1 

Do'°"' (d>«hH ti,,r ~) 

l!YU..lftd!<p,oj<a,.../ 

□W0141 lnthepqtcl ... , 

a Own• MlnMS In die prolec:t ~t ... il~ 

AH I ( IATION 

0-..- □""-· 

How do you ,~~rly tr.wet In lht! p,oj<Ct ~re:-~? 
(d,,d, ,I/,.,, ,pp!;) 

cc-mu,,,,_,,...,_, ... a1 a •CJdo/ 

□ Oihn? E(c .. or Trude? - -------
□?"'" 

Thank Youl 
G.itlhk bmmpttJjectudo, ,mimsoMfstoc-

□C-'"'Yo<Ntigi ......... D,g,a- __. .... 
0 Publ< Agencr 

□ EnYif'O.llmentiil Otganlz..nlon 

0 Ork OfJ.lfflUlllOl'I 

0 ~ 0cHic+Oafl 01tanbfioo 

D O.ho, 

©Metro 

Roderick Di.at, PrQjed Mtnagtr 
Los AA~s County Md.t0pa41t.n 
T-A<rthonly 
o..c.«....,Pbu 
...... Step:: ,..;u.3 
to>~CA 90011,:rtSl 

[mall: 
diurode-rickl1)mt1rc:t, net ,...._ 

(21J) W,211' 

Comment, must be reul..d b)o Odober 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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~ Metro ------------

SV1HANUAAK 

>'2~.,( ST 

>elE .s, CA '1004-S 

,o 
~OIIEfllc!K. DJA'6 P~07£<!T l"A"-'llclt/1. 

,) 

Lb$ AN6E.l..E~ (OON1Y MrTROPCl;!1A/IJ 

1/1,4NJP0RTAuoN AVTHOR1 TY 

ON£ G-.A'TEWAy i'l4?A 

M1~ll STo.f' ! <H-27-J 

LO.$ />,N6H£.S CA OJ00fZ-'Z"1SZ 

gc,:a i 2+:2:·3s2 J ll1luf1111ll11 oullnl,1ul,ll ,lu,Umi1Hl11uuflli111I 
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Response to comment 30-414-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D.   
 
A park and ride facility near the optional Manchester Station was initially considered during the 
DEIS/DEIR.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the Manchester Station was 
not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station was removed from 
consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership projections.  The project has 
been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future 
time.   
 
Response to comment 30-414-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-414-A. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-415. Norb Sznajder. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 

Nero Sznajder (pnmefitness2000@yahoo.com) 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 6;13 PM 
Diaz, Roderick 

~r NTA Board of Dir'='ct.ors : 

30 • 4 15 

Please keep i:he C.rens.haw Lln-e. undt:=.r.g.round en Cre-nshe;,. Bl'ld for th~ sar.ec.y of tlte chUd:::n 
at cr~nsllaw High school and Vie-w Pa.tk P-,e-p . Aho, tu!fk elr~.ady backs up in both A 
direc1:Jons 011 Slauson. ~or. ' t. rna.:e a bad 3ituatlon wars.e-. Ti:eat. us th.:: sesmi! Ji.$ you int.er1d 
to t.reat. the Wilshire -comiw,.rn!.t.y. 

s!nc~ely, 
Norb sznajdu 
5701 s . Cl:~nsl\aH al•.rd. 
L◊S Angeles , CA 90043 
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Page K-1355 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-415. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1356 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-416. Michael Talley. 

 

--------------~ Metro 

3 0- 416 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMe: f.d,;fl@( 14/4/ Elwt: J!;Jf1;/[ry ¼n 4 Ms A/ {,,,,,,_ 

L 'I. (.:-~. O,co . 
AoOAESs: "377/ocK AMa /)/t. PHONE: 4oY-'iS2.- l2.. 'i' 2 

A 

!Wi[BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, SO PUASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (3Z3) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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Response to comment 30-416. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  During the Alternatives Analysis of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, it 
was determined that the existing land use density and potential ridership was not high enough to support a 
subway train.  A light rail transit system operating at-grade through portions of Crenshaw Boulevard, 
would consist of a new bi-directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the 
median.  The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles 
spaced approximately 100 feet apart.  The light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The operation of the light rail system would not remove any landmarks or eliminate travel 
lanes along Crenshaw Boulevard.  Mitigation measures identified in the FEIS/FEIR, will ensure that any 
potential visual, or historic impacts to Crenshaw Boulevard are mitigated to the greatest extent feasible.  
This would include the replacement of trees that would be removed in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard 
where the alignment is at-grade.   
 
 

© Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1358 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-417. Donna Tate. 

--------------~ Metro 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Draft Environmem:al Impact Stalelne:nt/Dnfl: £nvironmenul Im~ Report 

Comment Form 

30 • 417 

The Crer1shaw 'f ,ansit Comdo, p«>je<t team wekomes }'OUI C<lrllm~s C)(I che fi,idings (?f the Dr.;i ft Erwironmcntal Impact 
StatemcntfDr.ift Er.·N'Of'lmental I 1npact Report 0t any « her ilSpcct of the: p,oject or process.. Plea~ fill out this f.ofm :ind use ;iddition;il 
shttts of paper, if rltCe$$il,y. Ciwth~ form to project staff or rerum to Metro {set direction$ on ~ r.sc), 

THIS COMM ft\ T RELATES TO 

□ 8us Rapid Transit (BRT) Altcm.ativc 

O Ua:J\t Rail T~ n.sit {LRT} Aftcmarive 

□ No improvement Noccssa,y A 
(No-Buird Altcrn.itlvc} 

Minor lmpt"Ovements 
D {Trans~tion Systems 

M:maaement (TS ~IJ Aftcmative) 

0 N o Opi,liQn 

M1 thol.!gtrts about 
(c!,eek •"I' "' •ff d,,t ffl)' 

D Constnxtion 

□Noise 

Q Al,Qualfly 

~ ramc 

~ afety 

/□ ~isu.11 Effccu 

0 Oispla~ mcnt ol Property 

D Oist\lption to 811siriess 

D Public Sc.ivkcs 

..,e1oul land Use-& Oe~lopment 

r b Ec-onomic lmpa"s -'t'ld Jobs 

0 Sp«ific Ct-sign features D 

Q Othet 
---- ----

Wootd you like to be added to !ht! projtet mailing &rt? 

□Yes Q No 
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Page K-1359 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Comment (continued): 

teg1Jlartytta..-el In the project area? ,,.,,,pp1,; .,,,,--
O Commute through the project area! 

□Other? 

.iai"us? 

Q Walk~ 

□ o,...,. ~ bvsinen in fflc project areal 

M~ILIAI IO,~ 

_p«fs'"¥ 0 Busi~ss 

~ tnw\ityor N~ithborhood Otganhation 

D Publie Agency 

0 Elwi(o11mentlll Organiution 

O Civic Otplltlation 

0 Economic De1.rdopment Orpniz.;,tion 

00ther 

©Metro 

-------
D ?thcr 

Thank You! 
Give this form to projw st.itf or return to Mttro: 

Postal Mail 

Rodericlc Oiat. Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Mctropolit.wt 
T r:insPortation Authol,ty 
One Gateway Plau 
Mail Stop: 99, 22-3 
Los Angelies. CA 900l2-2952 

Emait 
d'i.lirodtrick,@metro. nd 

Pl'ojc,c.1 Hotline 
(213) 922-2736 

Comments must be n!O!i•ed by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1360 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-417-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety 
for the project.   
 
Response to comment 30-417-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-417-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-417-D. 
 
Comment noted.  The construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is anticipated to create 
more than 400 annual jobs during the five year construction period.  Metro also incorporates a local hiring 
policy program, which insures that 15 percent of the construction jobs are awarded to workers located 
within the community. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1361 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-418. Donna Tate. 

 

~ Metro~--- --- ----- ---

30-418 

URGENT CALL TO AC'rlON: SUPPORT "THE P EOPLE'S OPTION" 

The Crcn1thttw tttmrt·n inlty nffd• your h elp oo the bi1Uon detUM ro.il line MTA b planu.iuts, rv1 
Crcnahu.w Blvd. MTA i s about LO make a decision nod LO have an impact on the outcome YOU must 
write vour demands, comment• nnd oonccrns. 

United Commun ity Associ.atioJ.\I ii n collaboration or South LA bomeowncn a.uoclation, block club, 
community b""ed organization and neig)lborhood councll leade,•, and we <UP"<tfully ask that in 
your comments you clearly atatc auppon for -rbc People•• Option.~ 

TM~•• Option i• £or the entire portion or the line on Crensb.aw Blvd to be built underground 
and adding a station at Vernon. No divide a_nd conquer or passing by Leimcrt Park Village. Give 
Crcnehaw Blvd the same thi.ng MTA is planning for WUshirc: a subway. What's good for Wilshire's 
Park Afilo ls good f or South !JI'$ Park Mesa/ 

So please (ill out and return U,c form below, and include J.rt your comments the (ollc.>wing s tatement:: 

I aqpport and requeat IITA etlldy THE PEOPLE'S 01'Tl01' Cor the entire Crenshaw 
BITd portl.01> of the line to be built underpow,d, plus a station at Veruoa 

The deadline to return t.bla form ao we can send it to MTA ls October 23, 2009, Thank you. 

For more info about United Community Associations: www.fixcxpo.org or call (323) 76 J - 6435. 

---------·---- --- ·---- CUT AND SEND - ---- •-----

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

~~~.7 , ENAll:,1f~k/a e>.lu.vt?. ~ 
ADDIIESS: --- - - ---~- -------

A I CoMMENTS: - ~ ~ ..iZ:cl,..1t,e,j,,_..;t;~ rzc_:_J_JLi~~:..4,~~ ~ "6~~~~-,-~ -+-

B 

C 

~ 
Ema/I: crenshaw@ffxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 '1 CA 16 

~ 
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Response to comment 30-418-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-418-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-418-C. 
 
Comment noted.  The construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is anticipated to create 
more than 400 annual jobs during the five year construction period.  Metro also incorporates a local hiring 
policy program, which insures that 15 percent of the construction jobs are awarded to workers located 
within the community. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-419. F. C. Taylor. 

 

© Metro. ______________ _ 

A 

B 

~,o lifil't'.etr, -.••....-iiffla:it,v·QIC"l'.·u 
--.t.o•w e ""9',.., (JU)1'l • tklS"•.-..-,•P.o.•...-1.av"4 ~ .bW 
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Response to comment 30-419-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
Response to comment 30-419-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-419-A. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1365 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-420. Valarie Taylor. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-420 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Valerie Taylor (VTaylor@peoplewareinc.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 9:59 AM 

To: crens.haw@fix.expo.org; Diaz. Roderick 

Subject: Cf80Sha-.,., Line Pfoposal 

Good motnlng, 

I am writing In support of kaeping the Ctonshaw Lioo for the MTA Expo Line underground. I am 15 year 
resident of Vie\v Park and hope that our community is not impacted by the line. It is also a safety issue 
for the communly and school to keep the line unde,ground. 

Thank you! 

Va.Jorlo Vlnconr Taylor 
4838 Vi.sta De Oro 
t.os AngclH, CA 90043 

~ Yl9I.@11.£S!Rf.ewarein c-com or yalta ylon'wsbcqlobal,net 

I J/512009 

A 
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Response to comment 30-420. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and 
communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local 
businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to local businesses and to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.     
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-421. Paul Ted. 

© Metro'----------------

30-421 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Oraft Ellvironmentaf lmp3d Statemel'lljOrllfl EfMronment:11 lmp:u::t Report 

Comment Form 
l'he Crer'ISNW Transit Corridor project team wekomes. roun:ommen1t1, <in the findings orthe Ora!i [nYfrO(U'l'lcntai Im~ 
St.ltcnte-»/Ot.;ilt E,wlroriment:il Impact ~port or ;myW'ler aspect of theprqeclot ixocess.. Ple3st flll out this f01m aM ~ ~diticin";d 
sheets of p,,per, if neccsu,y. GM! this (00-,1 to projttt staff or f~u rn 10 Meiro (see d irodiorl$ on l'('o'Crse) 

THIS COMMENT RELATES TO 

My 11upport for (di«:k onej: 

0 8u$ R~pid Tramit (8 Rl) Altematlve 

□ lig:h1 Rail Tti;nsi1 (L8T) Altem&tivt 

)i,('No lmptO\!tfflCltl N t<~SSal')' 
r'-(No•Build Altcr~ 1i-.. rj 

Minor lmp.v,ement,:; 
□ (Tra11spo,u1tlc>rl Systemi. 

►,hn.ag,:m¢.r,t fTSM) Alttinat,vt) 

O No0pini0f'I 

My lhou8hb: ;:il,oui 
fchl.d -any or al that appfy): 
□ COr'lsttoc1«M1 

Bl,Notse 

fj AlrQuallty 

~ l r:i ffic;; 

'Ii' s,lcty 

~ 1/is,nl Effect$ 

VJ Oh pbce1T,ent of Pn)~'1Y 

"f:J Oi$1upticm to ilusin~n 

0 Public Service::; 

D Loc.,I Und U,e & 0 ~11lc:,pment 

0 EtOl'IOrrlic lm~ch ,1.nd fob,s 

0 Specific De$ign Fc:.ihm:-, J 
r,c-o,-.., Jo/~ -:-0 <\. 

.C.c "'c'0~1i,oi::.. 

WOY!d you II~ ~o be added to ~ pr<>;ect mailing li'St? 

Comment (ple-.se prin* 

~OVER-

A 
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--------------~ Metro 

Comment (continued): 

HON do )'OU 1eg:1Aaily lt&'Vel a\ the piOjeCI 8iea? ~ 
(ch«t _.11 th;,t ;1pplyJ 

'16"'uW!: in the pior-c.c aie11? 

6 ~ork in the proj1:t1,rf!a~ 

□ C,qmm111c throv-gh thr- p!Q,i(!'1 a1c;1~ 

O 0thetl 

□ 8iqde~ D s ~s? 

□ Own a busl..-.ess In the f)l'Oject area? 

AH-ILIAT10N 

'f;it'Residcf\1 0 8usine-ss 

b Commu:'l~o, Ne!thborhood Otganlzatlon 

0 Pvblk ~ency 

D E,wrtonmCflt.)I OrgMintion 

D Civic Organiution 

0 Economic Oevt1l~cnt Org;iniutioi, 

O Othc, 

Metro 

----------

Thank You! 
Gi•lt'~his rorm io prOJ!!tl st.aff Ol'fe!IJr'l'I to Metro: 

Postal Mail 

Roderick Diaz, Ptoject Manager 
I.O'S Angell!!'I County Mettopof)tan 
Transportation Auihotiry 
One C3tew.ty Plau 
Ma.I Stop; 99·22-3 
Los An&"IM. CA 900l2•2~Si 

Emal: 
dlazroderkk@metro.ne-t 

Pro}ect Hotline 
(l>JJ m-m& 

Comments must be received by Octobe, 26, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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© Metrot,__ _____________ _ 

ft.OS, Al'(GELES. CA ~ 

•• -zt:OilZ?°2(kJV l?'M:4T 
,. 
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Response to comment 30-421. 
 
Comment noted. No specific comment to address. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1371 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-422. Carmelitta Tell. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

- --•,.••-- - -•-•-•••....,,.. _ _ _ ..,.,•••-_,. _ __ ..,., l..,Ul rlltJJ ..,....,p.,.. 30-422 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruoy 

NAME: QA:,(.,-,L/,·¼:4,.,:::+?1 I &wL:C'Uttl(r..., £21? ofile"'·Nti 

ADOREss: Git2 1/e-, ,•,0 ,..J; ~k, .,,.,A 
CoMMENIS: - - - - - - - - - - ---,-.,......,- - - - - ------

KE,f :±: ....,.,,k ,se>: .... ,J ( I I I A 

!HM'ffi~~~~8~ ~®}~ ~~ 
Email: a-enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1372 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-422. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-423. Dwayne Tell. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

-----------· CIJl'/JIIDSl:JNU - - --------
30·423 

CoM~ITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~V\,.Q ---re:u.... EMAIL: ____ ____ _ 

AOoRESS: / z_ &'" :)../ e,,-Q -:40'i PHONE! (770) I ')?O . .;i._.n, (i 

/-;;- v.: - .,LJ,-e. a ,,,,,~ d. 
A 

~ f!Ef~~i'Miffiidirt'T~ff,'sg~~>'.~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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Response to comment 30-423. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-424. Stanley Tell. 

 

m Metro. _____________ _ 

30-4 24 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

::.=2.~ 
t, #- ~ ul // 

CoMMEHTS: Kf( .(} UA ~ ae.w , 

~8-=,~.HiA B'N>'CT. ~6, SO ~jtETU~ BY~ 
Emal/: aenshaw(Pr,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 76J - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 /.A, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-424. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-425. Monica Carlos Tellalian. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

A 

!I 

C 

30-425 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Monfea Carlos-{monica@lani.org-) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:51 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Comments. on Crenshaw C0Hido1 transportation plan 

Roderick,. 

Here ore my commooh on fh~ Crenshaw r,of)sit Conid()( plOn: 

- Try to preserve pedestrion oriento tion as mvch 01 possible. I reoliie this wlll be dif11cuft with the 
proposed additions of slg,:ilflcont troMportotfon lnlrodrvcture. 

- Keep in mind that Cre nshaw runs just blocks owoy from den!e tesidentio l communitie s.. While 
Cremhaw is o bustling commercioJ corridor, do net forget the residen-tiol neighbors whose lives will be 
i'npocted. I om one ol those residents living jvstoff Crenshaw ond A<;Soms. 

- Consides important linkage to d owntown. 

Sinceret1. 

Monico Corbs TelloJion 
Crenshaw oreo resid ent 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1378 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-425-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will be designed to be pedestrian 
friendly, particularly near station areas and at-grade crossings.  These areas will be designed to 
accommodate the additional transit patrons and also will provide additional safety features. 
 
Response to comment 30-425-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding businesses and residences during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding 
residents and local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent 
feasible during construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation 
of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to local businesses and to members of the 
surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, 
particularly near station areas.   
 
Response to comment 30-425-C. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has a northern terminus at the Exposition 
Station, which provides a rail connection to Downtown. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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COMMENT: 30-426. Arlene Terrell. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

CoMHUNITY MEMKR'S CoMHENTON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

" "" ..94,,.,__ J,,.,,.dl, :·,~.: ih.,,}a,,,,,,v f> a,,i ' '•»? 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1380 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-426. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1381 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-427. Conne Thomas. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1382 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-427. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1383 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-428. Oramal Thomas. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1384 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-428. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1385 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-429. Sharon Thomas. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1386 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-429. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1387 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-430. Stephen Thomas. 
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30- 430 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Stephen Thomas (stephbthomas@gmail.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 3:49 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: M.Wo Cf~nshaw Transa corrid°' 

A 11 am for the LRT alren1a.tive. Light tail I rains s imilat or like lhe Expo line are t1le preferred alternativ¢ 
for the <:om1.1.mnjtjes lhnl will be iJ1u11e<liately imp1tC,kd by this J1.tmi$. Crtul.'iit ~yi:ttem. 

B I The BRT alkmativc will be a major problem to Crenshaw 81\'d,aud the CQUunuititits that surround i i. 

c I lf it isn't the LRT "-hcmative.. then st;;itt.Js quo will be fine!!!!. 

Stephen Thomas 
3797 Roxton Ave. 
Los Angolcs. CA 900 I 8 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1388 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-430-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-430-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-430-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-430-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-430-A. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1389 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-431. Dale Thompson. 
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Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Cc: 

l~l'. . l.lia:: 

dalethompson@carr.com 
Svr-0:,y, Ootobcr 11, 2000 8·'26 AM 
Diaz, ROderick 
cassandra Thompson, makeba_sta!lin9s@5b:global.net 

30• 431 

M'.f name, is Dale 'fho1rpso!'l, and 1 am a resident or the cro:nsha,., coornu!l.ity. 1 ) i\•e a.:: 4.962 
Angeles Vina Blvd ., Los Angeles, ca 9004~ 

.l oppose, the propc.sal to put. an above ,1round l~t:ro tail or bus system dowo Crenshaw blvd , 
An abo-.1e ground rail system •..,•ould i.irpact t.be safety of school children •.,·ho attend schools 
on Crenshaw 81'.•d, or have to c.i:oss crensha," Blvd. to get co school. 'l'he increased noise 
levels late at night would i ~pact sl*P patterns in th~ surrounding CO!l'J'ml.Oi~y o! working 
pecple , Prq:;,erty valu&s a nd desirab!lity of toe !",i:'ighborhood would be decreased . 

A 

I support. a be-low g.tout1d rail system ..:hich wo.utd enhance the US': oi public trar:spo-rcation I B 
by t.h,:i cowrn.mit.y •,.,hile- maint:aining t:h: saiet.y, oeighborhood ai::p..al,. and quit?t enjcyment: of 
ths neighborhood , 

Siocerely, 

Dal<=" Thompson 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1390 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-431-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor, several modes were considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the 
existing and planned development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for 
ridership along the corridor, heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to 
be not necessary and inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the 
Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the 
corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-
grade, aerial, and below-grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 
to systematically address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has 
been in use as a planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway 
crossings be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all 
Metro project corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent 
neighborhoods.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for 
the project and financially infeasible.   

Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
   
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact.  There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce 
property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually 
increased.  No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the 
impacts from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
Response to comment 30-431-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-431-A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1391 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-432. John Tienel. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1392 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-432. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the 
Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit 
route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a 
light rail system along Crenshaw Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.  In 
addition, many of the activities that occur within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor occur near the Leimert Park 
area where the alignment would be underground.  
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature if the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed 
in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.   

Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case 
basis primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of 
an area.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
  
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact.  There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce 
property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually 
increased. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1393 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-433. Eric Tooley. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 
To: 
Subjeet: 

mac account (erictooley1@mac.oom) 
Moncby. Scptcm~r 21, 2000 4·26 P M 
Diaz, Rodenck 
C1ensh.~w Litle Commen1s 

Cc«tnel\tS about t.hE Cr-an.shaw- Llne 

-~ I r think it S\huuld only be light: rail, eo that it: can c-onne,ct to the 
entire rail aystem, .! t.hi.nk t.hat. ..:t~nshaw and e.'-:positi~n should be a I B 
transfe.r .station. .-.n,...r-e you ha•1e to grt out and ':ran,sfer co l:::xpo t.o gc 

C I dOT-·ntown o r to Santa Mon.ica , l aupport. a fut.ur,a. extension north up La 
Bt'=a con'"'-ec.:!ng to th.? Purple and possible the Red Hn,s, sub\oJ;;.y, ! I 
thi.nl: that. the Cr~nshaw line ehould connect to LAX and the Gr-.?.oen :ine D 
possibly going on to Redondo Beach . 

1

1 b.:-lieve that tt;e Cr'e-nsha-..; line is to~a.lly itrportant 
E and c:;ut only 3erve c.hse city by bei ng r.ail , While- BRT 

does not. connect to t.he entire system and in- c.h.:: long 
and serves l~ss pe-opl~. 

eric l'ooley 
1741 Malt.roan A-.•e . 
Los Angeles , CA 90026 

to l.os A.nge-le.s 
is cheaper but 
run costs more 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1394 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-433-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
 
Response to comment 30-433-B. 
 
The Exposition Station for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was designed to achieve the nearest 
connection to the Exposition Light Rail Line, while minimizing potential environmental impacts. 
 
Response to comment 30-433-C. 
 
The northern extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard (Purple Line) is not 
part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A Feasibility study has 
been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future northern extension of light rail transit to Wilshire 
Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit 
investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a 
funded project.   
 
Response to comment 30-433-D. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project includes a station at Century Boulevard that allows for a 
connection to LAX and the future planned People Mover.  Continuing southward, the light rail line will 
operate to the Mariposa Green Line Station, where a transfer could occur to continue south to Redondo 
Beach.   
 
Response to comment 30-433-E. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-433-A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1395 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-434. Wanda Tribble. 

 

m Metro _ ____________ _ 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: 1,j)1u~DS T"C,uble 
""""™' 234 oV-1, n5XA A-v:e 

EMAi~-------
- -------

!lllllll!Sl!HTTO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN IYOCT. 23 

Email: aenshaw(Pflxexpo.orr, • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1396 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-434. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1397 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-435. Judith Trimble. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Judith Trimble fiudlthdtrimble@hOOllail.oom) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:05 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Dear MTA Soard of Directors: 

Please ke<>,p ttie Crenshaw line underground on Crenshaw Blvd f0< the safety of the chlldreit I 
attending Crensha\v High School and View Park Prep. Also the. trafflc 011 Slauson backs up in bot11 A 
directions <1nd your proposal will make <1 bad situation mvch worse. Tre;,t our community the s<1me 
as you Intend to treat the Wllshlre community, 

Sincerely, 

Judith O. Trimbfe 
4046 Mt. Vernon or. 
LOS Angeles, CA 90008 

Windows 7: It help$ YOll do more. ~e Windows 7, 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1398 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-435. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1399 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-436. Alice Turner. 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: tuta50@aot oom 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 10, 2009 9:19 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: Transit Sysytem 

To WhonJ j1 May Concem: 

r-.•ty name is Alice Tomi!'!· and I reside lo the Crenshaw Community at 5332 Deane Ave., Los Angeles, 
CA 90043. h has been brought to my ~ttcu(ion that~ tronsit system is being considcNd to n m down 
Cr~n5.haw Blvd. ·mese types of transit .sy1.tem will nol be be.nclicial h) the children and seniOt'S who 
reside in the 
area who have l<> Cl"O$$ Crenshaw Blvd. 

1n :Wdiliou, the noise from this syslcm wilJ bc :1 huge dislractfon to residents who n:sidc-clooc by. Also. 
the systt,in will take away what little appe.al we have ltft 

Sincerely, 

AliccTumcr 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1400 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-436. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  Along Crenshaw Boulevard, the light rail alignment would be below grade 
from 39th Street to 48th Street and from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The 
FEIS/FEIR found that the at-grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard 
from Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street and from 48th to 60th Street.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
  
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact.  There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce 
property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually 
increased. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1401 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-437. Nicole Turner. 
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30 · 437 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: N Htl'c 71JEi{l:ec, EMAIL: - ~ -~---

AoDRESS: \ 'h\~1) Af,C\'IIW> AA· (i'.wtt<l0:J.,J Cv1, l'liONE: c~ ri')r;,.;i.,·,~/0 
COMMENTS: - ------------------ ---1 
____ ,_P'IA--'--:Vrc..!..1..L<...----'-'C1(.61'-l\'\'--'---'V'---l\c'-=Y-¼:.c:.+l""~=U-'-"\\d,_· -----1 A 

ifunt. :'.Jov · 
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Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1402 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-437. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1403 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-438. Areena Upson. 
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30-438 

COM: NITY M EMBE_R'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ~rrc.e,i/'?( \.M)s<>v:--- EAAIL: -------- 

AoOAfSs: ~S ~Lili~ Avv PHo•e: i?[c:;t 4L\-?_,y;72.. 
CoMMl;NTS: ~ ~ \Th t \ wJtJ ¼Y)& lf ~ /2,0,',A I A 

HYfil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Em ail: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6135 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 tA, C4 90016 
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Response to comment 30-438. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-439. Diana Urena. 
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Response to comment 30-439-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-439-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-439-A. 
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COMMENT: 30-440. Craig Veals. 
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30 · 440 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Unda Scott ~fnda.soott@stcglol>al.netJ 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:24 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw MTA P10jeC1 

Oe.ar MTA Board of Directors: 

I am writing with respect to the. proposed rail line 011 Crenshaw Boulevard to 1·equ.e:st th,u you engineer it 
to run entirely unc.kcrground for lhc safety of 1,hc, children aL Crenshaw High School and View Park 
Pre.p. As an additional considtrotioo, you may b<i! aware ihat t.ratlic aln!.ady backs up in both dil'\!.Olio11s A 
on Slauson, and this. sjtoatfon will be se,rlously cxaccrb.11.c.d were• you to complete the project above 
ground as you have proposed Plea..-:e consider tli-ese points tu'!.<l keep t1u!! project unde-rgrOllnd for the. 
safety and convenience of ~weryone in our community, 

Sincerely, 

Ci'aig V¢a1S 
4508 Northridge l)rive 
l..t)S A1lgeles, Califontia 90043 
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Response to comment 30-440. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-441. James Lee Walker. 
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3 0 -441 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon {damlenwg@gmad.com) 

Sent: Saturday. Octooer 24. 20097-41 PM 
To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd: G tv~ your fE!edbaek to Ml:TRO before 5 PM this Monday I 

- ---- Forwarded message-~--··· 
from: Lee \Valke1· <sbamanlcc@c?:U·COIU> 
Dme: Sat. Ocl 24, 2009 nt 6:57 llM 
Subject: Give your focdback to METRO before S P?vJ this Mond:.ly! 
To: Walker tide <iihamanl~ Wlca.rr.coin> 
Cc: 

Dear All: 

Monday, October 26th at 5 PM i~ t11e deadline. for letliog LA [\,[F,TRQ know ht'>\\1 you fed about the 
way the- new CrerL~haw Line. will be built through mtr commnnity. Send your focdhack to: 

Email: crenshaw@tixe15Q9.org • Fax: (323) 761 -6435 • Address: P.O. Box 
781267 LA, CA 90016 

I have appended below the comments which I have submitted. Please stand up for 
our community! ! 

Peace, Lee Walker + 

--------------------------------------------------------
COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: The Rev. James Lee Walker 

COMMENTS: The Crenshaw Light Rail MUST be built grade separated j A 

(UNDERGROUND) the entire length that it runs down Crenshaw Blvd. from ExpoSition to 
Florence. There MUST be a station at Vernon if the upcoming world class renovation of the I 8 
Vision Theater and the Lelmert Park Village shopping district Is to succeed. 

The neighbomood streets and boulevards of the Crenshaw Corridor were de5igned 
to accommodate the population and vehicle traffic of the 1920s and 1930s. If 
METRO builds at grade along Crenshaw, you will be Installing mass transit that 
was adequate a century ago, but which would not even have been safe and 
adequate in the 1980s, let alone today. METRO has unsuccessfully tried to convince the 
Crenshaw Community that an at grade light rail on Crenshaw is safe and sane with ttle traffic 

I J/512009 
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and populat ion of 2009. It isn't and we all know it. In the year 2050, our children and 
grandchildren will NOT praise METRO for installing a mass transit along QenShaw that was 
already a century out of date the day it was built . The Crenshaw Light Rail will be with us for 
a hundred years. The Crenshaw Corridor will be growing by leaps and bounds in the next 100 
years. Donl give us an at grade system that already will be.antiquated when it's completed. 
Help us build for the next century and for the LA citizens of the future. 

Toe Expo Line could have been grade separated which would have reconnected all 
the neighborhood streets it crosses, streets built to handle the lesser traffic and 
population of the Twenties and Thirties. Now those streets have been severed 
forever. METRO now expects those severed streets to handle the vastly heavier 
traffic and population of 2009 and the next 100 years. Or more precisely, METRO 
now expects South LA to live with that nightmare while the citizens of the Wilshire 
Corridor and Culver City enjoy mass transit that does not degrade its street traffic 
or threaten the lives and safety of their school children. 

I am a White man living in an almost 100% Black neighborhood. Before moving to 
Leimert Park, I was a priest (Episcopal/Anglican) for 12 years in the ultra wealthy 
and almost all White community of Greenwich, CT, I know how the powerful can 
get what they want while the minorit ies pay the price. When I see the wealthy and 
mostly White citizens along the Wilshire Corridor and In Culver City getting a safe 
and sane grade separated line in their neighborhoods while the neighborhoods of 
People of Color in South LA are given a clone of the deadliest light rail in the USA 
(the Blue Line), I am filled with shame for my beloved City of LA. The cit izens of 
South LA have cried out for years for a grade separated Expo Line and were 
completely ignored. All the while the money that should have been spent in South 
LA was taken from us Just so that It could be lavished on Wilshire and Culver City 
so that they could have everything they wanted and deserved while we were 
denied the same. 

Build the Crenshaw Line in a safe and sane grade separated manner and METRO 
will build a monument to its glory that will be praised for generations to come as is 
true in the great cities of the world such as Moscow, London, Tokyo, New York, 
Paris, and so many others. Build it at grade and generations to come will see the 
monument you built to your shame. Don't be the object of ridicule and disgust for 
generations to come. You failed the good citizens of South LA with the EXPO Line. 
Don't fail us again on Crenshaw. Peace, Lee Walker + 

I 11512009 
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Abbott, Matthew 

From: Damien Goodmon (damle<1wg@gma1tcom) 

Sent: Saturday, Octooer 24, 2009 8:35 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: F\vd: Feedback on cr0nshaw Lule rrom a Lelmeft Par1< h0m8 owne, 

•···- ·· Forwatd.ed message•····-·--
fr<>m: Lee W:d.ke,· <sharnanlcc@ca.u .com> 
Dote: Sat. Oct 24, 2009 at 8:33 PM 
Subject: Fecdbilek.on Crenshaw Line from a Lcimcr1 Park home: owner 
To: crenshawrrl<fixexpo.ora 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

Toe Rev. James Lee Walker 

41 14 South Norton Avenue 

Los Angeles, CA 90008 

323-295-8274 = home 
shamanlee@ca.rr.com 

COMMENTS: The Crenshaw Light Rail MUST be built grade separated 
(UNDERGROUND) the entire length that it runs down Crenshaw Blvd. from ExpoSition to 
Florence. There MUST be a station at Vernon if the upcoming world class renovation of the 
Vision Theater and the Leimert Park Village shopping district is to succeed. 

The neighborhood streets and boulevard$ of the Crenshaw Corridor were designed 
to accommodate the population and vehicle traffic of the 1920$ and 1930$. If 
METRO builds at grade along Crenshaw, you will be installing mass transit that 
was adequate a century ago, but w hich would not even have been safe and 
adequate in t:he 1980s, let alone today. METRO has unsue<:essfully tried to convince the 
Crenshaw Community that an at grade light rail on Crenshaw is safe and sane with the traffic 
and population of 2009. It isn't and we all know it. In the year 2050, our children and 
grandchildren will NOT praise METRO for installing a mass transit along Crenshaw that was 
already a century out of date the day it was built. The Crenshaw Light Rail will be with us for 
a hundred years. The Crenshaw Corridor will be growing by leaps and bounds in the next 100 
years. Don't give us an at grade system that already will be antiquated when it's completed. 
Help us build for the next century and for the LA citizens of the future. 

Toe Expo line could have been grade separated which would have reconnected all 

I 11512009 
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the neighborhood streets it crosses, streets built to handle the lesser traffic and 
population of the Twenties and Thirties. Now those streets have been severed 
forever. Ml:TRO now expects those severed streets to handle the vastly heavier 
traffic and population of 2009 and the next 100 years. Or more precisely, Ml:TRO 
now expects South LA to live with that nightmare while the citizens of the Wilshire 
Corridor and Culver City enjoy mass transit that does not degrade its street traffic 
or threaten the lives and safety of their school children. 

I am a White man living in an almost 100% Black neighborhood. Before moving to 
Leimert Park, I was a priest (Episcopal/Anglican) for 12 years in the ultra wealthy 
and almost all White community of Greenwich, CT. I know how the powerful can 
get what they want while the minorit ies pay the price. When I see the wealthy and 
mostly White citizens along the Wilshire Corridor and in Culver City getting a safe 
and sane grade separated line in their neighborhoods while the neighborhoods of 
People of Color in South LA are given a clone of the deadliest light rail in the USA 
(the Blue Line), I am filled with shame for my beloved City of LA. 11le citizens of 
South LA have cried out for years for a grade separated Expo Line and were 
completely ignored. All the while the money that should have been spent in South 
LA was taken from us just so that it could be lavished on Wilshire and Culver City 
so that they could have everything they wanted and deserved while we were 
denied the same. 

Build the Crenshaw Line In a safe and sane grade separated manner and Ml:TRO 
will build a monument to its glory that will be praised for generations to come as is 
true in the great cities of the world such as Moscow, London, Tokyo, New York, 
Paris, and so many others. Build it at grade and generations to come will see the 
monument you built to your shame. Don't be the object of ridicule and disgust for 
generations to come. You failed the good citizens of South LA with the EXPO Line. 
Don't fail us again on Crenshaw. Peace, Lee Walker + 

I 1/512009 
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Response to comment 30-441-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-441-B. 
 
The Vision Theater and Leimert Park Village are located less than ½ mile of the King Station.  Numerous 
transit planning studies have established that transit stations serve surrounding uses within ½ mile of the 
station location.  As such, both of these areas are within the service areas of the King Station.  Please refer 
to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 
Response to comment 30-441-C. 
 
Metro would agree with the commenter that existing traffic along Crenshaw Boulevard is at or nearing 
capacity and a light rail system has been identified as the best means of addressing this growing concern.  
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will provide an alternative mode of transportation that will 
provide travelers an alternative to automobile travel.  Without this alternative, automobile traffic along 
Crenshaw Boulevard would continue to worsen and travel times would continue to increase.   
 
The Exposition Light Rail Line is not part of the proposed project.  Comments related to the Exposition 
Line should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority at www.buildexpo.org. 
 
Response to comment 30-441-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
 
Response to comment 30-441-E. 
 
Comment noted.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of 
why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   

An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis are presented in 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  Based on the results of this analysis, a light rail transit alternative and a bus rapid transit 
alternative were determined to be the modes of transit capable of being supported by the Crenshaw/LAX 
Corridor.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw Boulevard.   

© Metrd 
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30-442 

Crenshaw ;ran.sit Corrido r OHSOEIR ConnMU6 
RUu1 ts ft"Offl rorn 1 of Page projecu_.s1;ud1es/crensha,..,/ co/fflent..for,n,htnrr«n: 111·,ebma.ster 
:;.c,,~ , Ml>n61ly, O(;t'ObCI" 26, 2()()9 -t1)S PM 
To : Ol/l:Z, R.O<leri<:k 
su't>j~ct: c;re:nsh:r• Transit- corridor OEIS/OElR ~ nt$ 

fir.s tHa11e: 
1 as tN';Ule: 
organiz.u ion: 
enai laddr ess: 
street: 
c1 w: 
stat e: 
z1 pcode: 
ves: 

'"" $11pJ)()r-t: 
Con$truction: 
Afr-Qua li tY: 
Trafficsafew: 
v is11alEffecu : 
Di s pl.ce,ientofProp•rty: 
Di sNJpti onto8\l.sin 11$$: 
PublicServi ces: 
Loe a 1 landuseoeve 1 ops1cnt: 
t!COllOlliCiflpan.s andJob s: 
Speci fi cl>es ignre.ituru: 
Ottter: 
HC).11e1'ip: 
..ork.Z.ip: 
L tve1t1 theproleccarea?: 
'IIIOl'ki nthepl'O e<rarea?: 
o.mll.business nttleproJectarea?: 
COffl!utethrou9htlu!pro ecca~a?: 
Other: 
8icych1?: 
carorrruck?: 
aus?: 
i,al k?: 
Other? : 
Resi dent : 
aus1.a.ss: 
C1>:rtnuni cyorMei ghbo rhoodOr gani ut; on: 
Pl.lbl 1 CA.gency: 
Env1 l"'Of'ltteotalONiaoizat ion: 
c lv! corganh ation: 
eco~i coe,..e l Ol)n')entO rgani za ti 011 : 
Other : 
o.1tc: 
Ti 11e: 

addi tionalCOJl,i~nu: 

Justin 
w-alker 

n,alker64~r,,.ai1 , co,n 
23301 Sanda.1'-"0d St, 
.-est H1lls 
CA 
9 1307 
0" 

L i ghut . .ii1Tr.i,n$i t{LllT)Al terna r1ve 

91307 
90007 

YfS 

o« 
Off 

Off 

KOnday, Octobe.r 26, 2009 
03: 3◄ :'41 P':-1 

n is critical that thi$ pr9j~t bq buih u a Lig?lt Ra11 Transi t ( LII.T) project. 111is corridor l'l.i..s t h• 
potential to connect into a 1"()~$t net..,'Ork of exfst11'19 LRT tfl ro1.19hout. the county, Options fo r 
'Inter-connecti vity include inter lining with the Gl"eetl Li ne to t)rov1de tllrou9h service to liOrwailk ;1.nd the 
SOI.Ith lay and potentially with the E~po Line to OOWflto..,ff'I L()S AAgeles. 

lt t s also cd tica.1 t hat r a1 l t r.insh finally rcac.-h u.x. Cretishaw LR.1' will provide converd ent acu·S5 
both fron the oord 1 and fr.om the $Ovth to the proposed LAX Pt.opl eMovel', 

sutldfog this corrldor as b1>s rapid trar1$it (SRT) is ..o..-se tllan than bu·11dfog nothfo9 at all, .AS the 
orange Line fn die Sa.n ~ernando valley h;n .shmr-n us , SRT hu lini t d ab'i 11 ty to attr-act aOO transpor t 
large nunbers of passenge rs and in fact pl ac~d the san Fern1111do valley 1n the back•of- the•l1ne for 
• vcnt11:illy rec-e1\1'1ng a rail trat1sit line . 
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Response to comment 30-442-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-442-B. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have a station at Century that would connect to the 
planned LAX people mover.  Coordination between Metro and LAX has been ongoing throughout the 
planning process to ensure that this connection would occur.  As part of the coordination, the Century 
Station was designed to be elevated to facilitate this connection. 
 
Response to comment 30-442-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-442-A. 
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COMMENT: 30-443. Rosalind Walton. 

 

_______________ © Metro 

30-443 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE SruDY 

AooR.ess: 1 'Zrc-7> , .,. -5:5~ 

&w.1..: C95sali ,..J Lle)lt (i><i-h:::_;l:nb!Lil'lf.T 

Pl"IUN<: (! 2 Sj ·Jt ., - S>r( :'/' 
CoMMENTS: _ _ _______________________ _ 

4-tro1' ••S: -l½c 50000:e 1,2oj o S ¼ c: o4bev, o vees:· 

!ll§fllE'SENT,ffi.flCTA:lrt.¢r~ i , SO.~ RETURN llY®f. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6'135 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, QI 9(/()16 
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Response to comment 30-443. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
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COMMENT: 30-444. Evelyn Warech. 
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30-444 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

The Crer1sh.aw T raMit Cotrdcw- pt"rfl(I i.eam "'-elc:ornes you, commc::rru: on lftie flnding,s ohhl! Or.tft £cwironmcn111l ~ 1 
St.ti:mi:nt/Dr.ift E.r.vironl"l')(?l'ltal fmp.1ct Report or any olher aspe,o: o! the project or proce--.». Ple-as.t till out this form and use 3ddltbnal 
shee:-is of pape,, rf tleceua,y-. CiWo dik foun to prOjed uaff ot retu rn to Metro ($ccdire(tionS on 1cvt1!>e), 

Address (Sut,et O,y. Sitt~ Zip) 

TH1S COMMENT RELATES TO• 

My support fur (check onet: 

□ Bus R:tpid Tr.ansit (BRl) A!tcm.l't'ive 

(J-Light R:iil T(t111sit (LRT} Alttni ativr 

D No l m pfO\!emcm Neccs:1.1ry 
(No-Build AlMrnOlive} 

Mil'Or ln,p,<w,mew,u 
D (Tra<1sporution Systems 

M:in:ag('m<;nt (TSMj Altcrn¥lr.•c) 

0 NoOpinTon 

My thoughts :ibot.rt 
(died< any or all that apply>: 
□Cot'ISttuellO!'l 

□ Noise 

□ AifQll<!lity 

O Ttamc 

c::{safety 

D vls1o1al Effects 

~sp!acement of Property 

[3'oisru~!Otl to ausi!'ltts 

□ f>ubllc Ser..ker. 

~ 31 La 11d Use& Oev-elopme.nl 

[3'£,onof'l;ic lmpa.cts aM Jobs 

0 Spedfk Ot!sign fe11turc1 

0 0 1"-er ---------

Comment (please print): 

1'x: ~•"' 4, •• :L- 0 c,~ . .,_,_~ 
_,,~ 
_ 1,, .. 1 , - -><y,? ee J.. ,1'!• 'I •"t: ...,..,.,(,6 Sc" M 

-4.••~-~~l.._..,.,...._,,"-. _•,µt:....,~._...,,el.,,,.,,.!,~~=•c.•<.<'--'ft'"-"•~_., .. ,.,.,.,uc=---
.,. C p t" 9 e, *' 9':: ..,. «:::,ft.( - ~ • 

d 1 'l .... ",• f: K't :{. 0 L«:t!e fl:tq_,./, S: ~ .IK-...;;a,..---

A d ,1,,.,, .,,. n::, I'-•,...,. (...,,,. ,- , +:: -f•►ex:? 

~ , , •• / f: i,. Y 
--'-..~'C k-• , ... A ·l 4 .. lei 5•_u,. ..... /,. 2 

< 

-OVER-
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1419 August 2011 

 
 

© Metro~-------------

Comment (contJnutd): 

TELL US ABOU1 YOURSUF 

What Is your home zip c.ode? Wo,k zip code? 

Do you: (ch«!< $fl thst app/y) How do you regula:ty tr::wel in the P'~ area? 

D l.ive in the project area? 

□ Wost In the p10Jtt1 area? 

□ Commute tht<>ugh the p,o;ec1 a1ea? 

O 0ther? 

fdNri ,1H that ,1pp/Jt) 

0 8kycle? 

O C.air QrTrvcl(? 

□?lher 

□ Bus? 

□ W~kl 
D Own ,1 business In the project area? 

AfFII IATION 

D Residc'flt O 8usit1ess 

D Commuri!ty or Neighborhood 0rg:inil;;?tion 

0 Aiblic Agency 

0 £nvironmcn!al Orga,lintion 

D Civic O,ganlzaoon 

D £oonomic Oevelopme,,1 Ofgal'IIUrtion 

O Othcr - - --------

©Metrd 

-------

Thank You! 
vive this form to po;cct staff or re.um ro Metto: 

Pollt:il t.bil 

Roder-Ck Diaz. Projea Manager 
I.Os ArlgtlH Co~mty Mcvopolit:in 
Transportation Authority 
Olle Catew~y Pl:iza 
Ma.I Stop:99-22-J 
Los An~les,. CA 90012,W51 

Em~I: 
diauoderkk@meuo.ner 

P,ojectHedine 
(213) 922-l736 

Comments must be received by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1420 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-444. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1421 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-445. Keith Warfield. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

A 

30- 4 ◄ 5 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuDY 

NAHE: K.fd l/4 WM4€L4 &wi.:~e;;.,u,_/..,_.,_,.,~.<'\ 
ADORESS:(!ni f (J•/11' /.Jp6_, ~/. hlf,'fo•'t! ~ 1 /'ILJ.-tfllx~z 

J 
COMMa<TS: [ 

..;:r::.. 9u..PJ>PK Mp p,£Q.4ey; 1m'Ti4 // .5T<A~V I T"fle fro1Jt61)/4. 

/2it- '11ft 6 ..-,1.e C,1.6,-1 S/t,t,d 13l,,) b ,<,Tl ,,..J O"" -n,,~ L/~ 
B 1 ~r~J~~~~~~~g~~~1~1~,r~~v~e~•-~~=6~0~v~~~1~A~k~MS~~~~y~~~~~v~o~~~~ttr~ 

V~o,., . ; 

~---~-.=·18 ,,..-,,..,~~ .. w;,;'.,~"ii::""''·••iui,-=T , · 
~-Y-tll!U'-~ Yii,,.w;. -~- "'"' u •R.-YcfOQr. µ, 

Emal/: a,,nst,;,w(,r,xexpo.org • Fax: (31:J) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 IJ\, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1422 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-445-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-445-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-445-B. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1423 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-446. Saundra Warren. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30- 44 6 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

,_ -511~1JQAA ½l&RRe;l '""" ~ 
AOC>Mss:i.qo I u. C~w ,~IS Pl-tONt 9)qtN> {,, ]55 
~~ MeNrs, OfrDC ~en :::Bnr "Se p1, ~ 5 d=i le\ re.n A 

1 b ~(Y'B."¼V',. t: o...11 '© D me& -y 

H!!filllE'SENT TO .MTA BY'OCT : ~&; so'l:"~iRETURtl·Q:\<;"()pr; ~3 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpc.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P,O. Bex 781267 LA, CA 90()16 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1424 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-446. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  Along Crenshaw Boulevard, the light rail alignment would be below grade 
from 39th Street to 48th Street and from 60th Street to the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Please 
refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.  The FEIS/FEIR 
found that the at-grade light rail could operate safely in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard from 
Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street and from 48th to 60th Street.   
 
 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1425 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-447. Alfreda Washington. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott,Matthew 

Ffom: 
Sl;lnt: 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Alfreda Washlrgton [s1stah1@sbcglobal.net] 
Moncby, Ootobcr 26, 2000 11 ·42 AM 
Diaz, Roderick, cren&!law@fixe)(po.org 
Damien Gooctnon 
CrooShaw Metro Uno 

I urge you ro 1:~ep t he cr.i;:ostisw t.1.ne ut)Cl~ground on c~ns.haw Blvd . Lor 
the earety ot our: chUdr~n ~t.'!:.e.ndtng Crenshaw tfiqh Schoel and Vl.ew 
Pa.rk Prep . Ttatrlc b.9cks- up \n both d1~ct.1ons on Slau~on , 1r.aldn9 o 
ba<l .eit.oatlori worse . we- do 1)ot need yout com.plll'!!g thts dang:,erou$ 
.s1Luati cm l nt..(I a deadly one. 1-12 wc,u_d a:pp.t:ec iare y<'.lur t.i:1eat.lr1g my 
~cti:tl\\Hlit:y as- you 1ncend t.o c.teat. tl~e ~l l:::hiLe c -::>tnmunlcy 

Altteda 1-1.<1:--ih i ngton, e&pr.,;1in 
-41D0 Gl<>C:k - Sch Avem.1e Bl¢¢k Club 
-H21 5th A•12. 
t.o., Allge ! ~ti , CA 90006 
si~tall1@.SL<:qloba l . 0-!!1~ 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1426 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-447. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1427 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-448. Breanna Washington. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Brenna Vl/ashington (brennawashington@viewpa1kp(ep.org} 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:42 PM 

To: Ciaz. Roderick 
Cc: ctenshaw@flx~xpo.org 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep the Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<ground on Crenshaw Blv-d. fo, the safety ot the chfldren at Crenshaw High 
School and View Pa.<k Prep, At-so, traffic already ba~f.lp in bot.h directions on Slauson. Oon't make a bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat the VvUshire Community. 

Make it a great dayl 

Rren1'rn \\11~<1hiagtun 
Offioe Man.ige.r 
Vtcw Park Prq:,arototy Ace<!kroted Chanct }.1.lddle St:bool 
Ao ICEP Public School 
S149 Ctcmb:.tw Bh·d 
~ A~e1e::&,, Ct\ 9()1)43 
PH: /323) 290-@70 
FAX: (323) 290-9271 
lxenmw86b.inglM@\· i<:w~p.ot-g 

I J/10/2009 

30-4 48 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1428 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-448. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1429 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-449. Loretta Washington. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 4.49 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMf: :,,;:: >I <,';A.}~ l()g_#, . ii :P",1 
Al>OAESS: _,tbCTcS> ~C;,,.v.s:\ 0,,. f,;_\) e. 
COMMENTS: _______________________ _ 

H11n BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1430 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-449. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1431 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-450. Chorsia Watson. 

 

~ Metro. ____________ _ 

30-45 0 

COMMU~JTY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME:[!_~ EMAIL: 
_, '!30~ ~--.,7-;;,-◊---75.-./.#.-~-7-

~ :~li f!:i:~~ I A 

Emalf: ~org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1432 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-450. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1433 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-451. Christopher Watson. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Christopher Watson [cmw1acausa@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Wednesday, October 21. 2009 6:37 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d°' 

Christopher M. Watson 
I 1355 \\h1.5hintton Place_. Apt 2 
Los AJtgefos, CA 90066 
Phone: (310) 391-3012 
Email: cmwlacausa(q{yahoo.coin 
O<tobcr 21, 2009 

Roderick Diaz 
Projcc.1 .Manager 
t-.·ktto 
One O,atew·ay Pla.7.a, 99-22-3 
I.A)S Aogelef., CA 90012 
c,liazn)dtai ~ :t~IJ~Q.OSI 

O.ar Mr, Diaz: 

-30 -451 

Reg,,tdlog tlle Crellshaw Transit Corridor, l believe th.at the best coufSe of action would be to build a 
light rail systA.··m. Although n bus: conidor would prob~bly b~· c:he:.1pcr. it would be cvcu more cheaper by 
doiog nothiog al al1. As part. of the. r>roposed area includes the tail road corridor that follows Aviatioo 
Boulevard nod Flon:uce A,1cnue, it " 'Quid aln:.ady b-e geared l()r mil tratlic. And with Metro'::; Olhcr rail 
line prov ing ~ucCe:Rifnl, build ing a lighl rttil S)"Slt 1h in the Creni-haw Corridor ,,,onld a ls c, he s:ucee~s:ful . 
Therefore, I ~troogly urge that the-Ljgbt Rnil Tr:tus.it A.hcnmtive be used for lhc Crenshaw Trm1sjt 
Corridor. 

Sincerely, 

Christoph~r M. Watson 

I 1/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1434 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-451. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1435 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-452. Theresa Watts. 

 

© Metro, ______________ _ 

3 0 -4 S2 

- ------·----- CUT AND SEND------···-·--·-- - -

Him BE SENt~ Q..t,JT415V;OQ".ii6, SO. ~ .REftii(j,B~~ 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Add~s: P.O. Box 781267 LJ\. C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1436 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-452. 
 
Comment illegible. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1437 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-453. Tonya Watts. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-453 

MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

A 

HUll BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT, 23 

Email: crenshaw@f1Xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Addrus: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1438 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-453. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1439 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-454. Carole White. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30-454 

M!!i[BE SENT TO MTA'!JY'.OCT: 26, so PLEASE RETURN BYf(tc;ff/-~3 
Email: a-enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1440 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-454. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1441 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-455. Gail White. 

 

m Metro _____________ _ 

30-455 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 
~ • r 

NAME:(;;:>J ,ff i( kv l,.,J,ll-: EMAIL: ---,------

1\ooRESS: '-I ~§n1tf. W&2 _, 
eo.,..i:NTS: ~~ 

PHoNE: _______ _ 

M.!Jil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshawqJJfixcxpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 I.A, CA 90016 

I A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1442 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-455. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1443 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-456. Louise White. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

,..,,.,.,.._,.,. ... ,.,. ______ ,.. ______________ \.,,V I ./"U'tV -.>.c,, , i,; -••-
30• 4S6 

COMMUNITY MEMS R'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: () • , \~ EMAIL:---- --- ~-

AooREss: \ , . o1Zu l'HONE~ J\0l3:h2. · lo 9 q 91 
OlMMEIIIS: \J.. I'\ · ii 

lHilJ: BE sim 10·,MTA'.lt'Y!ocr r26; soi>LE~ ~Rr:\1'~ ~~3 
Emal/: crenshaw@f,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1444 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-456. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1445 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-457. Sherry White. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30-457 

COMMONITY M EM BER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: :'."::A:\e"2.ll2.d ~ . EMAIL: ~4-v Mu:.lA.l4,vu <i, - e..:~ 
ADDRESS: <2:\ ???> (A> '::{1<L(~ U,,q PHooe{~;i=-:,) ~1 (['("3)/ 

t1l.!fil BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLfASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crensm,w@fixexpo.org • Fax: (J23) 761 - 64:JS • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1446 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-457. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1447 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-458. Lorenzo Whittiker-Silvers. 

 

m Metro _____________ _ _ 

--•--- - - ---- '-'Vl n..t,..., ......:OHV 30- 458 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE 5TuDY 

l!i!m,8E.~)ITA BVi~,:26, $Ql!!,.~ fflJRlt ~ 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1448 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-458. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1449 August 2011 

 
COMMENT: 30-459. Linda 
Wiggins.

 
 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

- --- - - ---- ................ ___ _ 30-t59 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: :\).-usbtc L .1 ~ lJ, ~~, !1 S EMAIL: fo{-e '><: d- J,, €2 yc,hvv ~ 
~: ___ _ ___ _ ___ .,_., ~?)3.;l.'{-9ostv 

CoMMe• rs: y \eM e ke~ !1/\de-c4ra,.,>4 ,;f 0 Gee& ;r{ytg; 0>:< I A 

>kt, i;;-eMIJ s:ide "(; 4-4. lo .free u'a 1-

HQSFIIEl~~ttt;to.M'r'.\'!l,~ cth &~ s(l:!llt!AI~'ii.fitUMilY,"ffi5',&~~ 
Email: uenshaw(Nl)lexpo.org • Fax: (3ZJ) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 IA, Ol 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1450 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-459. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1451 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-460. Danyell Wilborn. 

 

~ Metro[__ ____________ _ 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: »~1~\j( \\ \Ni\\Jny)I\ EMAIL: y,w\l\e-mst1 ,oYJ.,, 
AooREss: 3-P"?> ( o1 i':;l'.-l/11\,1 ~t IA cl'\ '.loo , t.,,. PHo"" ~-;ni ·:p;::>, • -Z I I I 
C0MMENT's: _ _ ___ _ _ _ _____________ I 

\l\.t.. \,"-IC1V\t J:Ytc 1173i (I h.d ~\tti,\f p\itlC UYWv~YC1AV)cl - A 

8Dliii'!~f~ii'"ti~;:i1;, sd'~RE'[URlf ti ~ _.u 
'El • crenshaw@ffxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1452 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-460. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1453 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-461. Renee Wilcots. 

 

© Metro. ______________ _ 

- -------0/TAJ(DSEND--------
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1454 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-461. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of an at-grade light rail alignment would reduce 
property values.  In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have 
actually increased.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects, including noise, to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative, operation of the light 
rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1455 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-462. James and Kathy Wiles. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: kathy [Kath)l'Mles@carr.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2009 5:41 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: c~oshaw Tcans,t CO<r1d0f Project -comment 

James and Wiles - Res)denls 
7624 Goddard Ave. 
Los Angeoos. CA 90045 

30-462 

We are residents living in the Pfoposed project area and are extreme!)' conoor.ned about the impact this project I ;,. 
will haV& on our heme and our,es!dential community. Ou, ooncems include displacemenl or prOf)efty, reduction in 
property v.alue, unattractive visual effects, traffic flow to and from Qur a,ea. and added pollution a.nd noise. For 
res;dents in tile Osage area the pollution and noise will be further increased by the proposed 83rd Street Park and 
Ride station and maintenance yard. Coold not another solution or, at the very least a,nothe, area be found for the 
mamtenanoe yard and station ttiat will not subject existing residents to these negative impacts? We are sure B 
the<e must be IOca!ions where feSident1at hOO')OO; are not d osely al!gned and ex!S1ing s1ructure&fbusinesses would 
not have to be oondemned, For example there is an empty lot Jocated at Sepulveda and Rosecrans in Et Segundo 
that V/OUld seem to be a Vtable option. 

Under the Crenshaw Transit Pr()f'ea. we believe our area ofVVestchester is in jeopardy of being svrtc\mdect by I 
cement. lncre-.ased traffl~ ool'Se and poUubOO which will ,esu/1 1.n th01:tli1mnat100 of tne qutet, famuy tflendly C 
neighborhood it is today. 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1456 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-462-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the environmental effects the proposed project would 
have on the surrounding communities and residences.  These topic areas included, but were not limited to 
construction, air quality, traffic, noise and vibration, safety, visual resources, displacement, public services, 
land use and development, and economic impacts.  Section 4.0 of the DEIS/DEIR describes the effects in 
detail for each of these topic areas.  Mitigation measures are also provided to minimize any effects that are 
anticipated.  No adverse impacts were determined to occur adjacent to the Westchester neighborhood.  A 
localized air quality analysis, which includes the emissions from automobiles queuing at intersections, 
determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would not be exceeded during the operation of 
the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system would result in a reduction of automobile 
trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.       
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-462-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-462-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-462-C 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1457 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-463. Betty Williams. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 -4 63 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Betw'Jlliam@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 12:42 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Rall u ne 

TO: MTA Board 

Please have the Crenshaw R3il Line undecgroond for the sa.fet\• of the children and to not create more traffic I A 
oongestion, 

Thank you, 

Betty Smith W Iiiams 
51530 Arch Crest Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90043 

I J/512009 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1458 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-463. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings be analyzed 
in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.   

Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  Metro considers grade separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case 
basis primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of 
an area.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.    
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1459 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-464. Caroline Williams. 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

TheCrcnsh~...- fom$it Cotfrlot ptot,e<t team wekornts )'0111' (Omm-t!nts .on the fti\d.i,gs o( the Oral\ En11i,onmoitl!l lmpu:t 
S~tement/Draft Envlrorimental lmpa« Report Qr ;my olhet aspect of the project 01 proccs$. Pk:ase fiU out d16 form and t™? additiQn~ 
shtttsof pa.per, if nec;n$;aty. Ci-,,-e ll'lls fom, tol)f'oject ~ff' 01 1i:-tum to Metro (seedl1~ions on revcr~) 

Name (F/m& llist Na1ne, Q,g-~nillrion) 

t lf1PL1Afit /41,tL~ $ 
Addre-;s (Sutt:/,_ 0~ Sffll~ 2/p) 

Email (Mter ~ddtess 1<1 r«cl Wovld~ bl(~ to b! added to the pro;rt1 m~iling Ii,,_) 

~ 

30- 464 

tw 7'?~o@-:r,,,,J. W1Y1 . ---------------THIS COMMENT RHAlES TO. 

My~kw•checkooe): 

0 Bus Rtpid l'l'al\SJt (Bftl) Altem~tiw: 

□ tight Roil 'l'ral'lsh (LU) Alternalivc 

~ o lmp10,,ffl'len1 Necessa,y 
( N c>-8uild Aitcmiltl.,.el 

MIMI lmptO\'emenH, 
□ (T ,ai,sport;nion Sy:1tci:r.n. 

M:m:tgerMnt fl'SMJA!1ern11tlvc-) 
• 

O No0pinion 

My thou~htu .bout 
{check any or all di~ .apply): 

0 Cot1Slt1Jcto n 

D No\se 

□A)fQ!J.llity 

6:)4,amc. 
0 Sa1e'!y 

O Vi!!ud Effects 

g'bi!1pbeerr,en1 of Pfoperty 

g'o,swplion to 6uSif)tSS 

0 Public Ser,ie~ 

D toe.ii L::i,,d Ust> & Oe~lopmcnt 

g{conomjc Imp.acts altd lobs 

D SpeciGc: Dt-Siitl'I fe111u<es 

Q Other -------

Comment (pll:asc print}: , 

,fi,1-,€ 1,i,/?.i.{'.i; QN & S,w'dSS --Clf&: If/ltd 
_N@I /,;, -fltlf eA?P..&st-"IJ c,l#hv/µ£ (<P«,L./:l __ . A 

~~M4'"Pl71b--~'!~-----__. 

•OVER• 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1460 August 2011 

--------------~ Metro 

Comment (C'Onlintied): 

• 

How do you regujarly tJavel in the p1ojcct area~ 
(r:it«k J-11 tlw ;,pply) 

lij'IJve in th~ p,oject area? 

0 Work ii) lh<' proi«t ;;n:,ii~ 

D Commutctfm::,ugh the project ;cca? 

□Ottiet? 

0 8iqc)el O Bus? 

&f't:i.,o,Tru<kl Q W1101? 

Resident Q 81.1sfoess 

IJ'tommunltyor Nel'ghbomood Orga.Mat,0:1 

0 Pvbl.c Agency 

O Erwl,onmental O,ganiz.ation 

□ Civk 0(8a.nhaoon 

□ Ecooomte Oevelopment Organiz.rtion 

0 0the, 

©Metro 

---------- D ?tli.er 

Thank You! 
Civl! d,i:s fo,m 10 pro}Kt staff or retvm ,o. Metro: 

PO$u! Mail 

Roderick Otaz. Projie(t M;m;;gc, 
Lo-s ~cks County Met1opoli tan 
Transportation Aothoril)' 
O~ C:ueway Plata 
Mail Stop: 99-22-3 
I.Q'S Angdes, CA 90012-2!>52 

Email: 
diazroderick@,IY(et10.oot 

Project Hotline 
(lll) m-2736 

Comments must be re«ived by October 26, 2009, 5:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1461 August 2011 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1462 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-464. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to local businesses and to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1463 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-465. Cookie Williams. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

30• 465 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STIJDY 

NAME: c(';C, · . , 11,, 1 ll+t? s EMAIi.! _ ___ _ __ _ 

ADDRESS: :27Y f .{'7a/e A-u (~- l'HoNE: $hl ·Jl'll-~),/:,b 
CO,,MEHT'S: f;e,;"'sti1t w , s /4n H,s ra t,c ~r ,SJ:ec?Z s: 
Tf/PT I;) )Jf,; I t'.M tJ +o+G E (}l),,,,p, C,"1/ /y, Tr 
c,IJc2uc ID NT SE DI r-rle & l~ F o T 

A 

H1.1iI H SEHT TO MTA BY ocr. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY ocr. 23 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fu: (313) 761 • 6435 • Addrttss: P.O. Box 781267 LA, OI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1464 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-465. 
 
The Historic, Archeological, and Paleontological Resources chapter on page 4-259 of the FEIS/FEIR 
identified any potential historic or cultural resources that had the potential to be affected by the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also incorporated to ensure that no 
historic, archeological, or paleontological resources were impacted as a result of the project.  The 
Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR also found that the operation of 
an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, 
community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-
way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit route would not introduce a new 
physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a light rail system along Crenshaw 
Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 
 

 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1465 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-466. . 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-466 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: obatatainc@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 3:41 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: Please wotk to make sut& the p(Oposed Ctensna.,, tine is placed undeorgrouM 

OearMTA Board of Ouectors; 

Please 1<0ep too Cre-nstlaw Lme unde<g:round on Crenshaw Blvd tOf' tM satety of the chHdron at CrellShaw High 
School and View Park Prep Also tsamc already backs up in both direction1;, on Slauson Oon't make a: bad 
situation worse. Treat us the same as you intend to treat ttie WUshire ccmmuntty. 

A 220 ton train running above ground on Crenshaw will be present a dangerous traffic hi;!zard to the schools. 
d'lorchs and d3y care oenters along Crenshaw. The noise of the trains and the gate crossing wilJ be a serious 
interruption to the economic life and ~lily of the Cfanshaw Community. 

Lelmert Park is a true cultural Jeon for me enure city of Los AngeleS and 1s th& frequent leeation or fest1vats, I B 
mQVies and cvltural events, II deserves and underground station at Vernon to compliment its' unique character 
and world class chann. 

Sincerely, 

O.vight Williams 
5150 ,"lest Blvd. 
l os Angefes, CA 90043 
(323) 292-1472 

I J/10/2009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1466 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-466-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
Response to comment 30-466-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1467 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-467. Helen Williams. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

fi:r,stName: 
lastJJa.m-? : 
Qt9:inl z.:tioti : 
~maila.ddress : 
str~~t. : 
ci1:.y: 
st.at.e : 
=ipcod,e : 
'ieJJ : 
tlo : 
support : 
Consti:-uction : 
Ai rQu,.1 li ~y : 
Tr3fficSafi>ty : 
Visual !:.ff.gets : 
DisplacemontofProperty: 
Oi $rupt-iontoBw;iol'J.'S.S : 
Pt.1bl 1 cservil.':es : 
t.ocal L6':'ldUSC!>;:Vetlopa1er,t : 
Ecvnomicir,pactsandJobs : 
specificl►-signffgatut~o : 
◊Lhtt : 

Ho:neZip : 
...,,:irk.Zip : 
tiveint~eprojectaxea? : 
~'orkinth~pcojectarea? : 
Own.abusinessintheprojectareaf : 
corm,utec.!lrouqhth'::projecur.ca? : 
OtJ1e1~ : 

Bi~ycl':!?: 
ca:roi:Tn1ck? : 
8us? : 
Walk? : 
Ct.her? : 
Resident: : 
Bu.sin~::;:; : 
corrt:-iun i c-yorNeigt,bor:hoodOr:gar.123 t..ion : 
Pub t icAgi!ncy: 
E.nvi ronmenta lOrga~i :.ation: 
Ci '.'icOrganiz-ation : 
t.¢:o no(l)J cDeve l ol)fl't-ct'IL01;93n 'i 2,~ t ton : 
Otlter : 
Da~~ = 
Time : 

~dditi~nalCo~nts : 

Hel.tm 
liilli.ems 
ecynhlzrst l\vr:- (Hock Cl 11h 
azaniaQsbcgl obal . ne~ 
5309 ?.rynh1.:rst. A\'e.nue 
Lo::: Ange-l<t:s: 
C,1Lifo1:miu 
90043 
ON 

LightRai l Transl t. (LRTJ 11.:. t.el.'.M ti•!': 
ON 
ON 
ON 

90043 
.ret:ired 
YES 

YF.S 

ON 

ON 

ON 

Honday, Oct0Pt1r 26, .2009 
09: 0S :26 PM 

t ~in in tevoc in phcil"ig th.: i::ai! unde-i:,gr·cund . I A 

I J/512009 

30-467 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1468 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-467. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 

 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1469 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-468. Kimberly Williams. 

 

~ Metro._ _____________ _ 

A 

30-4 68 

CoMMYNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 
NAMEf'-f., twd;>.l✓ LV W, / L..c,I,{.! EMAIi.: J )?:.Nu1-o11r 12 (, ya /vJ, 
AooRco,: JtP-4 l 1. C/,!.ti'c/ ,(+ PHoHE: ... :3 ;tJ <{f{IP ·C JrZ 

MUST BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpc.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 lA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1470 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-468. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative.  Please refer to 
Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1471 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-469. Leone Williams. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Leone W Iiiams {leonectw@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 9:49 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 

Subject: c~oshaw Line 

Please keep the Crenshaw Line uode.rground on Cteoshaw Blvd for the safety t)f the childi't'n at 
~'rensha,\1 tligh $cho()) aod View Pari:. Prep. Also lrnflic al.n:ady bac-ks up in bolh directio•~ on 
Slauson. D011't malre a bad situation wors~. ·1·reat us the same as you in.teod to treat 1he Wilshire 
couunuoily. 

Sincerely, 
Leone \Villia.n1:,:. 
1315 Meadowbrook Avenue 
l,<>S Angele;, CA 90019 

I 11512009 

3 0 - 469 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1472 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-469. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
 
 

©Metrd 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1473 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-470. Sherilyn Williams. 

 

m Metro _ ____________ _ 

30-4?0 
___ ,..,,..,,..,.,._,.,..,.,._ ............ _ .. \.;Vt h .,,u O:,~l fA.1 - · •--- --- -"'• ............ _., ______ ___ _ 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

tw«:: 0::c,c~, \-,.le \,,.. , ·, [l ;o-f' &wl..: _______ _ 
;)-D \ 7CF ✓ '"•~ 

Aro1>15S: 3 i QI\ '\)1';~6,,t\ ~\•1,l L-ti ~ 'll1t>& PHoHE-.(32.:l) J.ql-lJSO 

,. j CoMMBnS: flzj,,\d ±he fine, r,o Cc«znJtlC►" ' 6\ ✓4 
lhouex:o/Nnd a..,,d add 0 s:1:0+:, 01:1 at Jecoo I 

Email: crenshawf)flxexpo.org • Fll)C: (323) 761 • 6'135 • Addreu: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1474 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-470. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative Please refer to 
Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1475 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-471. Taikeasha Williams. 

 

m Metro ______________ _ 

30-4 71 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: -T a.t 11.ea.S '-e- lJ • Ir,· cr-5 

AgOl(t>,,: L/1512 y-eed 11.!Jl 

<:otKNrs:.,- ---+----+---------r-t---+--....... ---- --- - , 

Him: BE;~ TO '-'JA BY-O'ef','ii, s6'eCEA$E RETUR{{BY,cgj'.' ~ 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 7812671.A, °' 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1476 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-471. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1477 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-472. Tamara Williams. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0 · 4 72 

CoMMU~ITY MEMBEW \~MMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME: 141'\".WVL \lll4m ( EMAIL: ~m0,villJHf1ahtMOpJ 
AoORess: ~------~--~-PHONE: -;z?, ·B{1pl"'io 

~~~~JMM1· 

· .. ·· iae,sEN"""fo'~;..,..,"IIFd1.trl'il'i$o'.litit•=;- · uRN afr"'--0 n ~ -- .. .. '"'" ~-"'-"· .rn..... . .. ,. . - ~ . ~ -•, 
Emal/: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 · 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1478 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-472. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR 
found that the operation of an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, 
no changes in population, community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation 
would result from the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction during construction because of the longer time required for excavation.  Upon completion of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions 
of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1479 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-473. Stan Wilson. 
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- ---- -- <..'tl/"llNU/,/:ilW--------
30•• 73 

COMMUNITY MEMl3ER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME: S¼n kJ 1,\~ E•wL: ____ ___ _ 

AOORESS: ~ 1°0 \\d1Nifi;N ix~~ PllONE:~'
6 iie1 - 93/~ 

COMMEHTs:....----~ --+---- - - - ----.--------, 
t\¼~ RM:f tio. ,t-1 4;:Jo;°66v.Y1J I A 

'Uii ..... ',i!F-···:ij~\"il'R=.,fg'iil!IW!'K'il'inTrl'nc-O';·,Ri.J11~ ·
~-,.. 11iIQ,.1Ml:lllll-l}'.\a<~.~ l lln'l.l!-J.Ve!,U ., ''""°"-''<"'~ 

Emal/: crenshaw@r,xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1480 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-473. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1481 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-474. Twain Wilson. 
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CoMNUIUTY MEN-'S COMMENT ON MTA'S C!u:NSHAW LINE SruDY 

,.,." · TIJgih W:/c-n rw.n.: -b-!iinMt<•n s-2-@vobH,, .. 

I 
_,, po. \l.c ~/3,$'.?/ l-/J. 4,,9po,-I ,-, l;;J.l -2/t.-b•u 

A °"""""' ~ IJp +k g.c,+jtt, C.-ensho,4 g 1~1 :focti "'l 

1 
(2f -f~ lit><, :H !,,, b .. ;1.- 1,&J,.r:q .. ,d 1.1t1J ;-he.- • 

';d9±iro o,+ V,;coo11 

~--!.i lb.iltt ib#t;tiijk WW 
-oe....,--...,...g•-(J23)76I-6435•-P.O.b731267tl<,C<9/XJ16 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1482 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-474. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1483 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-475. Fred Wimberley. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project 

Dr.if\ Environrnontal Im~ Stltcrntmt{Dr.d\ E11Yironment.il Impact Rq,ort 

Comment Form 

30-475 

"The Crenshaw Transit Cortidol pre,&( team welcomes your comments on the tlnd1ngsofthe Draft En-v,,011n-.ent:sl lmp::ict ~ 
St:11tment/01aft Environmcnt..il tmp;ia R<:pc,rt o r ;my other ll$pcx:t of the projoc; Of ptQOOss. Pfciolse /'lU out ;his k>rm and use additional 
sheets of paper. i( r.ecessaiy. Gb-e this fo,m toptoject staff' 01 return to Metro (see directions on,~rse). 

Em:iil (t:nler ;,ddrr.ss tv n:a,',;c periodic prt)j«t upd1Jrt:s} • 

No vie 
THIS COMMENT RELATES TO, 

My ;uppo'1, for (dlOC.k one): 

0 6its Rapid T1,1nsi1 (8Rl) Altcrl\iltiY 

m,6ght R;ail Tr;m.sit (LRTJ Alt¢m.-tiYc 

D No lmpn::wcment Nec~ssary 
t No,8u~ .\!t~m;itiv~) 

Min(:lt lmp1ovcm~n1, 
D fl"ransportatiol'I S:,s1ems 

M1magen.ent jlS'M)Aherl\il1l11e) 

O No0p:.11ion 

My thougtlts 8bout-
(check a,y o, all t.h:.t ;appfy): 

~ OllSIIV<;l!QM 

~ Oi$~ 

0 Air Quii1ily 

~ .m, 
si,r.., 
~ isval Effects 

Q D,splac~me,n of Propeny 

Q !Mruptlon to 8uslri~ss 

~vblk Sel\tlCM 

A 

□ Loul Land u~e & Oe•.1elopment 

lw'fcot1om1c Impacts and Jobs 

□ Spocmc Oes,in Fearu.rtt 

O Othe, 

□No 
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_______________ m Metro 

Q Commvte throvgh ih(! prqjt<:l ltfa? 

Q Wo1k II\ th-I: f)roject atea? 0 Od,c:r~ 

□ Owr1, t>u,~lrtn$ m d)e p,;,ject uea~ 

ac-.... ., .... ...--o.i...._ 
O Mfi<I\I""> 
0 (n'l•~ntal organl2:att0n 

D Clvk o,.,n1u1ion 

□ tc:on<>""•r Ot!rtlopmerit Orgar1iu1lon 

Q ONr 

© Metrd 

- ------
Thank You! 

GIN-h, formtopn,jectsulGI ~IOMdro:' 

- M• 
Rodie-id Din. PJort(I ~p,r 
lo,-J\n~K Qi.Jn')' Mto'opolit-:in 
Tr3ASpOttati0tt Authority 
One C~:iy Plau 
.Mail Stop: 99-2.2·3 
to,~el«. CA 90012-2,S, 

-dlwadf,iCk~ 

Ptojocc Hotline 
(2131 922·2736 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1486 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-475-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-thirds majority, committing a 
projected $40 billion to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout the county over the next 30 
years.  Measure R will help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, create more than 210,000 
new construction jobs and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local economy, according to 
estimates by the nonprofit Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation.  The Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project was identified as a project to be funded by Measure R with some federal funding.  
These sources are projected to provide funding for it.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1487 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-476. Kerry Winn. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-4 76 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: .Keny V-A.1n (ke<1y.wt.nn@teamone-t1sa.oom) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 9:22 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Cc: er&nShaw@ft,;-expo.org 

Subject r&: Proposed Metro . Crenshaw 8lVd, 

Ooar MTA 13-0ard of Directors 

I live in tin} Cr~nshaw community, and o~Jed to the continuing construction of the Crenshaw BJvd 
overhead railway. We need l<) l<c:cp 
om· conununity safe for ou1· children. studeots at Crenshaw HS, and View Pa1·k Prep. ln addition to tlH~ 
alN.ady ongoing traffic backups 
on Slauson Avenues. i n l>oth <Jjrections., we 3Sk you 1101 to tnake a bad situation worse. 

Ple.ase trea[ 1.L._ the :,:;rune as you intend to treat the Wils.hire comm.tlnity. 

·manking you in advance for your consideration and timt. 

Si11cerely, 

Kerry Winn 
570i South H,u-court Ave 
Los At1geles, C• %()43 

----------------------------------------
Disclaimer 
1lle infomrntion in this e-mail and any attachm-cnts may contain J>ro_prietaty and confidential infomlatfou 
that is inte1lded lbr lh~ addressee(s) only. lf you are not the intended recipient, you are htreby ,iotitied 
that .ioy disclosure, copyiog., distribution, ret~otion or use of the- coote1lls of this i,,fonnatioo is 
prohibited When addreSse-d ro Olli' dients 1)r vendorS, any infi)miiltion c.ontained in lhi.~ tHnail or any 
anaclu11ents is subject to the 1enns and conditi1)ns in any g:ovemi,ig C1)nlrac.t. tfyou have receiv<XI this e,. 
uiail jn error. plea-;e immediately ..:<mtm::l lb.e sendi:r uud ddcte the e-mail. 

I J/10/2009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1488 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-476. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1489 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-477. Mark Winn. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-477 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Mark IMnn [maw200350@yahoo.com) 

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 4:16 PM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick 
Subject: TM proposed routing or thee Cfe0$ha\tl Sllbway segment, 

Dear Diego: Please keep the. 48st co 59th st. section of th~ proposed subway undetg.rt)tu\d as it would be 
problematic for 1he $tuden.1:, Qf View Pi,rk Prep and also Cf(:.1.tSlmw 11.igb; n()l tc, meoJi.<m a tn:m~ndo,u; 
trafi1c tie up at this portion of the Creoshaw community. 

Siilcerely, Yours, Mark A Wino Aclor, as well as fonner Custome,·Se.l'Vice ~1etro Redline 
Amb:'lss.ador l?,;tck in 1993 when the Red Liuc ofticially opeued at Union Station. 

I J/10/2009 

A 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1490 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-477. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard.   

Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.   . 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-478. Ronald and Judy Wisansky. 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-478 

Tfic Crenshaw Transit Conictor prajcd team .,...clcomcs your comments on the findings of the Or.I\ El'Mronrnrmtal lmp;ict 
StatementjO,aft El'Nironmene.&l lmp:ict Rt!porto, :iny olher 3:!lpec:t <:ithe proj«t Of p1oeess. P~ fill out this form and use ~ itional 
$11¢et$ or paper, if no:;cssa,y, Give this form to project ~IJ'or rctutn to M«ro (~d~ on reverse-). 

Tl~IS COMMCr-.'T RHAHS TO: 

My ,upp()rt for ~hotk one): 

D 8\1$ Rapid Transit (8R1) Alternative 

0 ligh t Rai!Tr.insit (LRl) AJ.ernatiw 

No Improvement Necessary 
0 (No-8uildAtternative) 

Minor l tnprovtmenis 
0 (Tr.insport.tion System$ 

Management [TSMJ AltcrNtiw:) 

~ No Opinion 

Mytl,o,,ghl, ,i.,._. 
fcheck any or al that apply~ 

B'Construetion 

Q Noise 

0 Air Quality 

□Trame 

□ Safety 

0 Visual Effec.u 

QlOisplac:emMt of Property 

0 Disruption to BusiMn 

D Publlc Services 

A 

D Local land Use & Ocvt:k>pmtnt 

l!1 Economic: lm~cti :111d Job$ 

□ Specif.c Design Fe1tul'C'S 

□ °""'' -------

~ Yes Q No 

· OVER · 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1492 August 2011 

--------------~ Metro 

A 

How do you rtgubrly t~el in thl! project are:i) 
(check al/that 8j)ply} 

a li11e in the P"Oi«t vca? 

O Work in the p<0jec:t area? 

C Commute through the project a~a? 

00thc<1 Wt.~('t 
0 81cyde? O Bus? 

□Walk? 

□ Own a b1tsin('SS io the pn:,jc« ;,,ca? eF~ • 
-- -

AH II IATION 

□R1?S-iclent D Busine» 

0 Comm1,1nityor Neigtibothood Org;,nii:ition 

0 Pubic Agency 

0 Environmental OrganiutiQn 

JI Civic O,ga,iiution 

a £oonomic OevdopmMt Organization 

O 0ther - - --------

Thank You! 
Ch-e this form to project stalf or return to Merro: 

Postal Mail 

Rodf!f'Q Oi;iz, Projc(t M.-n;ige:1 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Tr.inspottation Avdiority 
One Gatew.ay Plaza 
Mai StQv, 99•22-l 
Los Angeles. CA 90012-2952 

Emalt 
diaztoderid:IJ)metro.net 

Project HodWle 
(213) m-2736 

/, 
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© Metro~---------
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- I '°l:P:S :A~G::A' SIIX> 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1494 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-478. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1495 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-479. Toni Wolf. 

© Metrot,__ _____________ _ 

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-479 

The Crenshaw Ttansit Couido, projcd tcamwckomes your commenu on the li~ olthe Ora!\ E111Monmenul Impact 
S1a"tcmentfDraft Erwironmental Impact R'f)Ort ¢t any other aspect of theptO}ed 01 process. Pl~sc ~ out tNs form :ind use ~itional 
sheets or paper, .r n~sa.iy. Gk«: this form to project staff' 01 ttturn to MC'tro (Stt d««tions on ,e..,e,-se}. 

Email {mter~ t"n,alveperiodkproj«t uptbr~J Would you 1h to~ added to the project mailil'lg ltSt? 

□No "\7ootWolfs 

My,upponb, (dled<....,, 

□ Sus RapicfTrans!t {BRT) Alternative 

□ Ugt11 Rail Transit (LRT) Al.ternWVe 

D No fmprovemerit N~c,.oiy 
(No-8uild Ahema!iw) 

MinOI' lmprowments. 
0 {Tnin,po,i-.nion Systems 

Manaiemeni [TSM] Altematlve} 

□ NoOpiniOn 

My thoughts , bout 
(dwxk any or atl t"8t ..,,,.,,: 

t{ Cons1tuetion 

~ Nolst 

C(' Mr Quality 

_Ji(Traff',c 

□Safety 

~ lsual Effects 

D Oispl1cemtflt of P1operty 

D Olsruptlon to Busws~ 

D Pubfic Sel\lkes 

D Loe.al land Use& D.!velopment 

0 Economic lm.p:id.s i111d Jobs 

D Specific Design F.tahl~ 

□01her 

=·~~-=~/ 
\~11( I~ A lr~t \! . 

I ' \ 

4 OVER· 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1496 August 2011 

~ Metro ------------

Comm.tnt (continued): 

!(II 1151\ROl) I ~OUll\llf 

~ livl' l l'I th11 p,,oj«t area? 

0 Wotl. in 1M projea area? 

C Owr, • Mlness in ffl,e project treaJ 

Mf,! l,-! IO°'J 

□•-

tto.do~ ~Q'twlm thePRlfll(t.area? 
(d,,<1,,1' thlN ,pp{y) 

□ Commute tluw1h cbt p,ojtct ttW1 Q Bq,de? 

□Om"1 - - ----~~ fl(c.arorTruck1 

□?""' 

Thank You! 

a a.., 

□ C'omfflW'lltyOt Nti&hbOt+!ood O(8.anlutlcin 

?i11t this form Co projlN:( mfr o, ,wrn to Mein); 

-Mail 
Q PIM<AJ""Y 

□ &wi,onmMGI OraaM atiOn 

□ CMc 0 1Jan11atlon 

□EcooomJ<Oc.&p ..... O.S
□Othe, 

©Metrd 

Roderick Oia~ Projeo: Man.1i:~ 
losMpl,s Co.,°"' .... .,.,...... 
Trani,~Author"ny 
°'1<' C•cway Pl:iu 
M,I Sio9: 99-22· l 
losMFS, CA 90012-2952 

Elnoli -Ploj«IHodine 
(2ll) 9ll,Vl6 

Comm.,,ts must be received by Ocloce< 16, 2009, S:00 p.m. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1498 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-479. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1499 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-480. Andrea Wood. 

~ Metro~------ -------

Crenshaw Transit 
Corridor Project Comment Form 

30-480 

The CtCMlvw Transit Cort kb proJl!ct te.wn wcl<om,as )'Oi,11 COMl'l"lffltl on the findings of the 01'\llt Envif0nmcnl11l lmpa<;e 
Sc1111~mentJOr~~ Erwironmental tmpaa Report 0t any 01h« 1spea of tht ptojed o, p,eicns. Please ~II ovt this ro,m and use 11ddltlonat 
shNts Q( ~r. It necessa,y. Give this bm to p,o}ta Stall' Ot rtturn to Mt;tro {sc,e dirfCOOl'IS on tf'Ytrst}. 

NiWN /Flnt & la$t fhnw; (),gmizH.IOfl} 

.,/1 Nt:,,WA 1.uoo ,, 
{Sl,«<Ul)l5ul<q>) 

Tol./'n./6 .Ave. Los Ct1 9oo<t-5 
U..10t..od<led10lh, .............. t;,&I 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1502 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-480-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-480-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-480-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-480-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-480-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-480-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-480-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-480-E. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-480-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-480-F. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-480-A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1503 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-481. K Woodley. 

 

~ Metro. _____________ _ 

30-481 

BER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

fflm:IIE ~ TO .M1'A BY OCT. 26, SO PUA5E RETURN BY OCT. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, DI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1504 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-481. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-482. Catherine Wright. 
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--·-----•• ... ,.,.. ... _ __ ._,..,~ ""'"•" ...,, ... n,._; - •----·· :i0-482 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAMf: ~ '?) 1,; "' .i 12: "N ~ I c \+'I EAAIL: M ') L CA-T~l'-'"-1 "'" t'.. ~L. C.•"! 

ADDRESS: 5of3 QNA\(tJnLL ~ut- Li:>..')••'f~ PHONE: ______ _ 
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J<~~ ~ :;::-r IA t-l1)e,._ C,.(t.i)u. .,~ I A 

un-·~-.E..,..~ "=---.,,;i;,._,50".pf"~EiRETii""'~i :t!&iT~ ~!IJ;!S .~IR~-l~.l';l'>.Yll>.>',1'6"l . .... - -! . . "\1:1 . , . ,.... . 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: {323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 lA, G4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1506 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-482. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-483. Charles Wright. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 - 483 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

roLiJ w · I -NAME;#\ .('lt')\i . 

ADDRESS: YI or wetf <: fl~ pl. 
CoMt-mrrs: K' eep : ;f-- µ,t,,) ",.. ~ rw Kl"g, 

A pvk: \;-1-- k .,,J9-:C"")l(<.kd. 

EMAit: c11ld1e ,lh-vJrt§ ,y.,,J -«wt 

PHONE; ';?'.\ '2 q·) · '!:D«:S:: 
DP"¢: .-A,, q:; ,F f"S k .l.oif 

iii,-.r.r.!<~• -·"1u'rPaV--."'1i'>'£,:,;,•-r...;r,r.,;;;,i,i;1&Wl-t W< --•1~Ti'n>~.i~.-~~!.>,;-.,'1a"-~~-~-~rn 
Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Mdress: P.O. Box 781267 LA, DI 90016 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1508 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-483. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
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COMMENT: 30-484. Edna Wright. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

.:;u.,:;in1,V.;a;,;,,..,:1c••·•mnr...-,..,·,;."""1....,...,..,...,.,,, .. "'..,.._,...,._...,,,.=;;w.o;-" ~"'.,....,,..ll"""':,.,,Q,~-•~vi--1r..-..1:;J-.-'•1~,e.,-.,,_.,..l 

30- 484 

Email: aenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA,, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1510 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-484. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1511 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-485. Sammy Wu. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

A 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Sammy WU (wushome2002@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Friday, Ootoi>e< 16, 2009 2:50 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 
Subject: oomment on c<enshaw trans.n coalcto, 

Hi there, 

I am an Os.age area resident and I support LRT Altemative given tJ1e choices. DeJi.tlitly not BR'l'. 

Howe.ver, I am concemed about the possihJity of patk and ride,_ ch)se of Hindry to f\,fanchestet, and 
111..1intcn:.moc fucility in Osage area. TI1is possiblity would gencrntc mor~ noise, traffic. in the 
neighbl)rhood and make the neighborhood more indllstri,ili.7.e.d. 

30-485 

Plea~emove the partaod ride nod maintc1Jance racility to E.1 Se-gundositc., From t11e map J ~a\\'. that site 
is not a rtsidential area. 

Regar<Ls, 
Debbie 

I J/512009 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1512 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-485-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-485-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
This proposed maintenance facility at Hindry Avenue was eliminated from consideration when the 
optional Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester 
Station was removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over 
the aerial crossing at a future time.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1513 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-486. David Wyatt. 

 

~ Metro._ _ _____________ _ 

30-• 86 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ;t:A,l P yy'lfl:tT &wi.: VHA-1N:n,111wu;11Ll/~ 
Ao""""' KJaI7.::l'JJ'--'4C.-..1QOP Atfi /FtlN ,ii,dd 9,,0u PHoN<:Mttr-9SYo 

I I CoMMENTS: Wl/l. 'v-t',t,t:C •1'/ftfi:.y,A'c) v Na&& !fbvht9 A 

Mm QE:S~ l'O'.Kl'A JY: 9Cf, 26, SO Pl.EASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Emal/: cro1shaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1514 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-486. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1515 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-487. Yancy Vernon. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Vernon Yancy (yancylaw@sbcglobal netJ 
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2003 11 :45 AM 

To: Diaz, Rcxlerick; Diaz, Roderick 

Subject: c~oshaw Rall.tine 

ti.fr. Diaz~ 

I am a concerned citiz~o, who Jjves in tJie affected area of lite JM'OJX>~d Crenshaw Metro line. It is 
.iu1portan1 10 oor rcside-uis tbal lhc-eoouuunily ct1virowuc11t is pr~crvcd and tb:.1 lhc the .Metro Hue 
reiua.ios undtrground in it entire-ty. 

Regar<l~. 

Vemoo R.. Ya:ocy. Es-q. 
3250 Wilshire 'BJ\ld .. Suite 900 
Los Angeles, C•liforuia 90010 
(323) 296-.1574 Otlice 
(323) 296-1976 Fax 

I 11512009 

30- 487 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1516 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-487. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for a below-grade segment along the full length of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1517 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-488. Cynthia Young. 

 

~ Metro._ ______________ _ 

30-488 

COMMENT ON MT A's CRENSHAW LINE STuov 

NAME: ->-..q.J....1.....µ:>~--1.=;..:.-1-~---EHAIL: L\p•d:N'" () O 2.,3 ~ sa:-, ~ 
ADDRESS: ( PHONE:------~ 

-~-M-ME_ITT_s:_:D_1_~_·t_,_•_m_~_~_1_-h_e_b_b_i_s_~ ________ ____ I A 

Ema/I: armshaw@fiXexpo.m-g • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, CA 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1518 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-488. 
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1519 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-489. Charles Zacharie.  

 

~ Metro._ _____________ _ 

30-4 89 

COMMU lTY MEMBER'S OMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ' ""' le> a « r , &wi.: tJ~w fac h v,~ ~ "'"''-<"" 
A=>= ;:p1s't.. los;;.l-<(ra~,=Q 1>..--~c . PMoNE: 31.. '> z.5 I ? rr? 7 

' 
CoMMENTS: L f\: < tf: 4'. 600 '( 

- ~ FVi~o~~-~- j,,_~_~t'V~ S'--'e>-'-/k_e_,~ --- --- --IA 

.M!m:BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26; SOPLEASIMlEJ\IRN BY«:f, 23 

Email: a enshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1520 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-489. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Landscaping and open space were taken into consideration during the design phase 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The LRT will follow an existing transportation right-of-way 
along the course of the alignment and will not result in negative impacts to open space.  The DEIS/DEIR 
determined that the removal of the mature trees along the Crenshaw median required to build the light 
rail transit system would result in an adverse visual impact without the implementation of mitigation 
measures.  Mitigation Measures V1 through V6  in the FEIS/FEIR will reduce the effects of removing the 
mature trees or other vegetation along the alignment.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1521 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-490. Hasani Young. 

 

m Metro. ______________ _ 

30-<90 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: t41s5 l1t1iA/J'1 Y6u"1J EMAIL: 1;{/fod? -zoe mL•«:.""' 
ADDRESS: 3 IP /2,. W S h '-!>o -.> nv-v PHoNe: _ ___ _ _ 

COMMEHrs· 

S]o P I/2 A-iJ..J 
' bJ. a 1[2 P(J' N 

A 

\f\\l 1\e ~-:::>.,;, ,i ~ I.e.. 
( Pr 61t:--:IT t 1':E-

. ·=£~t~ 
!lllllBE SENT TO MTA BY OCT. 26; SO.Pt.EA$1E RETUIIN BY ®'f: 23 

Emal/: a-enshaw@flxexpc.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1522 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-490. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis 
of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include peak 
period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Please refer to Master Response 6 for the selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1523 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-A Aaron. 

 

~ Metro~----- ------ ---

30-Other-A 

COMMUNITY M EMBER'S CoMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: .c>-A~oN. ~;~ 
AnoRcss· -2...::::)5° (.::, L-YC E:.....GJ E 

eo.v-rs: -n-i€-- 0 ~ A-.•sp,,.-,, o"'-.J, ~ \:'A~ 0 C:.,L,(.).~ 

1P~~ 06"'-t "\ e~ ~ ,'".s t-'\IP..-c...\\°'- O"i. r\ (.)..A} l Tt 
\..,, <...>t- ,.lc:'..~o.--) L .. v,lL · ..s~ .......... ~~~ 

C: 
I. u.O~'i. L-\~~. 4 E:,..j-GJl-~ - ,C,..<.s-l=-<:.. -re Tt:J~ 
~ ~ p,....~ ~1-\-c ~ c.e, LIS..<:, .I ,:) ~ <;fl '/..\.A C( t D , • .J ,..z I::'~~-~ ID e li! ,.-1,.1 .£. ?E..O(\...e. ~ 
~ . , ..... ~., ..... l'::.o "':. ay ~ " -- c::-o""\'7.0 ....l,.\"'\: l c,. "-1/ 

L_ u.. lDe.J! ~ .t;;l,,,< .. ~ "fc:>\-/ ~ ~< .. · et f\..-c; 
,t>'«-..E!... ----::,..~ i)\,l;\_ -t"P...'l'- ~\J t. ll ~ I ..l w~ 

/ _=,I>-"--\ <.!,.. >-1. o,,-Jo-..\ IC Q -
Email: a-enshaw@llxcxpo,org • Fax: (323) 761 • 643S • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, DI 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1524 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Expo Line the commenter refers to is not part of the proposed project. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1525 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-B cirlfu futpijdpxzebw. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30 -Other-B 

:-::~ ...... -... ... .-
1, ......... ,,..,,. ... ,,,_,_,11 .. ,:-•11u.o-1 .•. ,,, ,~1;,.;,..,..,..,,.., I A 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1526 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-B. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1527 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-C Crazy90. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Gf'ensh~• Tran;i t corddol" ous:oEUt (Off#ents2l 
Results f ro11 ,:OoNt 1. of Pace i,rojects_.studio:;/crcn$h1tw/ «11T.n.ent_f'o rn.~tttFrcm: ,,,ebnaster 
$ent.! Sul'\d.\Y', oetobtl.-- lS, 1(1()9 10: }Iii 1--"C 
To: o1az, ,ioderick 
Subjeci:: crensha.,.. Transit corridor 04:lS/OEift Connenu 

fl1 l"StNan,e: 
l ast Narr.e : 
org-:iniz.ition: 
emai1~ddren: 
~~~t: 
State : 
zil)Code : 
Ye..s: 

C{'a-zy90 
CtaZY90 
uGl UOki:-1 
9ddaokokh .Qgfta11.co11 
MaUI..ZllU(Xf) 

30-0ther-c 

"'" SupPOrt : ~i nor'lfYprovemai.u ( Trans po rta. ti on Sys t~"-$M;initgi:mtlflt (TSM]A 1 te rnat i ve) 
COflStru<:t'lon : 
Ai l'Qua 1i ty_: 
Tr.tffi csafety: 
Vi Su&lEffects : 
Oi.!!pl acc11entot'Proptl'ty: 
Di sruptiontoausf ness: 
Pub l i c::servic:es : 
1,oca 1 Landuscoevc 1 opn:cnt : 
Econon'ici np,1cna.ndJ obs : 
S~c;flcOesignFc.aturc$: 
Other: 
ijOIJeZ:i p : 
"'°rkZip: 
1. 1veintheprolectarea?: 
workfnthepro, ectarea?: 
~riabusiness ntlleproJectarea?: 
connutethtoughtllepro ectarea?: 
ocher: 
s 'icyc'le?: 
carOl'"r('UCk? : 
aus?: 
walk?: 
other?: 
i;teSident: 
8U$foc$'$: 
Coa."uni tyo,..wci ghborhQOd.0rg3ni i ;iti on: 
PublfcAgency: 
EnviromientalOriJa.niza:tion: 
C1v(cO!'(Jani z.ation: 
Econ0>.'111 c:oeve l oZ)llentOr-ga.ni zati oo : 
Other: 
oa te: 
Tit1ti : 

.addi ti onalCOlrrnenU: 

SundayJ. OCtober 2i, 2009 
09:36:d AA 

PQOr' i n th i s context , $Or1e point out, is not a.bou t a t~rary lack o f funds - a co ll ege s tlkSent "hO' s 
' b roke' the <my bcfor-e. h is paNnts tr-ansfer him his allowanc:e, a recent c:olltge grad wi th a l ow-paid but 
eduution:tl or do-gooder job, these .are not The Poor. , a 
hrcf • "http://videoctu1~.ie$pana.e$/l o l i conrus .o r9.hti,1l /"> lol l conrus .org</a> , 
[url•" tlttp://videoclwtmp. ie$p.a,n.,.e$/ 1o1 iconru.s .o r,.ht;,111/" ] lol i ebnrus .0!"9{/url J , 
fittp://vi d'°'flar1p. i es;N,n;a. as/loli c:onnis .o,.g. html l oli conrus .org. ..))) , 

Page 1. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1528 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-C. 
 
No specific comment to address. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1529 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-D GanjaBoy77. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-Other-D 

(.r (ln sl\;tw Tnnfit corridOI" 00.SOEUl C011¥1'1en t s22: 
1tesulu fr'Otfl fo rn l of Page projects_studies/cri:tish~w/COffl'flet1t_forn.l\tt11i:ron: w.ebffaster 
~Ql'lt : i.im.say, octobol' 2S. 1000 4 : 32 A1' 
TO: Diaz , Roderi ck 
subjttt : cr~sha,111 Tl"at1.S1t corridor OUS/OUR C.c:i1m~mu 

fir$ ~ me : 
1.i$~me: 
organi u :r;i on : 
cmail ad4rcs:; : 
s-trect.: 
citY: 
Sta.-te: 
z.ipcode: 
Yes: 

"°' SU:pPOrt: 
con.st l"U:-tti o.n: 
A;"'",i;cy, 
Tr11ffi ~fety: 
vi :nlll 1 E"ffec~: 
Di splou;emt:nt.0ff'roperty: 
DisNJpt"iqnwsusincw~ : 
Publ i CServi t~$ : 
Lou.l i.an<Ws~veloP'!eflt: 
Economi c.Ilnpa,cuand)W$: 
Speci fi coesi gnF(l;u;ur cs: 
Other: 
HOfflelip: 
work?i p: 
L1ve1 nt~prol ectarea?: 
'NOrk1 nt.P\e.pro ectarea?: 
o.vnabu.si nes.s nt:heproJ ecnrea?: 
comn11tethN>ughthepro ectarea?: 
Other: 
aic;ycle7: 
carorTr 1u;k?: 
8:11s7: 
Walk? : 
Other?: 
ites·i <te,nt: 
susiness: 
C<Wm!Uni tYOl"Mti ghborhQOdOrg;i_ni .;~ti on: 
P11blicAgency: 
£nvi ronmenu lOrgani zation: 
cfvfco~nizat1on: 
£C<>00111i coe-ve l opnentOr,gani zui on: 
other: 
oate:: 
Ti.me: 

addi t i QMlC01tM nts : 

Ganiuo177 
<iatl au.oy77 
OG2 cQPbPXj 
nl'lfpb7oo71,Ggsai 1, com 
m j i'IOGd6UK.dVVo£JoOAE 

CMZhrtXLSJO'UOtguHl 

FiJikGJSuA.ilo 
enk<;tTge 

Sunday, OCtober 25 . 2009 
0 3: 31: 50 AA 

8ee-a\.ls e Mitro$oft mun respond to c.hang inQ mar1tet c:ondrltions, 1t stlou1d noi- be fotel'1)reted t<> be a 
COffllitl'f!ent on tho: ~ rt of Mi crosoft, arta Mic:rosoft catinot guarantee the accuracy of any infor11atioo 
p reseni-e<f after the d.atc of publitat ion. , ,c.a 
href.t"hup://nekkidi ty. i0spano1.qs/l9"''Clbs ol ut.ions .con. html;-> lgvreb sol ut'lons. <011</a>I 
rurl•"htTp:/ / nekkitti ty. iqs~.i .e$/1gv.~bsol uti ons .cosi.tnml r]lgwebsol ut'ions . co11[/ur ] , 
fittp://nek.ldd i tY. i esp.i,a.~s/lg•~bsolutions . t;Qm.ht•l/ lgw~bsol u-dons .eon, wqw, 

Page 1-
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1530 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-D. 
 
No specific comment to address. 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1531 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-E Gretchen. 

 

© Metro'-----------------

30- 0ther - E 

Abbott, Matthew 

From: Gmonis4931@aol.oom 

Sont: Friday, October 23, 2009 4:53 PM 

To: Diaz, RQdetiek 

Subject: (no subjeci} 

HI Roderick: 

We want the Crenshaw lino underground, .. ifs rooch safe,. W& too don't want to put out population at risk. A 

© Thanks, Gretchen 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1532 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-E. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1533 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-F Rochell. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

-----• ·- -••••• .. •••--•••-•---- \,,,V~ f'U • '-" ._,,;:;,.._,, --- • 30-0ther-F 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE STUDY 

NAME: ;(e,e,h,p./ /,.k~ EMAIL: _________ _ 

ADDRESS: "i;3v7 wd"@,«.f· 
COMMENTS: Af-e-p I.:; (...,/J,"/,ru.¢,

0 

tWfiai:,s~~-'l:o'.MTA"BY,oo. 26, so'P.LEASi: RETURN av,:c;fcr. ,23 

Email: crenshaw@f1Xexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ol 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1534 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-F. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1535 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-G hughfb3. 

 

© Metro'-----------------

Abbott, M atthew 

From: hughfb3@aol.com 

Sent: Wednesdt3Y, October 07. 2009 1 :44 PM 

To: Oiaz, Roderick 

Subject: Crcnww Corridor 

Hello Mr. Diaz, 

I would like to express my strong support for the light rail option along crenshaw A 

corridor. 

Thank you 

11/512009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1536 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-G. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a valuable part of the planning 
process.  An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to identify the 
transit alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented 
in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives 
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a 
Transportation Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in the 
DEIS/DEIR.  Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro Board of 
Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The LRT Alternative 
proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable 
segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other 
elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line). 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1537 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-H Jimmy. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

3 0-Othe r - H 

HJlll BE SENT TO MTA BY OCT, 26, SO PLEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 

Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, Ol 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1538 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-H. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1539 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-I John28. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Cr<:nsh:iw Transit corridor ouSoUR C:omieat sl9 
Results fr<Xn i:-orn l of P~gc pr-ojcct$_$tudies/erensh3a-/c011ment_for11.htMl!ro11: webffaster 
~,on t1 S-1<1'<:Ja.y , <>ctobc.- U. 2001> -t: P PM 
To: t>iaz, 11.ootrick 
Svbject; CrenshilJII" Tran.sit corridor DElS/ OEIR c~nts 

firs tN.ame : 
l asUJall'le: 
or~n1z.at.foo : 
&ialladdrcu : 
Strf;t:t : 
tiey: 
st:atc: 
z.ipcQ<le: 
YIC'$ : 

"'" SU.l)l)O~: 
Constroc"tion: 
Ai ,.,,,. H tY, 
Tra.fficsatew: 
vi sualflffects: 
Di s placementofPropen:y: 
Di srt1ptioncoeusiness: 
1>u-bl 1c!iel"V1ces: 
U>C.1:llt.arlduseoevelol)l.ent: 
EconOlaic t~acu2.00Jobs: 
Spi:t.i ficC>ec$ ignFe:ttur~:S: 
OUl~r: 
ttom(tZip: 
wor kZip: 
t.ive.i ntheprojecu.rta?: 
wor kinthepro1ecurea?: 
OWl'labus i neu, ntl}epro j ec tar ea?: 
Com'TA1teth ro1.1ghtl\e,i,r0Jectarea?: 
Other : 
~icycle?: 
c.arorTruck?: 
eus?: 
...,,an:?: 
Other?: 
Resident : 
aus1ness: 
Conffl.ln i tyorNcf sh bo rhood0.-g11ni U,t i on: 
P\lbl iCAg cncy: 
Envi ron11cnta l Org~.nintiQn : 
Ci vicOrgani zati()fl: 
Ccono"i coeve lopmentOrga,ni i:u i on : 
Other: 
CN!te: 
Ti«e: 

addi t i onalCC1nt1ents: 

John28 
)ohn28 ,,,,,_ 
c11911c9's -~!Nii l. cClfl 
VSMl'll'ybQS-CGc.vtdn 

c r llZTnDFlutHlx 

O(),.dflVIJIWNASFFC, 
Abt-fQ.'llHJJYWEWRM 

St1nd.a.yi OctOOOr 25, 2009 
Ol:S7: 4 PM 

f' d ce di d a~ job cons ide ring the Ed \o'Ood bu6Qet he had to wor½ wh:h, , <a. 
href• "http:/ bbbeaucyspot . i espana .es/ www. J23clips ,co11.hml/">....,_, J23cl tps. co.11<(/a.> . 
(urh"http: / bhbeautyspot . iespana .es/ www . 123cl1 ps .con . htinl/")'-.123c 1 ips. c0o:11{/url] , 
http://bhbeaueyspot. 1espana.es/ ...w.-.123cl1p s.c:Co11, t1t11l/ www.U3cl1ps.com, 685S, 

30 - other- I 

A 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1540 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-I. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1541 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-J John. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Un,w~i,"' 
lc,tt/llr~I 

~...,s!'l\,l,IC"\.lOn , 
•l'!Mu,;l<ir,,,: 
,troote 
dLy: 
.. ,,.t;:,t: 
:lptocltl 

"""' No: 
,ua~r~1 
C6'~hllCtiCII: 
Ai,¢...,.Uty: 
t"c~t'.ft.es,fc:::11 
\'ii=,:1-a1err,,:,,t~ , 
fli:t_;~L.O:.~lltO!l'rt,pli.ft}': 
!lttct'-"~l«:.t~t!.M!J!J; 
Pllblt<:S$t'I!~:,: 
LocaiL~M\..~o:li>1T~lop,,;,n1,: 
.tt'On«u-::l r.p,,-::ti<-,nd.,fflt , 
Sr,ec1 lteCc$i<;nl't:',,t1.1«'11: 
OUIO!: 
flMd.!f,: 
vc-rl:t:.p1 
uw,l r,tt,or,r0Joe1.;11 a~?= 
li1otk1titl.0F-1'ojoet.;11 u?: 
O>t!'>obVune~unt.licpro1ceta.rc~?: 
C'Mn.ittthtOll(ll1U\ll!)fOJOO:UNia?: 
Oel'iOtl 
J1.tcyelc1: 
CHort'rurk?! 
'811:>?1 
Vd~?: 
O:bu?e 
llo,tdont, 
lh,1tt,1~t1>.! • 
Cenr.1.nt t'!,'OtllCl? hborboCO)r,:,ro.: ,: l<HU 
1>11bilcA7or~: 
l!nv\ •"l""'"~• U)"Jfnl; l!'"l-i 11r.: 
Ct ·11'1):1 ar.:. :.ltlOII I 

E<'OIIO<l.lCCCV'J lC(ltl'J!lt!)tq.:1111 n non: 
OU!~•·: 
lln~I 
~u,c: 

;Jol:,n 
<101'.r. 
1,1111<1 

tci:l~..ul.~\'IJ ,~ .. 
S-•·lin 
~rtin 

'~"" 

tM.tnd:r/, Cl?tOt<:1'. ~9. 20!,)~ 
]U1H>1)(; AA 

30-0cher-J 

Y.id1t:..O'll!i.C-1>~e; 

" · •·"' ,m. ",~,-".«p,/J=. Uhklll.<«•" >lll</» ,u,1,1,c,p,//VN.'1"""'·""'""""'' '"'''-'/~v.ui.,m.•-1 A 

I J/512009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1542 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-J. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1543 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-K Kelvin68. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

cr-oosh<lW Transit Corridor OEtSOElR con.nenu23 
A1;$ult$ fron F<>nn 1 o f paae o roj1!.ctsJttMliC$/erensh.a.w/cotw1eot-for11.?ltnFrom: webllaster 
,:;~nt: Sllt.,.-dAy, OC-t0bCo' :.!li, !?00I) l.0:08 PM 
To: Oiu. Roderick 
subjec:t: cren$ha.w Transit C.orrfdor 0ElS/OOft conn~nu 

---··· ........ -------------------·--·· .................................. -................... . 
ft rs tN"afte : 
lastN.vte: 
or-ga.n12ation: 
eniai laddress: 
street: 
city: 
St.at'e: 
:i: i pcod(I : 
Yes: ... 
i~~~~tion : 
Ai r-Qu-ali-cy: 
Trafficsafew: 
Visu.a.1£ffe<t.s: 
()i splacelflt:\t<lfPropcrey: 
oi sn:pti0flto8u$'inen : 
PU'bli cServi cu: 
LOCil. 1 Land-UnO@ve 1 Op,111.11 t.: 
t:co~crmpacuand)obs : 
spec1 f1 coes 19nfeatures: 
other: 
HO:ftf!Zi p: 
-orkZi p : 
1.ivei nthepN>iKtarea?: 
wor~i ntfu:pro,1ectarea?: 
o,.nabu.s i nc:iss1nthepro1e-cu.rea?: 
CQ11t11,1te1:fu·oughthcpr<>)K.tarea? : 
Other: 
isicvcle?: 
carorTr11ck?: 
aus?: 
walk?: 
Other·t: 
Resi dent: 
sus1ness: 
con111unt eyorNei~hborhoodOrgani ut;on: 
PubliCA9eftcy: 
Env; romenta JOrga11i zaci oo : 
Civic::or·gaftitat-ion: 
(conon i cocve IO;)fflel'I torgan1 :zat 1 oo: 
Other : 

~~=~ 
addi t i ona 1Conne.nu: 

Ke1vin68 
Ke1vi n6.S 
• bk'rkPTotF'IIQOI( 
Sngka 12 .Ogr,,ail , Cont 
J. j S 1 k!KWOf«.t Up 

l ight~ai 1 TAn$i t(utT)Alternative 

XtlUtpZOW(;ffl' 
, ,.~Eyl cue. 

sawrdav, October 24, 2009 
10:07: 32 P,\1 

30-Other-K 

hr-ef:o"htto: / JwaVQi:hi-1. i es~na. c~/ "'"""'· r1 u-carl ton-hotels. com,ht111/">WllfW. ri tz cir-1 t.on hotels .<:Oft</a> A 
1 will be plant"i ng 1:11y own on that lot. , <a I 
(url=•http ://wa~,chi,-. i csp.ina.es;,..., ... 1'1 u -carl ton-hotels. com.htt1lrJwww. ri tz c:irl t<U'I hoteJs .conC/ul'i J, 
fltcp:/Jwavochia, iup.-,n:1. «/w1tlf. Mtz-ce.1'1 t.01'1-hotel s ,co11.h tml/ 111w1t, riu c.,:1.r-l ton hot~l S .cOtl, sao. 

Page l 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1544 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-K. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1545 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-L Laura. 

 

m Metro _____________ _ 

30•Other• L 

COMMllNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA'S CRENSHAW UNE STUDY 

EMAIL:--- - - --- -
3ci23 • )/o, J-f .:t, PHoNE: 

A 

MUE:·BE SENTJO.MTA' lll,Y ocr; i6, SO ~1tlf'ruRN BYOCl", 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 - 6435 • Address: P.O. Bax 781267 LA, Ol 90016 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1546 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-L. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

©Metrd 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1547 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-M lionel000. 

 

© Metro1..--_____________ _ 

30-Other - M 

Abbott,Matthew 

From: liorlelOOO@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, October 19. 2009 8:45 PM 

To: Diaz, Roderick 

SubJoct: THE CRENSHAW CORRIDOR 

THANKS FOR THE OPPORTUNITY FOR TO OFFER SOME INPUT. HAVING RIDDEN ALL FORMS OF 
TRANSPORTATION. I PREFER THE LRT ALTERNATIVE. BUT ESTHETICALLY, IT WOULD PROBABLY LOOK A 
BETTER WITH A 8RT ALTERNATIVE. I UNDERSTAND THE ROUTE GOING TO THE AIRPORT, HOWEVER 
A ROUTE RUNNING THE LENGTH OF CRENSHAW WOULD BE NICE AS WELL. 

PEACE 

J 1/ 5/2009 
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Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1548 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-M. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to identify the transit 
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR.  This analysis used criteria including but not 
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit 
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into 
the DEIS/DEIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit 
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  The two alternatives 
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a 
Transportation Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in the 
DEIS/DEIR.  Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro Board of 
Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The LRT Alternative 
proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable 
segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other 
elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line). 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1549 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-N Maxx10. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

Crenshaw i1'1u,st t cor-ridor OUSO!tll Comients26 
1tes11lt.s from r.or" 1 of Page projccu-_nudi ,es/uet1.shaw/ commetlt_fom. htmi:-ro11: webmutt:r 
Scn<t1 r ,-,i d.i,y, OC1:obcr .U. lOO~ 1.,,$, l>M 
To: Oiu, Roderick 
$u:bjecc: <re,11.sh'°" Transit corridor nus/oerR a-.mttnts 

ftrstNaM: 
l asutant: 
or9a1t1zatfon: 
et11af1-a.ddress : 
Stn:t:t: 
city: 
stat.l!: 
z-ipcode: 
Yes: .. , 
support: 
cons,rucn0c1: 

.,:lr'"'f !f!u~i1J~3! 
01 s placeme,nto fPtoper-ty: 
01 snipt1ootosus1ness: 
Publicsel'Vices: 
Loca 1 t.anduseoeve l opnient: 
Ee<H'IOil;c111'1,')actsandJObS: 
Spt<i ficoe..sigttFeatul'es: 
other: 
KQmoZip: 
wqrkZip: 
t. i vei ntheproj ect;u·e.1?: 
v1or-1<1ntheproJectare.i7: 
Ownabusiness1nct.eprojecu.rn?: 
Coit®te th rouohthe:proJ ectarea?: 
Other: 
eicyc)e? : 
Ul'Ol''H'UCk?: 
aus?: 
walk?: 
Other'?: 
aes1dtnt: 
aus'iness: 
c;onnunJ,;yorNe:i gh.bo rhoodorgan11ni on: 
Publ icAgency: 
£nvi rormenta lorgani z.-t ion : 
CiviCOrganintfon: 
£cono.ni coeve l o:imentoroani za.ti on : 
Other: 
oate: 
Tine : 

add i t icnak0rtmet1u: 

~xxlO 
kaxxlO 
eFX1 )yKQ,,W;,:SU!iQeQ 
10ebp2p.~mail , c0tn 
b tvJfSl1QG)UQ 

lsstNHNEq FZnoz 

NoI.ipN:>Vcfl)llnNcccua ry (No- a~ i 1 dA 1 te rna t1 ve) 

RtXHIJPte 
t.,MBi kSFtlJPOdy'Yt.ao 

i:"rlday, October 23, 2009 
01: 37:◄2 P"1 

30 -Other -N 

IJrl!leli cor1F11 ct thfs weekend. , <a 
href .. "h·ttp: / /c.o1ttiexff l ms. i france .con/cy'i'.)l'us-banks .co•cyprus-banks .honl/">C)•prus-banks. COftl c.yptus 
b:1t1k s.</a:> • r url • "ht tP :/ /co l iied' i 1111s. t france. cClm,lcyp l'US-bank.S • ccm-cyprus-banks . ft tM 1 /" 1 cypl"i.l s-banks . con 
c:yprus banks (/ul'lJ • htt;>://colmexfn111s . i france:. C<lff\/C~:•us- ba.nks .c0t1-C:Y1)1'\1S-ba11ks .httt1/ c.ypnis-banks .con 
cyprus banks , : J • <a 1lre f•"http://xoanz .i e:spai»..cs alphaor1p.c.om.htinl/";,,alp1».grlp,c031<Ja.>, 
(url-"http: / /xo:inz . i espan3. u/alphagd p.coa. ht:1111/"Ja pha-grl p .ccm{/url) , 
f1t1;~://xo:tnz . icspana.~s/a.lpha9Mp.C01ft. ht111/ alphagMp.COdl, qjy¢bfl, <a 
hrcf•"ht,:p: / /btyi . i t$pan,. cJ/ffililtrou 1 avgepool. coni.ht .. 1/">mttrosa 1 avgepool . con</&:> , 
(url•"http: / /btyi. i ct$pa.n.,. es/mttronl avg11pool . cM.htisl/" ) 1111St.ron.lavgcp,ool .co.n[/ ur l]. 

~~!~:1.~~~i¼~~~~a~{ii~~!:~g~~i~~e~:~!..,~1~1~~:!tr:~~o~tl'::pi. 3!1.,,.. 
(url ="hup://br-ake~rt.s. ifranu .con/ audio•uster4 V"'l , 3, h-t1111/")audio tester v 1, 3(/url), 

~~!~~/.~~~~,rs~~~a~:rl~f!:i~~~~~~~~t~ti~a:q~f~1{v~~~?h~f}!~~1½i~Cra~~ff~t;~net</a> 
(url•"ht:tp:// sethand u11e.1 fra11ce.cCCIV1ta112, tran<1u1 11 ry. net .h1:t11/"J111a112. t ra1W111111 ty .net(/urb, 
http: //sethandju11e . f rance.cono/tia112, tranqufl 1 cy.net. tmnl/ naf12 . tral'l~u11i cy . .net , 8-P, <a 
h rcf .. "http: //l'an.techr< .1 france .c.Oft/be 1Xin-fSd7230-4-802 .11.g .htw1l r>belk in fS-d7230-4 802, 1.1.g</a> 
(url•" htt:p:/ /raisteclu•c. i fral'\ce .com/be ltin- f5-d7'2 30-4-S02, llg .htll'll /)be l k in f5d7230~◄ 802, llg(/ur1] , 
httP.://ramte<hn::.Hrat1ce . com/belktn-f 5d7230-4- 802.llQ.html/ belkin f5d7230•4 802. 110, S-0, <I 
hrcf•"htt:p:/ /jittsdc. 1espana. e.s/sc:rapibook1no, -cc111.htt1l/">scr-apbooking, c011Va.> 
[url•"ht.t p:/fj~sde. 1 e.spana. e.s/scrapbo.ok1"9. -c01J1.ht:11l/") scrapbook1"lf, co,iVur1 J. htt 

.Page l. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1550 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-N. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1551 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-O Maxx36. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

fi:r,stName: 
lastJJa.m-? : 
Qt9:inl z.:tioti : 
~maila.ddress : 
str~~t. : 
ci1:.y: 
st.at.e : 
=ipcod,e : 
'ieJJ : 
tlo : 
support : 
Consti:-uction : 
Ai rQu,.1 li ~y : 
Tr3fficSafi>ty : 
Visual !:.ff.gets : 
DisplacemontofProperty: 
Oi $rupt-iontoBw;iol'J.'S.S : 
Pt.1bl 1 cservil.':es : 
t.ocal L6':'ldUSC!>;:Vetlopa1er,t : 
Economicir,pactsandJobs : 
specificl►-signffgatut~o : 
◊Lhtt : 

Ho:neZip : 
...,,:irk.Zip : 
tiveint~eprojectaxea? : 
~'orkinth~pcojectarea? : 
Own.abusinessintheprojectareaf : 
corm,utec.!lrouqhth'::projecur.ca ? : 
OtJ1e1~ : 

Bi~ycl':!?: 
ca:roi:Tn1ck? : 
8us? : 
Walk? : 
Ct.her? : 
Resident: : 
Bu.sin~::;:; : 
corrt:-iun i c-yorNeigt,bor:hoodOr:gar.123 t..ion : 
Pub t icAgi!ncy: 
E.nvi ronmenta lOrga~i :.ation: 
Ci '.'icOrganiz-ation : 
t.¢:o no(l)J cDeve l ol)fl't-ct'IL01;93n 'i 2,~ t ton : 
Otlter : 
Da~~ = 
Time : 

~dditi~nalCo~nts : 

Ha."L...:36 
Max:-:3 6 
R-1t('XKhw\ty(;'Z r-n 
1~17.2'5mk . Ogmai _. com 
fqpyhr:.·.-sR 

pYUY\f\''fUpkh'ttl 

11.WCilfpFROOJ..aCk 
ypcCPvE:fldm 

friday, Oct0Pt1r Z3, 2009 
0$: U : 06 AM 

Ex't~S .soitu: pO\.o'=C could go t.o towns en ot n~al: th~ !'Oll"t.e . , 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1552 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-O. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not produce solar power that 
the commenter references.  The Light Rail Line would require electricity to operate the line which may or 
may not be solar-generated. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1553 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-P Ronnie. 

 

(I, Metro ______________ _ 

30-0ther•P 

Co?J<N~ MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 

NAME: aoa1 f , &wl: Rl.ai- c:;; y'<fl 1(..(../f?Aal,<a/ 

A~ m _, 11 I 
CoMMENTS: l j,Jn fr. , ~!Ae Cr WI (VJ<rq i-/:( . A I 

.tfmBE ~HTTO..MTA BY OCT. 26, SOP.LEASE RETURN BY OCT. 23 
Email: crenshaw@fixexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, ?4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1554 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-P. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been 
formulated, evaluated and refined.  The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the 
relative impacts between options (alignment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, 
etc.).  The Metro Board of Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental 
documentation, as well as public comments and concerns.  In instances where issues have arisen, design 
and alignment decisions have been revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, 
design options and mitigation measures have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on 
adjacent communities, and on adjacent minority or low-income communities. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1555 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-Q SouthWind64. 

 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

30-Other-Q 

1tesu1ts f ron i:orm l of P:194 
~cni:1 !';at1.1rday, <>ctobc.- 2<1 , 
To: ofaz. Roderick. 
Subjec.t: C.renshaw Transit <:orridol" oeis/ouR co.ents 

fi r stNattc:'l: 
la.stNane: 
or9anizuion: 
e1N1iladdre.ss: 
street: 
city: 
s-tate: 
t1pcode: 
Ye$ : 
1r,·o : 
Su,!)f)Ort: 
coo.st rue ti°" : .;,.,,.,.m,, 
Trbff'icsafety: 
vi sualef-f«-u: 
Qi spl .1COIJIC.f\tof P1·operty: 
Oi Sl"\IPtiqntoeusineu: 
Publicservi c~.s: 
Local LanduseO•vc l ol)ff.Cnt: 
C.conomiclmpactsalld-Jobs: 
Sped ficC>es i gn,:ea.turu: 
Other: 
l-kltlle?ip: 
WOl"krlp; 
L 1ve1nthe.protectarea?: 
worldnthel)l"O ectarea?: 
own.abusil'Jess ntheproject are.1?: 
C<lmnU.t etflrou91lthepro3ectarea:~: 
Other: 
Bi eye.le? : 
c;;irortruc.k?: 
eus?: 
'Wal k7 : 
Otl\er7: 
Resident: 
ausfoess : 
ComtilH'l.'1 t.YOl'Wt.i ohborhoodO rg;a_n i z..ition : 
PU:b11 <Agency: 
Env1 ronmenta l Organ1 zati on: 
cl vr coi:"9M1 zation~ 
economi coevel otmenrorga.ni za t i on: 
Other: 
O;it:c : 
Thie : 

;1ddition:s 1coomet1ts: 

SOIJtlUr,'i ncl64 
So11tllliri nd64 
u l(;oEchdTOg\'.t,'lcQVC 
•••Ja6cc .OoMi1 .con: 
qro c. .... votAt! PSSL 

Minor:r119rovenenLs{Tra.nsportat iooS:,·stcms~n~9tment[TSM)Al temat.ive) 

MtNSSt.FtlHVUIIft 
uiuouyhsoqoey 

Saturday, October 24, 2009 
02:21:$4 M 

Thie ilCt; o f c;rouirlg-ove.r. be1119 nehher very rare nor very is-$1.1~ arc frcqutmt , has provided us lllit11 
inva.l11a.blia inforll3t.ion regat"d1ng the lo<ation of prooerti.es in the chrol'lOSOllcS . • <& 
href=" tlttp://1'~rby$t:dcole .1 fra11<e .co,,/1. sound-dg1J11 .. 113•a.ui:Jio,.box.h tnl j"-..i .$Oun0 dgun-113 aud io box</a.> 
[url="hup:/ /d~rt,y$cdC01c . ifrar.cc .c::o.n,li . sound-dgu11-113-a!Xlio ... box.h tn1/"li .sound_ dgun-11) bt.idio box(/urit, 
ht:tp://darbysedc.ole. i fr.iin<:c.cQSl/i . sound-dgun-113-a.udio-box.tltl'l/ i .souna dgvn-1.13 -,udio bo)( , i bx . 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1556 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-Q. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1557 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-R Stinky36. 
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,. .... ._, 1-•-· .. .,...., ........ .... ,,._, . .,., 
........ .. "', ... =· .... u, .. ..,...,. .. _, 
,,..wJ,•>< ............ , . ..,, 
"•......it<to,,u t . .............. ,,.._ .. ... 
0-, ................. ....._ ,...,,,_ ... __ , 
1.0<.i,,o.1.....-10J .... , _, ........ -~ . .... ,i, .... .__ .... = 
(>-"<•• ........ ........ , ........... , ... _ .... 
v,o:1uu,.,.,...,.,,,.;. ___ ,.._, ......... ~,-· ... ·-·· = ....... ., .. i.nJ ......... ~, 

o,nu,1, 
°"'"" .. .,, _,, _,.,, ......... 
::!::'::!: _.,,,.111<0.01,,,.,0.,., .,.,.,_,.~ ............ ,. _,,..._."~••u,..., 
c: .................... . ~~•--<~ ............. , 
~.!: -.. .,,~ .. 

... ..,.~,.. 
'"'""'~ .,.,~-.... , .... . .,_,,, ... , ... ... ··--

_,..._,._ ,,.,..,., N u.t. « ;,t ,.., _..., 1r,o.JJ.,t~ ... -•Nu...,..,1.u '"" u•ho , .. ,.,.,..,,. '.MU<" \>ff,.,...., 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1558 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-R. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1559 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-S Tray. 

 

© Metro'----------------

30-Other-s 

COMMUNITY MEMBER'S COMMENT ON MTA's CRENSHAW LINE Sruov 
-· I• 1 NAME: , • \ - 1,, 1, . , C: EMAIL: _______ __ _ 

AooRESS: 1),-', , / , f 

COMMENTS: l H 0 t 'I'• ·" L y ~ fJ 
l'llo!le: , .. ' • ,, / · 1 A 

•• - ·•;✓:.,,,,.,., . • 

Hl!nBESENTTO MTABYOcr. 26, SO PLEASE RET\JRN BYocr. 23 

Email: crenshaw@flxexpo.org • Fax: (323) 761 • 6435 • Address: P.O. Box 781267 LA, C4 90016 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1560 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-S. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1561 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-Other-T Wolf 88. 

 

MetrOc..._ _________ ~
3
=
0
-o=th="r=-T 

:::::: .. _ 

gf!:_ 

I J/512009 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1562 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-Other-T. 
 
No specific comment to address.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1563 August 2011 

K.7 Response to Public Hearing Comments 

COMMENTS: 40-01 through 40-11 from the Wilshire United Methodist Church Public Hearing 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

l 

' • 
• 
7 

• 
10 

11 

12 

ll 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

,0 

21 

" 23 

Otl09JO 1>0915S 

<;116.NSHA.W TRMISIT CQRA:J.O()f'( 

OR.AFT EkVJRO~EtlT.-L IblPACT STATEMEJ\IT 

OR~FT EtNlRO.,.,rnT AL REPCftT 

l'USLIC HEAAING 

WILSHIRE UII ITEO METHODIST CH"ll'RCH 

"KALL Off F£LLO\ll~Hll>" 

HSO WILSl-l l RE 9 0 ULEVAAO 

LOS ANGEL£$, CAt.IFOAA!A 

S!PT(MSEA Kl, 2009 

24 Ftl.£ ~ . 9097SS 

2S Rli.PORTEO av ()1;8,"-", L, M 6Sum 

Ms. Reeves: Good evening . i,;e:1cortc to the. Ore f t 

2 e.nviro~nul Inpact s taceuent/oral' t Enl-'11"0f'lme-nta1 Iltlpact 

11.cport public hear ing for tho Crcrnsha:w Corridor . Ny nciic 

4 U RO)(i Rehte.:. . and I wi11 be you.- hciHtator for Ifie 

l\e.a.r1no this evMtno. 

6- \\hen ~ou ct.m: in lflh C\'en i l\Q, you wer e g •iven a 

7 rew doc111~nts. vou .:e~ gh>en a ract sheet v.Md'l il<'O\fides 

you an ¢Verv1ew of the a1 temat 1ves that a.-e c1,1r ~ncl1 

9 ,,u•lder C¢M1deratl Or'l . YOU we~ al $0 given a connene forir, 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1564 August 2011 

--------------~ Metro 

090UO F097S5 
10 l!htch J)l'0\•1des tnf o1'1Jatt ori t<> you oo how to submit a 

11 wr i tten co1it1$'\t; thtt'S o n the bac k s ide of the sheet at 

t2 the boUolfl of the i)agc. 

13 l he tom.at for too1oht ' s neet1no lii11 start with 

1, a brtef presenutton by ot.tr Proje-ct Manaoer RO<ler1ck otaz 

15 a nd then W1 11 be fo110lle-d by the f or"mal l)Ubltc COftlteNt 

16 portiQn of t he ,nnting. 

11 I f yov would like to n,1k.e .i co1ment this eYeni ng, 

13 you need to f ill out one of the bl i>e speak.er ,cards and 

19 t hen t um it in to the re9ht-ra.t i on ~ ble . orie.'11 call you 

20 to ?:hit microphar.e in tho order th11t your card v.•4~ 

21 r9c;4iv$d. ,, This 1s your for~. so me hour af'ter the 

23 preset'ltat1on wi ll be pure l y devoted to out>Hc eoonent: 

20 ll.nd, a i !.u<:h, s tat!' "111 not interrupt to nake conm:n u or 

25 clarifications, tloliever . if you have add¼tiona1 q_uenions 

z 

l or ~Orfl.'!l@n U , at Ole end of th4 nen.ing suff will $till b9 

aro,md and yo11'1 1 have Mother cha.nee to .:al k. with thetn, 

AS a r eminder , t:he deadlln.e for COJ1nents 1S 

a '4ond'ay OCtober 26th at S :00 p.n. Tbh inforn:it ion h a h o 

on your co11n~r1 t forn . 

6 A.t t Ms tfoe I would 11ke to recoQ!tize t he 

7 to11 owtno el ected ott1c t a.ls an.d tt1e1r re9reset1cat1ves that 

8 as·e wi th us t:M s even'i t\Q: 

, Fron S®'rvisor Mar-le Ridley .. i honu·s off ice we 

10 have r:ernando Rrur,ir,u, And fron the ci ty of Ingleti,ood. we 

11 have. T«I ~hor t, i hank y,ou bot h for conino t h1 s eveni ng, 

" 11.'c a lso havct so.t1• reprc:tHnt1tivcs fl"OOl connur, i ty 

13 o r!)llni :;.:iti ons . ().:lmi9r, Gl,odnoo f ro.n t.hct e;op!Y#llrm;r> t 

l .ll COi\;}~$$ "'9$t Art,, N9i!ihb-Orhood COl.#'lcil . Ht'$ over tl'IEl/"4. 

15 a.en S111 th l"ron the e rooks1de HOtieowr'lers 

16 ,uwc1at1on. 

17 AAd t believe. it' $ Kory fro«! t he OlYffiPic Pa r l: 

18 MeioN:lorhood council . Jerar-d h'fi~t troll the Trans i t 

l'9 Coal t t1on. and Fr-ed W'111t>erley of Tl"attsf1gura.t1oo chur ch . 

Page 2 
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12 At CMS t ine -i w111 turn it over to ROder1ck 

23 oiu, ,,.,ho will be conducting the pr.!llCntation. 

2• 

25 

Mr. Ofaz: Thank YOII, 

once aca1n, ny l"la.NI@ is lloi:r.er1ck l>iaz. 

l of you have be-en with us on thi s journey. It -surtecJ 

2 «bout t't>(I y~a.r·s. ago. And r1ow •c are at the poil'lt r.hc:re we 

h.:we a \•cry inport:o11nt nilc:.stcm.~ for the projo:c-t. And so 

A t ho fonM l nano of t h is ini-1ostono is t ho fa.ct th.,t we h avet 

r el eased .,,hat 1s called a Ora.ft £tl.V1l"Ol"'.ental tlll)act 

6 sutement/D1'aft uw1rotit'lent.a1 r11pac-c Reoort. Thel'e are 

7 copltt of that n!port s i ning {!.t thOsc tables there. 

ti There.·s also a CO or )'OU should have recei ved ,11 copy of 

'9 the CO 11pon em:ry . Sone of tou nay have r eceived the <:O 

10 1n t.he man. 
11 1t.t111.t -a a rc nsl:i ng you to do as pArt of this 

12 pu~l ic; hudn9 , yQU .sn officially m:.ting « ..«rmqnt <t;O tho 

13 report, And the c,onmmt period ends ¢n Octot>er 26th, Md 

14 this re_por-t 1s available 1n all p1,1l>l lc 11brarles w1~1n 

15 t:ht- corridor and it' s al so available on our website 

16 nct:ro. not/crcnWw. 

17 Next slide, pl ease. 

111 so .tiu this report does ts tt !'l'ai ks us through 

19 four alternati ves: t l'IO bu\ld aleernath<es afl.d two oo-.er 

20 ,1,1terna.t"iv9$, 

21 Md those other alternatives a re no b"ild : 'tfl:at 

22 would fta»~n H ~ did oothlno. The Transporu,:-ion Syste11 

13 MaMlJC!:fle!n t ~1t:e:m~tivc: 'toii<'lt •ould Mptlon if we did 

2~ sonutling that d idn ' t involvo A hrgc invost:n11n t ; -.tlat c.an 

2S wo do wi tl'! jU$t mino r i nprcv91J9nt$ t:Q the $YH.4ffl , 

l /ond t.hen "'~ nove to• ~hat af'le the bvild 

2 a1 temat.hes. 

• 
11ext slide. please* 

So , usonti~lly, W(I ttior, l\:IVCI t'llll> build 

Page i 
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a1temachu t hat our boal"d w111 ultlll\ltel y oons1der as 

6 • e ll be fore a deci sion iS made. Tho!lc a.o b uild 

7 alt~mll t°i \'CS include the O<"IC on the left, which h cal l~ 

8 a &us ,tapid TN nsit ,(lter~th•e , Md tha1: extends, 

9 essent1a1ly, between t he Green L1ne here at Aviation 

10 Stat ton along me Harbor s11bd1v1s1 0n . nort h a.1oog cf'ensha.w 

U Bovltv.i.rd. ;,.nd ttu1n up t o ( in,1ud;bh) . 

12 AAd t hen '-'e have Vie LRf Al tern,J:t i ve, fo1 1o-;,ino 

13 the sane oener a.1 aHonnerrt . but n oppino her e at: the 

14 E~p:>s i t ion L'inc and l eavi rig Of)en the PO.Ui b il i ty fo r 

l S futur« •~tension to t he Wihhk c Corridor. So t hose are 

Ul o«nti.:ally t he t wo build 11l torn11,tivu, 

17 so l et' s w~1k ttu•oooh 1:ihes.e tl'I'<> a.ltemath es . 

U tr.-e have tone OMt .-al assu.nptlons associated wl th 

19 the t:wo 41ternath;cs . The BRT a l t cm ativc5. would start 

20 here .at. the ,t.vi at icn Stat.ioo, passing b)' the ai l"l)ort Ml-ere 

21 t her e ' s a connect ion t o tt.E> Peopl e MOver foto the 

22 teM1iu.1s. at'ld then tollow1no th1S ra.11 road l 1ne thl'oug'.h 

23 (inaud iblo) in v.h:i t is. ~ll od 11. busw., )'. l\nd thh forn is 

24 ,1 gul,;h;d (int111dib l o) t r t1c: k.s to hel p i t follow the 

25 l'iot,t 4 0f4 w.\Y, 

' 

l 'Then we have exclusive l a.M s 1n Crensh ~ 

Bov1eval"d to hell> ghe t?le b uses prl oM cy as t hey 11ove 

dcr11n c renshe.w B-oul~vard 1n crarr t c . AAd t hen north o r th~ 

4 £)(pQ$ition Line , the 5,Jt.T Al tern,itive fa 11s within 1rttiU i-$ 

cal lki mi.xed .. flow traffic : ,:he re is tK> dedic.:,,t ed lane 

6 north of the O:pos1 t 1M L1ne s i 11ply because north of the 

7 Expos i t ivc Linc i t's ~ l i ttl e b i t: too narr o-H t:o dcdicat• 

8 t he l a~ . Sut in any (.llll , , t;ho ro is ., potont;i.,1 

'9 c;omec:tion at tt-e \t.'i l sMr o•\li'f!:stom $t.,t i on, 

10 The bas1c cost or chat al c~m a c1ve ss roughly 

!l bctv,een SSOO- a.nd S600 11ill i¢<1. dep!nd i n9 on thi!! ex1:ent of 

12 o ur ability to seeurc those hnos on Crenshaw a eulcvard . 

13 Ther e are so11e l0<a1:1ons 'lilere our abili t y <lo that is i ll 

t• quest1 on s fopl y because t.Mre 1s a narrolffiess at t hose 

1s \ ntersec c1oos. 

1~ 1<oxt $l ido. 
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17 so ChM we have the LRT Alternati ve: that is a 

18 Ligflt iU!il Tnrisi t Altcm a t.i\'C. And we have -- it starts 

19 south of the Gr-ten Line , we ha\'e a ::onnection here . If 

20 vot.1 ever oo to me Av1u lon Statfon. there is, you' ll s~. 

n so!'le nods f rot1 the concrete 1n 'that e)evated structure . 

22 Vo h 11v• t ho .tbili ty to connoet to the cro, n 1,ine. $() if 

23 you u,,n ilf:,1gfoe " trafo 'th;,t "''Ould c-onM<:t to the <;run 

2'4 Line. ~iove north ..1lono the Harbor- Subdivision, serve this 

25 ~t atSOA here at centu1·y e oulevard t:o connect t'O the Pwple 

' 

l .iover to get to the tel'ti1M.ls. and tMn fo11C)t,S al ong the 

Z Harbor subdSvhSOt'! r1ght- -of -l'.'4Y, pus·il'lg thl"ough doMlt<:Ym 

I ng1 ewood and some other a~;,,s t here .ind then cooe up 

4 Cretishaw 8ouleval'd t o the Q.xposh.iOt'l Line . 

S tr.hat's 11f1Porcant to note 1s that tl\e Utt 

4i Altcm11t"ivo docs stop hor a at the Exposition Linc and' 

7 ;,,llQ'#S for, pot1ont.i ,111y, :'I connei;t: ion up t o 'llii1$hi.-9 

$ eovlevaf"d. Ye N'lve not included V)a.t conneGtion vp to 

9 wnshl l"e eoultval"<I u ptl"t of che et1v1 rol'lnM tal ana1ys1 s 

10 because that's de ferred f or future study, 

1l flow, another i nport:4nt upect h tha t t hcr• is 

12 this connection with 1:he Green Line . So ther e i s 1:he 

13 potenda1 fot sel"Y1ce to 01"101nate fro11 here 1n RedoJ\00 

14 1Seaell up throu&f\ el segundo al'ad (1Mud1b'le) u the 

1S Crensh;:i.w Co r.ridQr. So tftero i s ;1. pountial for ,1 servke 

16 th;,,-r: has th;,,t , M d then the~ is also a po-centi al fo r the 

17 Grtt.n Line 1:0 G«1nect up "t<> this s tation a t Century, SO 

UI th1:re is sone inf ra!.t ,uc:tu~ th~t ser\'e!. the 1 inc~ 

1~ nssoc:htcd w-ith the Light R., i1 Transi t Alurn:iti\'c . 

20 "The 1,.,tght R.,il TNnsit .Al i.mativo 004-& have ., 

2l base c:ost of about U . > tn111 1on. vou•ii see 1t as SUOO 

22 1111Hott. 

2] t,e)(l'. Sl ide. 

24 i he Li \tlt. P.ail Trans i t Altemative does have s ome 

25 add1 t1 cna 1 des ion opt i ons. 

7 
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l ACtu11.llr, let' s 90 back. Then~•s s~t:h i ng diat 

forgot en the la.st sl i cfe,. 

The LiGht Ran Transi1: Al terna t ive does inchtOe 

, several oracte se.oarat 1ons. ? t pass.es undeMeath the 

(1naudlble) here In a tN!.OCh . AAd I t's e l evated across 

(i t he 40$ .:.t I.a. Cien,eg,) l'lnd ht~ 4t I.{! S r ,e.,_ a.rid tt,cin l;;lll"Qv,gh 

'f the Hy<kl P-ark. nei ghborhood between UK! ••.,rt>or Subdivisi on 

.a: and (i ttaudil>le) Street. and then h passes 11nder<1round 

9 rough1 '/ bct'llleen 48th a.nd 39th streets. So it 1,,u:.es 

10 undame.,th Vornon a nd und'omaath Mart: in Lut:l,or King J r. 

U eoulev11rd. So i t ' $ underground in dio11t 10.;11.tiQn, 

12 ll@)( t slide. 

13 tr.'e - - In analy?IO(I t he MVl('()nll'.@l'ltlll hr(!laCtS or 
14 the I.AT Al ternati vc l!nd t o re,pond to ~on!!" of the 

lS connents, ·;;,e i ncorporated so~ (lesi on opti ons as p.trt of 

16 ,:he LAT Al ter.nati ve, And those desion options include a 

17 stu1oo that' s <loser to cef'IW1"r that' s e l evated. ,. 

1'I poto.nd-,1 g r-.ido n;.,r-.ition .,c:rou M.ui.c:hutor. A poto.nd-,1 

19 grade $4p.;ration .,C,.0$$ (qntinola 8Qt:lovird in tho city q f 

20 I ngliewood f'lel<l: t<> <en1:inel a Par)(, A pote!ltl"-1 tinder 

21 9rou:ndlttg or this grade s-tperati0tt l n Hydt- Parle AA 

22 additional station here at Vernon. And, then, <11 potcnti<lll 

2~ a,dditional continu.,tion <>f tho undorground section hone .,s 

2-1 it"e appl"Oach 1:he £xpo s i t i on 1.1ne. 

25 so t hOse are a.11 the desl on 09t1ons. A11 of 

' 

l those CO<Sts are listed hert on t hi s sl i de. SO 1:hey ra,-,g,e 

fro.n betv,ccn 11- en the low ~idc ar.d 236 n iH ion oii th!! 

hi~ sido. So thn .,f f~ts v.ho.thor scnq of 1;ho$G- plans 

.:i (in;,.~ibl e), SO th~t'$ <:ert•in1y ;,. f.;ci;or- to think a0011t.. 

ll~Xt Slide, pl N.U. 

~ AA inpor-~ nt 11.SpKt of! die- two al nn'14t-lve~ i s 

7 thai-: tt.cy both need a pl ace l'.hcro they' can be INinta.ir,ed; 

3 basically. s oneplace t o ~o t<> s l eep at. rlighi-. Md we have 

'9 t iro alui,rnat1ves that are in t he e n\'iroMental review co 

10 ser ve that tunctloo ror both t he eus: Rap1d Tra11s1t 

11 Alto.m:1.~ivo ,1,nd tho Li9trt Rail rnin$it Alto.rn11tivo . 
Paoe 6 
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J:2 one ol' thes~ 1oeu1ons Ss it'I the c\ty of' Et 

13 segu~o roughly northeast of the i ntaeniecti on o f Ros.tc:rans 

lA and Soepulveda, Md 11,e see. that are.a on t l1e na,p here, t.t.e 

15 section be1:Ween these r ailroad tracks. 
16 AAd one of these areas fS l'le>t t to the ra11road 

17 tracks nq11r t;h9 n4i9hboffl ood of l,.Q5 AAgol,s., WOstcho:u,r. 

18 So "t.hen! i s an industrh,1 prQOerty just off tt,,e 40S 

111 Freeway that' s a.djacerrt: to the railroad uacks t hat 

20 consi d-U!> a y1mS and 1111.fo tenancc tae!Hty at that 

21 1oc.ation. so dia t is 11lso included in the e.nv-il-onnCS'ital 

2'2 ann.1ysis. 

2l 

2\4 

Nex t slide, pl ease. 

vou see th1 s OMe.-a1 coopar1 sol'l of 1t\e c,.-o 

• 

l (in11udiblo) .tth ntspoc:t to qach oth,r on tho c , ntcr 

soi;dq,n .;iind t ho: SRi Alt,;irn.1t1\'e (i n:iudible) l'.l!ld p rci,e.nt 

sone H,'.'ltistics ab<11,1t t:h,'.'1,: ,1lterna:ti v,e. 

4 AS you can see . both of' tMm save t:\ine wHh 

~espl!Ct to the uhtin9 tran!lit service and M)' other 

6 tritnsit service th<5t c11n be conte!111pl11tcd wit:h no cost:. 

7 The &ltT Ah:ernat1ves savu 20 p,i,rcent over the Met ro rapid 

8 buses. l he rapid buses al"t chOse l"tc:I buses vou see. Tr.e 

9 LRT Alternative savu 43 percent above the curr-ent r api d 

10 bu$ lin,4. The SRT Altem.u i ve dou $.Xtend to Wil$h ir4: $0 

11 b4twetn the £,,:position Linre ,1nd Wilsl lire So1Jl evi1rd there's 

12 an additional 9 to 11 nin11tes to servtce ;:hat. 

1l NO'llll , dte ridersh-ip bct.-n the Gr ~n t. ine 11.nd ttio 

1~ Exposition Lino, you ccn SH' for- th« $RT roughl ~ bQtwNn 

lS ~i' (in.1ucli bh), Tho rq.o.;on \\hy I PNll$Ont the h i gher 

16 nuffl>er 1s because the M gher nuhbel' repl"o!'SM ts ·the 

17 pote.ntla1 l'anQ;e ot addt ti ona1 passen~ers that we 1tay be 

UI abl e to take crcd i t for, pa.ssengers to l nd from the 

l<J a frpor;: and po,:ent ial pas~noer s from other l ines in the-

20 system chat are. ()art of me. ne'l!I: noM1 1no that we need to 

2l undertake t hat: ineasure oul' (lnaud1t>1e) of tM s effof' t . so 

ll n h 11vo bQen :ibht t o incorpo~to dM figvrci; of thuia 

Page 7 
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23 (11\aud!ble) bom 11n-es. 

24 And thel'I the &R.T Al terollthe. because i t does 

25 extend up to Wilshire, docs have odditional d dcn that 

10 

l it' i .nl:>ht to 1;1:1,pt ur ci frQ.11 bcting a.blq to O)(tend Tilrthtr 

2 north \)(!, )•end where the infrastr uctvN! is propQSed. 

' \'l'le do have an utin:ate of capital con. t here 

4 ,1.re a t 1eo.u two • 1tcrnati\'es , and you !i"-W the. <:apital 

cost:s e.,rlier. The conparhcn ii. 94ncr.,ny SOO- to 

' f600 mil lion for SRT, ortd St. 3 t>ill io, .)$SOCi atqd •h~ th<t 

7 LRT. we have (inaudible) based oo that sectt Ol"I be0teet1 

8 tttpe!"lal and cet1t11ry that h shaf'td with the Gi-een L1ne . 

9 And then we have. on 'inportant con,S-ide.r.,t"ior, for 

10 t his corridor; Jobs generated. AOd I have a -COffP.tri s on 

1l t here. 

12 Next s l ide. 

13 flow, l N1for.t'od to t ho onvi l"'<lnmmt1tl docun9nt. 

14 The environnon,;;1,l doc:unqnt d,:xis l"tvi ew .;»11 of ~uo topics 

15 in very great det~il . SO if you feel you don't want to 

16 rea'!J I t an there's 8. l ot of' anal ysis thert t hat you 

17 c~n co.nncnt of\ -- there! is 4 good UC!Cutivc slllflMry thllt 

UI gives Y9U a good O\'crvi~,11. so pl u .H , if you don't h 11v4 

l<J t i ne to read thl"OuQh t he eritfre doc11!1ent. there is an 

20 exe<uthe suf'lnary l'>MCh t>as1caiiy t s a suMaey of a11 of 

21 the tss.11es and hel ~s vou understtr'ld that ther"e are sotie 

22 trade -off.s thM .:ir"8 going to have to be nade in terns of 

23 understanding tnie project, 

24 Next sltde, pl ea~. 

25 SO h0'/11 do you n11k« a c:ormvit to this dcx:umm t? 

11 

1 well . today, anend'ing tttis meetin-!,. you have <1 p.ri t1e 

opportunity to .s:skc a ccxnaent. You' 11 rcc:eci ve. ~our t:'l'll> 

nfoutes of hne, &ut th1.s t.sn ' t me last . Ttlere ti11l be 

-4 add1t1ona1 put>l k hear102s : t here are three OO!'e ot "Chet, 

scheduled . And tflen )'OU can fla11 you.- conhents to fie at 

~ ny Mau·o ,1(1dnu . Yov ~n a-1Jai1 you conn$nt:5 to tte u 
;,age a 
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7 •ell , !llld r • ·'1 1 ~ceh·e it. al l t:ttcse cotinents. And you 

a can call the pr.oject hotl !me and the ~r:so11 IU'\swering. tf-.c 

!I phMe will direct you 1:0 SOlf.eone who can r E-Cord your 

10 cof'111ent.s on t he project: hot11ne. 

11 lt' s ve .. ·)' 111poru11t: we ha,;e 45 days tor ~ e 

12 COtHIAnt; poriod . tt ' s vory ilf1)or1;:int. th.st )'OU l"'C4liZ4 

13 -Chere is Mend to the ,offl'4nt period, 4nd th11t's the 20th 

l~ of October, 

15 lle)(t sl idc, phue. 

16 So here we are . The board will nake a decision 

17 on t hoH .,ltcirn::itivos- in »ovcmbor. Md thon, 

UI subse-::iuiently, the fu11 !>Oard w\H 0:t.ke a dech1on on 

19 oecetbel" 10th. AAd then rol lo-"11\Q that dec1 sloo •e wt 11 

20 do our f inal version ( inllludib10 .and, hopel'ul l)', 90 1nt0 

ZL corwtrtN:t·ion soon there~fur Md Wn hopi n1i for urv1ce 

22 soou:hie aro1,1nd 2013. 

23 Md this ends ttie or-esenu.t1on. Md this 1s 

2.: • hore- r star t to bo quiet and Hsun to 411 of you. 

2S so thh i $ .s ptt,Hc; ho.sring, .snd -.·11 $pond the 

ll 

noxt h our o r so 1 istening to you and your conncnts. t f 

yov do have additional q11esi:tons, I wcn ·1: be able to 

answer thei. d,ur h'IQ th1s ptt:i11c heartn,g t"1t1e, bn I w1 l 1 be 

.i arouOO arcer.a,•ds to answu any quest 1ons. 

So t -.i 11 h ,1nd, i 1: ov1u · to ~o.id ir.tio wi 11 bo 

~ offidatino d1u ·ing th'h ptt,lic. hear i ng tine. 

7 Ms. Reeves: )us't ;:o le;: you know. t here wi11 be a 

8 clock on t he screen with two 1Jinu~es . so pleuc be 

~ nindful of that v.tlcn you m :lt« your c,ror,ont. And. t.tlar. yoo 

10 c;one up to the 111i c; rophone, ;>lou, f.U.to yovr n~ ,1ncf 

1L speak. s1owlv and c1early 1nto the 111crophone so the court 

l 2 r eporter can 11.ci:uratelv transcr1bt tM cot111ents. 

tl our first .spuker tMS evening is Joseph Ounn. 

IA Joseth ounn: Gooo evenino, My nai,.e i s Joseph 01.1'1.n, 

15 and 1 '11 at" 740 SOu;:h Oetro1t" S t re.et 1n l .A. twre, 

16 apartment num>er two . 

17 And ny ccn.nont is th.st t think th.st tho t r., fr; 

Page 9 
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UI should go -- start out et{tlt at me f 1Sheen,n's "hart 1n 

19 Redondo 6e~ch . Fron there i t' shoul d go a.11 ltte 'l\'ay up to 

20 the Ol:1 AIJ.o M11.l l 4nd the south 6ay G111led11.: frc:1J there it 

2l should oo tot.he possible COf'll'lect1on w\th the Green Line , 

22 aoa.1 n. at the o\'er by the wa11-i:tiome Stat1oo. then 

23 continue ove,• to woi1:fl'IOOd r ark. an.6 west to (lnaud1bl e) . 

24 And 17111.t t here you h ;sv• {I. p,:irtting: lot ,1nd ,::onl:i nue ,:he 

2$ trai n w downtCMTI I nglewood. l!thid! wo11ld r ev'iQ lize t:he 

1 

• 
' • 
7 

• 
' 10 

11 

12 

" ,. 
lS ,. 
17 

1" 

19 

2<) 

2l 

22 

" ,. 
2S 

13 

are•. <;onti nve ~ .:rt to <:..,.n .;ha•. And " fter <:ren, h;sw I 

woul d «)(lt1nue 1t us:, to La csrea atid have that serv1ce (lO 

a11 tlie "·ay up atld neroe wi th the f'ut ure 'litst Ho11Y•Ood 

Pur pl e Line train at Sant a ttooica, a t'ld then~ to conti nue 

on over to Hollywood and Niohland. 

Md with that 1n mind, )'OIi would .. -on the 

sol/them oart \ t cou1d l>e ()J)ened up to a future exte<1sion 

to th• l,.ong &01u;h trans h modo1 M d { i naudible) of th• 

&lve Lin9 ( in3.vdi bl 9), So i t can bt oh:hor ~ lly,rQod . 

11.tdondo Beach or lono ilea.ch o r Sarn:.i 1-'.on ica , AAd if 

you' l"'e (1naud1ble) chtt, tfier-e 1S 11.n extetider·. 

Ms. Ree:\·es : Thank you ve r)' much. 

l just W4nt to ac:kn<Wo·lcidg• 11 couple of pciopl • ·..,t,o 

have j ust cone tn: Fron the offi ce of Speak.er Ka.ren 11-ass. 

JeM'/ wood: and. we aho t\ave Sui>ervlsor Mar k 

Ridl t)'·Thonas. 

Sl.!pervisor, did YQ41 11>'.tnt to 11',)\:t a coupl9 of 

COl'Hlft'ltS? 

Supervi sor A1d1ev•Tft0ffla.s : Good even1no. I t ' s 11ice t o 

havl:! you her e . This is th« ~ r t of the procctSs v.hcra your 

i nfl ucr.c;ci .-.ill bo u kon s , r i ()(ls.1y for tho purpo$9 of 

l'.lak.i ng &\11'9 thM: the Ol/'t C.OffiQ .S .,;l l benofit 'the ru icSE.nts , 

the 00fflllln1t y . the s takeho1ders a1oriy tMs ;:orrldol'. 

F1rn, 1 ,.~nt «> make i t' clear r r ot1 thil! very 

beg i ming that th• connooity partic:ipation 11.nd 

org;in iuti on l$ vory. very i ni,orta.nt. Soc:ond PQi n t T-hllt I 
Pa,;)~ 10 
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2 .A 

A 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

1l 

14 

lS 

16 

17 

18 .. 
20 

2L ,, 
1l 

2• 

25 

l 
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want t o ttake i n that eome<ti ol'I Ss f O!lr h11)11t 'IS 

c riticall y inpol"e&nt a s well . 

Md just as these 11.eetfogs are happerd no o,;u• the 

next several days 1n a nuffler of c 01M111ni th s. ul t1natel y. 

on oe<:eirber t he 10th, we want to make sure that. as 11any 

peopl• .:1$ c«n bre.:ithct, as c.,n noY4 .:IN .,t t:h• lffA 6<>ll.rd 

neG>ting for 1lhe purpoH Qf <:4t.1sing it- to be k,,QW that. thi s 

corddor, is inporunt and we expect U'le kind of resvl ts 

that ma.kc .!.ciiSc atid "111 elcv,Hc tiw! qua.Hty of Hf'c alcng 

tho corrido r as .,,-t'icul a ted. 

1 an an unapologetic s upponc r of 'the Li ght 11,ail 

A1 tem ac1ve. 

1 want to encourage that pos1t1on based on a 

nudbcr of t Mngs. not the lea.st ot ~ lch wHl be. 

ultiM.ul)', the nunber of jobs t~:t are c:reattd . 

Anybody here who is opposed u, ha.vi 1"Q 11JOre jobs 

1n the co/l'nt.m1w . anybodt here ..,t,o wants l ess jobs , l et me 

s inpl y invito you to go t o another- maotin9 righ t no• . 

:)Ob$, j ob$, and nor• job$ . And d«iant job$, good 

job& . Jobs fo r Ul4 contu.rnity, 

lhe o·ttiel" part 1 s eeonontc develOl)JIMt o f 1'1.e 

l oca t ion i s vu-y flff)ortMt. And, obviousl y . the htue,s o f 

a ir qual ity a nd t raffic cmgesticm will be f1M1da1,.ontally 

foporta.nt iss ues. 

15 

v.'e haVf. aroued 1 ono for the Crenshaw ,1nd so11tl'I 

isay Trans it co i-,-tdor. 'Ille. are ve l"y close to u.osino t t: t <> 

cone t o fru i t ion. It will Otll)' hllppen with y0<Jr i nput 1111d 

4 your sun.sinod 11u:on t i on to i t , you'na boing hon: tonii;;ht. 

S So ll vtry•, v,ry i lfl[.o r t;i,nt p,,r-1; of 1'.ht public NJcord i& 

6 beino created. 

7 11qafo . un Altel"Mthe, that's t he Light Ra1 1 

a 1.lten1a5thc, h really 'ilhu: l thinl: is funda.Mnta1ly 

'9 foporta.nt . 

10 In add1t1on t o m ac. 1 want eadi of )'OIJ to put a 

11 note on your sef\edules tfl-U- e<ecetbel" 10th 1s W"len t1'e ca.n 

12 b ri"ng: this hono i n .s • l!-Y 'th.st: will bit irtorthy of C"9r tima 

Page u 
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13 and potent-1aHv worthy ot O-JI" cel ebrat'lol'I H we: can lock 

14 1t fo oo t hat da.y . so do not ror.get t h at date,. Anybody 

1S fon;ici:t t h ot date -- i t ' s a nati onai hol iday ; that's 

1~ Oec.ect>er 10th. All doht, 

17 so t ha.!lk you very ftilCh for being here tcn10bt: 

13 and, tor l'>hat due? 

J.9 Th9 Avdi•~ : Oectiffl~r 10th, 

20 S11pervh o r Ridley-Thomu; O@Cf,ri)er l O'th, 

21 Ms . Reeves: l hank you , Supervisor. 

22 our next speaker wi11 be Ahn Havens. And tben 

21 fol l owing Al .m we '11 h11vc o.,mi ci:n Good1r.on. 

2A Ahn H,1.vqf\$ ; Hqllo, my n~n• is Al-,n H11~ns. t l iv4 

2S on ( inaud i bl e) 1.<>s M()el ts. t 11-orked for (1Mud1b1e) on ,. 

l t ral'lsh. (inaudible) projecu . 

• 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 ,, 
13 ,. 
lS 

16 

17 ,. 
" 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

1 su•ongly support the l 1Qht ran line al ong. 

Cronsh11w -,nd ~xpos i tion d ov.n to t.,os AA99l9s ~irpo.rt, 

t ng1~ • 

AAd ny o'U'ler ( 'in;,.11dible) signific~t differer~e,e 

1n n 1MJ1bers b,e,n.een those,. AAd I .&Bo reeoruai:tid yo u put 

(inaudibl«). tit i s .-i ll " ea Htth· b i t b i g;cr-. but 

suggest an exuns ion on the 1inQ n or-th o f Exposi tion 11l on9 

CreoShaw. "-est alooo venke. then eic-tend1no to Meo oorth 

(1naud!b1e). d~ sen Vicente. Md fl"011 there . of course. 

1C can 90 ui, La area to the (Inaud ible). 

I have no probl en wi th $.'()M bu-s operation frO'fl 

'inlshire/~'este m doi,n to the reoiooa.1 end of the line at 

Cre;nshaw and O:pos1 t 1M. sue we h ave a k1nd t,f s top oap 

bctv1un the goal to inprovc l ocal !>us scrvict: , y,hcther \'.ict 

can ~1; pooplQ beu,'Clen t,fioso po ints. 

Tha1; ' s 4.bovt it, 

MS . Reeves: l hank you. 

fol lO'lring oan iM we have Jerud ·i,rli,fl.t. 

Olllll'icn Goodlf>CO: Good e\•cning. My mme is oanien 

Goodnon. x' n tM cooJ'dina.tor for the Citizens ' ca11pa l~.ll 

to Onaud1bl e) 1n t.e1nerc Part<. 

AAd 1 wa:ni: to fl r s t: contieOO you f or acld1no tMse 

op1;i ons. It. l$ very t-h:,r th.,t a" le.ii.st t o S<l!fA dogr" Qf'I 

Pi'ile 12 
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?S the E'll'p(> t."'ine i t is neceu&ry t:o tn,c:lude options that are 

" 

l at Q.r<>t:r'ld (11m.61b1e) to av"01d ( foa1.1d1b1e) . Heweve:r, on,e 

of t;nQH options , fT~ny 9f t h0$4 option$ includo 

( inal>dib14), 

• And I want to l>E· cl-ear, My prcbl l?ll is not wi t h 

e)(penthe t r ansit projects: my pro?>lein h .-ilh e:icpensht 

6 transit p rojects built ine-fficicntly . Beu.use cost 

7 doosn't (in11.ud;bl•) a problom, t ' n ..sllting about a 

8 sect1oo between Le1nert Part (ina11dU1le). oo1no along 

9 c r~sriaw H1gh school and right 1n fl"OOt ot (1Mud1b1e), 

10 111h\eh is current.1 y propose<! to be street l evel ffl1d tfl.ere 

ll is no option for it to go underQt"Ol,J'ld, 

12 J bel hve that it is absoluteh essential 1;0 pt,t 

13 t ,io tl'l-d@roround stations 1n (1naudib1e). AA 11nderot'olkld 

Ul stittion is not an option: i t is esscnti.,1 . Furt h.:tr, thh 

1S line hun't (iMudible) . F\lrthor, th• riow York <;ity 

16 $\lbwa)' ~$SU ""1(1,er (inavdi ble), uiir.ert Park Village h 

17 the hta,l"t or th1s p-rojeet , and a st.at1on ts not an option. 

18 t.eh.her is the op~ion of a (inaudible) cro~s il'lg at 

19 E,cposition. 

20 So t'n encouraged, 8ut, l tke l say, i f you 

21 conttl'H/IE! these oz>t1ons <l l\iud1b1e) t n the process 

22 (1naudtb1e), aoa, 1nporu.nt1r, c~tittue co ina11'lta1n the 

23 prin,c;iplu o f environn,enul ju,ti c:•, 

24 Thi$ pr-o,ject north Qf £)(position. north of the 10 

25 Free'Noly has t ote all voder-orcund. If it has to l:le. al l ,. 

l unde~r'O\md 1n w1ndsor Hi lls . 1t It ha.s to oo a11 
undergl"Ound fo wi lShtre Part:. i t s hould be uMergroun.d t n 

Le1111t.rt' ?ark. I f it hu to be underground in Park Mile , 

4 i t shou-ld be 11~,erground in Par k Mesa. AAYthtng less is 

env1l"Of'l!l'Jental iojustlce. M)'th11)Q less t s (it:audi b'le): 1t 

~ 1s ttot su'fftc1Mt, and i t w111 ca11se i>red\ ttab1e deaths. 

'l Than!: you. 

Page 13 
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a MS. Reeves: 1hank yo11. 

• After Jerard we ha\•c Gen Gre<:n • 

10 len.-d lfright: Good e\•ening , everybody. t ' n J-er<11rd 

S .A 1l "tt'rioht. Transh: <:oali t too. ,ust wa,,t to nakE h: very 

12 clear that we support the 110ht ran option. 

5. 8 

5.C 

5.D 

ll l«ISt 11119()rtant t'h1ng I think 1s that ISRl as '1',t! l l 

14 ,u. ev5 R,;1p id Tr;ansi t .;-,n t>'9 ,1pp1i t <I i5 t hH it; would ruin 

1S ,ind duney property Md raise Ui<e.s in So1.rthern 

1~ Cal ifomia, spec.ifkall y LOS Mt1ele.s and ( inaudible) . Md 

17 th11.t ' !I so11:ethi ng t het no nat-ter how ( inaudi ble), th11.t ' s 

141 sonelfling thAt:'s too ~•pcrns i ve to hllvo work with the BA.T 

19 option. 

20 1 hav'e a coupl e of Questions (1naud1b1e): 

21- w.1ft.l.ef et1!, 1s ,,,....at 1s me strate,gy. current st,•-ategy, 

22 that you*r-c thinking a.bout in the tnv'ircnnent.al prouu 

2l for (il'laudible) eKtensiOl'I? Are we@.so1ute1y looking at: 

2◄ conslderlno tBi't1no unti l the lf'1lsMre Subway (inaudible) 

25 1s cOfflplece 1:0 coos1der an op1:1on for the west 1-1011.,.,,ood 

19 

1 braod'I to t i e tnto Cht,c Cl'et'lshn pl'oj ect? 

• 

• 
' • 
• 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

14 

lS 

16 

11 

18 .. 

And 11.nother queu:ion Wl!IS of concert\; At leu.,c en 

tho concop tua.l dosi9n of tflo E}(po·CN1nshaw sl.Clv.~y .station, 

i't~t oow 11: appears to l'e(ltd re the constl'uC't1on to be 

doM tw1ce. once co build 1n the nac1on and second to 

tea.- o~n the st.-eec a9a1n to continue: norttri.al"<I up tlO U'le 

city fl"QII WihhiNI Park. bey¢nd the ~ed \. ine. 

The fu1:ure 11odi ficacion of that h S¢!l'Jethin11 chat 

t tM nk shou1d te s t udi ed and l ooked at ve.ry carefull y 

bac11us• th~t:•s 11n enal'lt:illl piace of t ha pie. And it' s 

a,lso 1,om;t:hi ng 1fu1t "''O hllve ~o pay c1m:iful S$1'1$i th•ity 11nd 

con$ideration given th;:a.t (in{lu(lil:>le) 1$ 8$$1!.f'l~i al to -~ 

essentta11y. it 1s the c.en~.- fof' t1'1e conitiUll t t-,.•. 

AAd on tllat note. thank you very nuefi. 

Ms. Raeves: 'Thank you. 

After Ben •-e tlave LYM Kuw.aNra. 

!Sen <.ree.o: H@11o. illY nane is !Sen <..ree-t\. I just'. 

aante-d to say r do support the u:r opt.1on. MY 

1md4rsuindfo9 i1, .;hat 1;hq,... are op,;i on$ iritMn tho I.AT 
pa.g,e 14 
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20 bein9 consldued \'Mere tftt ti-afo would not r...i oo 

21 E,:posit:ion and connect to the opo Line Statioo . For 

22 exa"'ph the opt ion of tl'le t rafo woul<l be l O',;er ( inaud-ible } 

23 £xposit1on. 

24 v.hat r want to po1nt out 1s 1 think. 1t's cr tt1ca1 

2S t hirt thl$ Hnt - - v.ho l;hq:r i t u1ti m:iti! l y 9011:s l'IQrth of 

lfilshir. or not -- I thinl: this should turn onto 

6 .}\ Exposition ;,,nd continU4', tho train shoul d cont:i n uo, 1110t"19 

the tx.pos1 tfon Line and travel all die way to dCl\ntown. 

6.B 

7 . l\ 

7.B 

4 1he reason ""Y t say that' s cr1t'lca1 1s because i 

think that. hllvlng traveled the world Md having 

~ ( ina~ible), ;:,,!"Id I think thn having the t ra.in YA,ere we 

7 don't ti.ave 1:0 1:ransfer and can take ooe sfog.lE ride fl"'06! 

ti Inglewood or Leimer,: !)ark o r LAX al l t h e way d,cw,ri t 0"81\ 1s 

9 critic,111. Mal: i ng it qui ck and convcrn ion t is kuy fo r 

10 getting people l i k.e lfet <>Ut of ny c a.r. t f it's not quick 

11 and CQnvenierrt, IOO$t peoplt ~re j11n going .:o cootintte w 

12 drtve. I tMnk that rtdel'sh1p •111 tie a l o t M<iher. 

1l In addi t ion if it d oesn' t CQf1nect a l l of che.s.e 

14' con:ru.i i t ics 11nd LAX to do-Mitcw.n, l think we' re missin g M 

15 foportan t opportuni t y -co create a ltn.k bet.-een do .. nt ,Q'#"I 

16 and these co11111Jn1t1es tn L. A. 

17 lhat' S It. That. ' S wall t w.atited to say-. 

1$ Ms, Roq:vu : l h,1nk. you, 

11 Af ter Lynn 11,-e have O.niel Walker. 

20 L)'l'ln t<tnoahara: Hi , 11y nane is L)'nn Kv,;ahara. 1 '111 a 

2l rosidtmt en 61es.11 eoul cvard. 

22 Co 1'll know v.hen tho O)(tms ion fron Ex-po$i tion to 

n 1.4 8~a i $ going tQ- b9 apprQvod? eoc:.:iU$O I ftol yov'n; 

24 sort of ptitt1no the cart ~fore. tfle h<>l'se here . And 'tlhy 

25 hn' t the ex-:censtoo l'rors e:xposi t too tot.a are.a fur ther 

" 

l ahead than -- 11\e WE-St HOl l>ywood .ext ension se-elfts t o be 

911:tting· noro :ipprovals .:ll'l-d 4tttantion t h4n E)(po$i tion to 1.4 

Page 15 
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1Hea. 

4 -i ' tt toM bec.cen t he trai n atld the bus. If Ifie 

S trai n -- if the approval to Le Br-«11. is there , trein; 9C> 

6 t ra1 n. 8ut if it's not .go1no to oo any further than 

7 £xpos1t1on, t Mfl l 1aoul d b-e more for the bus l ine. 

8 necause you have t he cra1 n go1no ab<>ve ground w1th d\e 

9 noin w,d overyth ing, ;1nd t:h• ndjor C(lfl;trvc;t iQn -.;11 ir.t1.k• 

10 years Md ye.,.rs <i.l'ld be nort dfan,,1pti ve, ,ind everyone c.a.n 

11 be ridino the rapid buses fas ter. 

12 l don't feel that: the Lc.i-Mrt opt'ion should be 

1l thoro-, but tha-i: tho Cnt.nsMw 8oul «v-lll"<I should ba n.,da moNi 

1A podesui.,n friMClly botwun that s~'tion a.nd 1Ain0:rt. 

15 J1.1sc because there ' s a hol e 1n t he ground 1n 

16 Le111erc. doesn't lf'lean that they' re going co Qet off at 

17 L6b 1ert. lult bcc:au~e the~·s «n acec~s roa d 410ng 

18 Crenshaw, doesn't nean 11\e MlA. oets off easy Md can j11st 

l~ say, <>h, we have this extra w1de str-eet , we can just take 

20 that. 

2L l woul d 1 iko the c:t,.:srac:tcr -- I woul d 1 iko 

Z2 C:r~uh.i.w to be- vibr;)nt ~ d bring hc:k. ii;:$ ch,1r,:sc:(9r. 

23 MS , rtE.eves: Thank you. ,. Aftel" oaniel wt helve M1d\e11c col bel"t . 

2S OMicl Vlllkcr: Thanl: you. My 1)4!Ut h OM lt..,,,lku·. 

" 
l 11ve 1n che wts~heHel" .al'ea. I'm aJso about a ten-year· 

res.iMnt of I nglewood, Jn f~t, my sister still lives 

there . 

• 

• 
1 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

I'f'I the co-fovnder of a 1ll"Otrt> called Priends of 

the GNNln Li n• . wa ' vc:t bei:n adYocating for bcttur .service 

on the (;roM Lin,e for n;u;y Yll.1f$. l"t"$ j11st groat to $!NI 

so 111;111y s1t,,1r1; people ovt ttee-1"'9 ;)n,;I to hear yo;ir c:onnenu , 

what 1 was ; otnq tc say, Nl'IY ot mose coMents l'lere Mdie . 

In ny ~rea dd tri\ tcl y w uld love to Seil! an 

~tcn5i0fl to Century Boul evard and .s f,/lii!nchc,tcr .station . 

t thi nk those would be !)000. But please, please, pl ease , 

coor d1t1ate whh LAX and ~ec a oood connect1on co the 

People ,oovee. Make 1 t sobi!th1no that peoi,l e can use at1d 

9nployt15 .st VJ< c:.sn un; rju1t' $ n ot. .:snothe-r b.:sd 
Page 16 
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15 conn.e<:t1on 11ke we have at the (1naudibl@) stati on 

16 (ina udibl e). 

17 I t hink lioh1: rdl is t l)e way t o go, 81\T 

18 ( 1nat.ldible) alcm,J Crenshaw. t he l 1otlt ran 1s supe rior in 

19 t el'llls of r1derSh1p. less 1)()11ut 1on, tn0re j o?>s, as t he 

20 $Ul)frv1$or a~ti011od; $() I n ron9l y 11,dveca t• fQr t hat, 

21 And i t shoold QC> ;,11 t he w.i_y to wilshi ~ . 

22 There-'s oo- excuse for jun stopping it: at £)(po,. And i t 

23 shoul d ha\•e ~ good connce-tion •id! die i:)(po Line t h at 

14 (ina udibl e). 

2S OVon11 , i t s.eems liko two of t h4 11l t;-om ativ,$ ,, 

l sol.Ind prett y pricey, Scme of the nu!lters th;,.t I 1"0V1 d 

quen1on : .._ one 111i1e l en;th fron (inaudibl e) sut 10/\ to 

C:ent1.11•1 6:oul eval'd c o s ts a l 1110st S?30 11t111on. ,ust 

~ (ina udibl o) F~~ rcq uironenu ( i naud ib l e), r tt, i nlt you 

S cov1 d do i t nuc.ti cho.:ipor Vl.:in t h;Jt .ir,nd spond th, non,y on 

., o t her I I"$~$ t hat ~ally n Md ne.r H.ati OO$ dtld gr,1.de 

7 separa't10l'IS lltlel"e 1t nakes sense. S<> o,,era11 t<> bu1Td a 

8 light r~i1 h not going to be chHp so l et's s_pend 

9 (inaudibl e) to get it right t h~ first: t ine . 

10 Thank. You. 

ll MS. Reeves: Thank you . 

12 so ar1:er- K1<:hel le :i have oar\te f lores. And that 

13 i$ d'!f l .)$t G;t.rd ffidt I h ,1v9, 

1~ So i s there MYO-M else tN.t ha$ ,1 spea.l\:er c.,1rd 

15 o r M t Orte el se 'O'la.t l'rould 1 Hee to. s.peak? 

l(i Michelle Col be rt: Hi, my name h a.ic:he11e Colbert. . 

17 t •n II su\aholdor in this .area l!.S Wlll11 .ss Los Angel os . 

U I ;1.n f or t he light rail o p,;iQn; how,ver , I would 

19 11ke to have t t be under Ql"<>'.il'td ent11'e1y. to h1Qh11Qf\t. 

20 t hougfl, Ml)' I 'll!Ould 11ke th1 s area to be und:e1"9round, 

21 Sout:h LO!> Angeles in ny o pinion (inaud ible} and this \ S a 

ti h1.1ge discussion in 1:his <:O!tffun l 1:y, (ln audil>le). i''e 

23 a1Nady have an Expo Line tha1: does 001: rai s e uo the l evel 

24 or the cottnunt cy. t he Qua.111:Y of l 1fe at tM oiio Ltne 1s 

25 ~bsolut,l y ho rri fl c . Thi$ entire (()C!ffl.lnity (Tn audi bh, } 
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9 . B 

10 . A 

11.A 

090BO P097S5 ,. 

l Md l would like to expJ"IElss that hav1no •· oh'eo 
bott\ CO!rffun1t 1es. th1s 1s not: a bl 1.1epr1nt. 1'tt1s 1s 

v1scera1. rt's p,alpable. 1here's a huge dtffer-ence. Md 

4 tM$ is the Vnh:,d States Q'f A,ner-ie4. The ~on.$t'itution 

sutes U'l•t WE all have a right to don--8s t lC tNnqui1hy, 

• W'l ,:h 1'tie noise. the air Elli ssfons that are 0011'1Q 

7 to come into our c<mnunity with i dling t .r1tffic at the Ellpo 

.8 1..ine, end then to .,dd 11nott'lcr line m at's not gr.sdc 

9 $$p11 N1t.ed is terribly egregi Qt.ls, t W01,1ld s.;1.y •veryoni> in 

10 thh l"OOit (foaud1t11e) and t he 11'1e<iu1 t)t that's haiipened 

1L •11fl tM 11ne tn var1ous CC1r1111n1tles and pal't1c:u1ai-1y' i n 

12 South LO!. Angel es~ 

13 l hank. you. 

1~ MS. Reeves: l hank. you. 

15 After oanu , we have Orien $1111th . 

16 Oanto F1onis : Hctl l o . My n11.1ne i s ~nto Floria , ;ind i 

17 suppon. this proje<;t. 

18 

19 11: 9eu bad at n i9ht. Nlcf &ho t think •~ shOuld have 

2'0 light r~il. no buse~. 1 11ho thin l: there should be l ots 

21 of things to l ook ,st, 11nd it .,.;11 11ttra<;t noN1 and non, 

22 peopl e. 

23 Aho me tra1n s hOuld be a.c orade al"ICI above grade 

24 and. 1f' .,.,e do ha\•e undef'{ll"<Xlnd trai ns.. 11ake 1t sere 

2S beca1>se "~ have earthqval:es h$re in ~ lifomh,. 

l M$. Rq:q:ves: lh,lll'lk you. 

OW@n Snith: '°od (WEning. My ~ 119 ¼$ O.Wn Sn i th, J fm 

3 pres t<l.ent ot the arookst<le HORE'O'lll\ers A.Ssoc1a.t1on. 

4 I S-uppol't the l ight ra'il . AAd l tM n.k that yoll 

S gu)'ll h-ave done 11 9rcu job so far. AAd I.'d l ite to sec i t 

6 i n e.xpos1t1on aod (t:naudt~le). God bless. 

7 MS. Aeeves: l hank 1ou. 

' That was the l ast eard tfla.t 1 have. AA~one else 

'9 th;,,1; would lil:.t' '-0 n~k...- ;:a f;Olfff$1'11;? ,<o. 
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090HO F097S5 

10 Okay. wen , &Qtil'I. I'd Hke to thank you vet''/ 

11 nucf\. f or conir.9 out this evening and !1hadn9 your t i nt. 

12 ,rl~ us . i=or additioflal infornation on t l1e project, y,o11 

13 can oo co our website Wh1Ch 1s nHro,net/ cr enshaw. 

l'- You al so ha\'e 111.e oo,:iortuA-1ty to st:bffl1 t 

l S 11,dditim,11 i;;onntnt".;; in writ;tctn forn . k'o hiv• <:O!Jnctnt 

16 foMs \\t the registr.ttion- desll; 1otiich h,1ve R.Qd@dc:k; ' $ 

17 contact infornation on them; his Met:r"O acldrus .ind e •nail 

U i nfor'm!l t.ion. so y'ou Clln continue t:O ,r.a!(e comien~ d\a t 

19 way. 

20 

21 to come to any of those o·r an of those and pro\>1de a n 

22 add1 t1ooa1 verbal co1u1ent . we hav·e a tlyer M the desk 

13 lllh\Ch I Hts Che loce.t1onS and duu Of the h.Ul'il'IQS. 

2."1 l','q, h.:,.Yf! ¢oe tooorr"Qw night at the Los AAge1e.s 

25 ChtH'Ch ()I) Cr enshaw. ,. 

l 5,t:turday JtOrninq we have orie .tt In9lc!wood High 

SthOOl that Stal"t:S at 10:00. Arid then 7Utsday t he flna.1 

he1wit'l~ is at Tran..sfiguruion church, t.hich iS <:ti Ml!.rti n 

~ Luther King 6oulev-,rd. 

J.Qa.11\, thank ;,'Oil very 1,uch for your feedback and 

6 have a oood evening. 
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Comment: 40. 1. Joseph Dunn. 
 
Response to comment 40-1A.  
 
Comment Noted.  An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR to 
identify the transit alignment to be evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis 
are presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the Draft EIS/EIR.  This analysis used criteria 
including but not limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the 
different modes of transit and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried 
forward for further analysis into the Draft EIS/EIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that one 
alignment be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  This alignment begins at 
the southwest corner of the study area at the Imperial/Aviation Green Line Station and travels along the 
Harbor Subdivision Railroad Right-of-Way until it reaches Crenshaw Boulevard, where it would travel in 
the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and connect with the Metro Exposition Line or Wilshire Boulevard.   
The two alternatives identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build 
Alternative and a Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive 
environmental review in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
 
The Harbor Subdivision extension to the South Bay and San Pedro is not part of the current project under 
consideration.  Future investments along the South Bay portion of the Harbor Subdivision will be 
undergoing a separate and independent environmental review, and it would be more appropriate to 
provide comments on the Harbor Subdivision route as part of that project.  A separate environmental 
review process for the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension began in early 2010.  That project is 
examining the extension of rail service as far south as Torrance.  You can obtain an update on the project 
by visiting the Metro website or contacting the Metro project manager for that project at the following 
address: Mr. Randy Lamm, Project Manager, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro), One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-3, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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Comment 40-2. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 40-2A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).  The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow 
operation and the slow speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Additional traffic impacts would occur from the conversion of mixed 
flow lanes in narrow sections of Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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Comment 40-3. Alan Havens. 
 
Response to comment 40-3A 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
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Comment 40-4. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 40-4A. 
 
Comment noted.  The initial costs for construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project were refined during the final engineering phase when the exact alignment and type of 
construction was determined.  The initial costs represented a conservative estimate, so that 
alternatives could be compared with one another.  The revised construction and operating costs can 
be found in Chapter 8.0, Financial Analysis and Comparison of Alternatives of the Final EIS/EIR.  
The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, 
between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion of 
these two underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for considering grade 
separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such 
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), 
and Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, 
where there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the 
criteria of Metro’s Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at 
grade.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39th Street to 
Exposition Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 40-4B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
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Comment 40-5. Jerard Wright. 

Response to comment 40-5A.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 40-5B.  
 
Comment noted.  Implementation of the BRT Alternative would have been funded under Measure R and 
not have required an additional increase in taxes.  There is no documented evidence that bus rapid transit 
would result in a decrease in surrounding property values.   
 
Response to comment 40-5C.  
 
The extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 40-5D.  
 
Although the extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of 
the project, the design of the existing Light Rail took into consideration the potential extension and would 
be built to not preclude the future expansion and to minimize the costs of future construction.   
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Comment 40-6. Ben Green. 
 
Response to comment 40-6A. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project examined the possibility of making a rail to rail connection 
at Exposition Boulevard to enable a one trip travel to Downtown Los Angeles.  Due to severe traffic 
constrains and operational constraints of operating three rail lines on a single set of tracks, this alignment 
was determined to be infeasible.   
 
Response to comment 40-6B.  
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project will establish a link to Downtown Los Angeles through a 
single transfer at the Metro Exposition Line.  The LRT Alternative cannot go into Downtown Los Angeles 
because of operational constraints and due to trains having been built to capacity. 
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Comment 40-7. Lynn Kuwahara. 
 
Response to comment 40-7A. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 40-7B.  
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).  The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow 
operation and the slow speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Additional traffic impacts would occur from the conversion of mixed 
flow lanes in narrow sections of Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 40-7C. Lynn Kuwahara. 
 
Comment noted.  Ridership projections are based on modeling which is not an exact science.  However, 
the many cultural events that occur within or adjacent to the Leimert Park area and the regional appeal that 
this area has offers compelling evidence that transit riders would likely take advantage of a transit station at 
Leimert Park.  For these reasons, Design Option 5, a below grade station at Vernon Avenue was carried 
forward for further consideration during the final design phase of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit 
Project.  This station was not incorporated into the final project definition.  The King station is located 0.4 
miles from Leimert Park Village and would provide service to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza, as well as 
the Leimert Park Village Community.  Nonetheless, the tunnels were designed to accommodate a station 
in the future should such a station be supported by future plans and future funding. 
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Comment 40-8. Daniel Walker. 
 
Response to comment 40-8A. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project includes a station at Century Boulevard that allows for a connection to 
LAX and the future planned People Mover.  Metro has coordinated with LAWA during the entire planning 
of the project to ensure that this connection is facilitated. 
 
Response to comment 40-8B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 40-8C. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
 
Response to comment 40-8D. 
 
Comment noted.  The initial costs for construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project were refined during the final engineering phase when the exact alignment and type of 
construction was determined.  The initial costs represented a conservative estimate, so that 
alternatives could be compared with one another.  The revised construction and operating costs can 
be found in Chapter 8.0, Financial Analysis and Comparison of Alternatives of the Final EIS/EIR.    
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Comment 40-9. Michelle Colbert. 
 
Response to comment 40-9A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 40-9B. 
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
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Comment 40-10. Dante Flores. 
 
Response to comment 40-10A. 
 
Chapter 4.14, Safety and Security, of the DEIS/DEIR determined that no adverse impacts to safety would 
occur from the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would provide lighting near station areas and security personnel 
to ensure that the line is part of a safe and secure system.   
   
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 40-11. Owen Smith. 
 
Response to comment 40-11A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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COMMENTS: 41-12 through 41-26 from the West Angeles Church Public Hearing 
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ORAN ENVtROOMutTA.L R£PORT 

Wt.ST ANGELES CH~04 - CRYSTAL ROOH 
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LOS ~C.ELES, (ALIFORMIA 

0Cl06E.R. 1 , 2009 

24 FILE NO. P09759 

2S REPOSI.HX> 8Y Of.estA «., P5t6$\IT'TI 

Ms. Rco\·os: Good oveni ng and thank you for coning. 

IA9tro W91con,s you to th€ l"lblic h e,oring Qf th.CJ Draf t 

Er1v1~ntal UtP,aCt sta.t ement / ora f't Erw1roMenui uip1ct 

4 Report for the crensha·,, 1't''-l'IS1 t C<>t'l"1dor. 

l ' ri Rox i Re.eves, 4nd I ' l l be facili tat ing l'ft.c 

, neet1no this ever!ino. 

7 l hope you have a.11 had a ctiance to take a 1 ook 

8 at me d1ss>l ay boards ana have your 4uestfoos ans" ere-CI b)' 

'9 projqct; $t:aff , If you h:iv, n't h;td dl.:it cha,n1;4. t hoA will 
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09 1001 1'09759 
10 be al\Othe_. oppo,.t·un1ty at. the end ot the even1nQ to do so 

11 because our pro, e~t Stllff will be hat19in9 «round for a 

t2 • h i le. 

13 \>.hen rou cane tn tonight. y-ou 111~t'e o1ven a few 

1, handouts. 'liie have a fact sheet, a c-orment card , and a 

15 speaker card. The tact sheH 01ves you an ovei-v1ew of the 

t(i alt4m;i.th•9s t h~t .,rci being <;on$ider ed. .>.ncf t;he c:onnqnt 

11 foon 9 ives yo1,1 inforna1:1'on Qt'I hO\lt t<> prQYi de ;,. ccnnent in 

13 wri'ting, 

19 ihe formot of ttu: 11:eeting t:Might wi ll begin with 

20 11. br-ief p rcsont11tion f;cm our Project M.,n1191r, Rododck 

21 Qi;:i.i , Fo110'ring 1:ho pronnt.ntion wq will $tll.l"C our fora:il 
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clarificat'ions . tf you h :avo addit;ion.:il connqnu after 

6 your ·d lfl@ 1s up, )"OU a r e wel<:011e t o f 111 out. a COftffM t. 

7 toM . AAd \f you do have add1th:iria1 Quest1ons . you c·at\ 

8 SCA)" 4M meet .,.1th II.Oder'! ek <11'\d SOt1e Of t he ot her tea.ti 

, nenber$ a fter th-e conne.nt. period, 

10 L\ch speaJcer is 11iven tw0 minutes t.o pr,ovide his 
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25 .,,,e'd Hke to extel"ld our apprec1u1on to. 1't1at tncl1,;::fes 

' 

l the Sus Aiders. \lnicn, E.npow,emerrt coooress Wen A.rea 

2 Ne i ghborhood oevelopi,en t c«incn, Los Angeles tie1_ghbomood 

Ini t i<11th•e, Junior 61ind of AAe-rica, Cherrywood S1ock 

A Cllh, Wut Angolcis churdl, Ko1;hQn; of East l..,A. , ;o.nd tJ,o 

o11cc1 i.-,g- e-1ock clllb. l'haftk. you al l for con1no. 

6 At t his t 11tl! t'd l1ke co i ntroduce our Pro ject 

7 MAil&~/" Rode d ck 01U. 

ti ttr , Diu: Thank. you all for conino tonight, We 

'9 do k.l)OW you' re taking 1:¼111e out of Yolir busy s.<hedules and 

10 your evenings afld d1nne r i-o jo i n us for t his vel")' 

11 inportant project . Al'ld , hopeful l y, you 'vo had .:i chnn~ t o 

12 tal k t o n-,ny of u5 to 9e:c. your S4fl.H of tho projoct. 

13 kany of you Q've sun on thi $ journey ,,,e•ve .b-e~m 

14 on t or t he l ast tw0 years . euc tor scne or yo11 l'.hO are 

15 n~ to u~. t hanks for taki ng the time 2nd catc.hing up. 

16 So, essentially, tt,'O a r,: h e re at a ver y inporta.nt 

17 cfoe on chi s pJ'IOj ecc lfflich beoa.n n,o yurs a.~ with t."M 

111 sea.rt of chh tw'WI ronnenul review of "hat wpes of 

19 1nvesttten ts s hould 111e th1 nk about tor the crMshaw Tr'il'IS1 t 

2'0 C:or l"idor • .t.nQ so v.h"' t we've b4Qn dQi n9 is we' ve l;4en 

21 doing a 1ot of analys'i$ over the laSt. fe,i· yo.rs . a l ot of 

22 wo..-k with you a.!\d to hur yo11r CO!lrlel'\t-S and react i ons co 

13 what we've present ed you so far . Nld w.c ' ve fo<:orp·o ra ted o 

2~ l ot of t hat into v.hat's c all• d a d r..'lft <1nviror11f'lllntal 

2S i np:u; t St4t4nent .tnd -,, draft env\ rotunon tii inp,,:ict report • 

• 

l i he r eason 111hy it h as t'lfO fHlite-s, it. serves t."!fO 

2 pur poses. OM at the fe.dera1 l evel o111d one u t he stat e 

l evel . Md $0 tM-S dOCIMrlEc'lt is OUl'. th(i>fe. t f you' ve Ptad 

4 a ch111u;4:1, chore 4N co' s of t ho ~ ,;111ncint hG:re for )'Ou t"O 
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take home. theee are haf"d cop1u up there fol" yo:.. to look 

6 at. Tfuere 11re also ha.t'd C:¢?i e l av ailabl e a t all of t'he 

7 loc.al public: libr-,rics . so -- aNl, eucnt-i a l l y, this 

8 nHutone. t Ms docu11ent" h nOlf ~leased i-o tM oubl1c. 

9 and we a.st yo11 to re\'ie'lf 1t 1f you 111:e and ttien ttake a 

10 cot111etit t o us about the a \ t emat\ ves t hat ar"e <:oota1ned 

U W"iU,in t h .:it dQc;umqnt ;uid du<:ribed i n th\l.t d01;umen t ;:a nd 

12 the .m11.l ysi$ that 11,'e;•ve done related -i::o thou 

u altemanves. 

14 so if" you 9ffln t 1t11>rc 'informt ion, you c~m go to 

l S ... -..n11tn,. nc-t/cn!nsh.B". aut plcau S111kc surec tco give us 

Ul your CO'frJOnl; by di,; '26th Qf Oeto1;>4r ; t h .:it ' s ""4" our 

17 •15-da.y period ends . AAd after 1:ihat day, we will c-ons tder 

u a1l ot t he conf'lents that we ' ve !'e-<:ehed by. that day. 

19 S(I nut Slide, pl ease. 

20 So, essentiall y, we have ~0111· .ihernatives in the 

21 draft environnwii:al doc!Allenc . Md so the first oro 

22 repl"eset1t so11e th1nos that don' t i nvolve a l ot of 

23 in'fr:in;nictun . 

24 And th4 f-i r $t one- i $ actu;,.11y <::alle-d ~e 

25 No"'611ild, And th.ac repres.ents i,tia;: WO\lld WE do i f liE did 

' 

l noth1no. I f '1e d1d eveeyth1no else "that 1s pla11ned 1 n the 

c:our'\-1:y but d1d ooth1no h'I: th1S corr l<tor. so that' s the 

ll0-6u11d Alter'MCl¥e. 

• The se<ond «lu rM.tive h called the 

Tra l'ISport..t t fon S-ystelf Mattaoe~nc Alt:ernat \ ve . SO t hat 

6 represent s what would we do 1f Yit nad@ ffr1nor 11fl.prove.tiencs 

7 i n th.a co r d dor . so you s«e it's repre.':ient ed by~ s,o.ri as 

8 of Metn, inpro,.'i!ll'.41nts. t o ,:ho Motro R.1,pid $ys1;4m in the 

'9 ,o,.r idor. So lln9n you H8 the 710 ~ t he 140 that 

10 opel"a.t:e u p and d'°""'1 the .corri dor 1"19h t 1'10"1'. you 1t.19ht: 

!l 1npl"o'1e ch~ f l"ie-t:; uenc:y on that and Nybe add a thi.rd 1 \n e 

12 thai-: would operate a l on9 U'lh corrido!'". 

13 So t l'iose are ;:wo al ce·rnat ives that we loot<ed at 

t• as pal"t: of our f-edera1 at1Cf -su te r equ1 renenu. 

15 The ,,eJ(t s11de shows llha-t we call t>u11d 

1~ al tem:1.cives . SQ bvi1d :ih e m .i.tives ~re whu l'.'04!1d we <Jo 
Page 4 
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17 11' we d id i,ak.e ati 1i'westl11et'lt 1n tnf rastruc:tuf'e and strv See 

18 .-hftin t he co r-rid o.- t hat ' s IWre ttian soncthir-g 111foor . 

19 So lfE. have tlfO al ternatives , l'\"e have \•,hat ' s 

20 ca11ed a ISus Raptd Trans1;: Al terna:th·e and a L10ht k.a:U 

n rratis1t Ah:ernat1ve. &OU\ of chese alternatives r oug.hly 

22 foll ow t hcr unR .:ilignnent , fo11m,ing o .-ai lr-o:id righl:·of 

23 q y c.alled the .. .,r1)or s..tdiv1$ion th-'.t i•sed t<:> be the in;,,in 

2'4 line that carried ,;,11 the u-,ins fr'(ldl the ports to the 

25 country. 6ut since the Ah1~da corridor oper,e,d, t h~ 

' 

1 tra1 ns don· t operate as tl'tQuentl y oo that r1ght -or--way 

Z 11.n~orc. And ~n chey t one.· Cl"tnstia Bouhvanl up to 

the Ex-PO'Si d on Li ne in the Col$t of .. Ligh;: Mil 

4 .Alt ema~ve , and uo to Wilshire 8<1vlevard in the case of 

s the !!AT Al ternui ve. 

' And I' l l doscrib-e tho hl>l.> .ah:o rn11t ivcrs as wa move 

7 ;,,lon9. 

• ,1ext $l i de, 

• so •e st<1r1: •ttb the BRT Al ternat1ve-: t ha.c stands 

10 for Bus Rapi d Trans1 t . Mlny of you NY hllvc.' been to Sim 

1l Fo m ando valle y \',flore we M\•« 1tn Orange Li ne : so it',; very 

12 s foilar to t h.at: oranoe Lfoe servke . I n this corddor. 

13 beu.us.e ther e 1s exist i ng tra1n seNke that oi,erates 1n 

14 the Ka.l'bor su!>c.1lv'I s1on Ulat has opecrat1n9 rl $f\ts to 

1S c:on?;.ini:,e op,er:i.ting , t he righ t -o f --w:i.y i$ n;t.rrQ'N . 

16 So i .n order to fh: still within the rloht .. of .. way 

17 "'1th dW 6us Rapid Tran s it. lane, we have what 1s called a 

UI g uided bus.11y - - so it' s kind a. of li t:tle trad: for the 

1~ bus,cu to go on ; so it's II narra.'Vr lllno -- ll 911idcd bus·N.'ly 

20 11$ we p:1$$ t>y N -'; rport wi t h ~ m11j or eonnec:;;i Qn to 

21 Peopl e mvee thn connec n c<> the a1r11ol't. AAd chat 

22 busway tl'avelS thr¢UQh tfle c i ty of ·w9lelrr0od, serves 

2] do.nro-t.n InglHlood. a nd them cones h-e r-e to --cronsha" 

24 &oulevard. In Crenshaw 8ou1evard we ha\!@ a bu,s-exc.l us ive 

25 bus l a..iw 1n Crensha ,r IK)Ul evard adjacent t o the CUl'b, and 

7 
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l 1 t travel$ Fron the Harbor subdivision up to the 

£)(position Line. 

Md north of tM: Exposi1:1on Line there a.re no 

, excl ustve bus l an.es proposed. ee-cause as you Oet" cl oser 

to the 10. t ratflc vo1ut1es 1ncrease atid the street 

(i n., rt"OWs . tt be<:.Offl9$ diffic;ult to dtdi c;.:ite- n t r.,ffic; l 11.n4 

'f f or 171e purposes of buses. a bvs: lan.e. so it tr.tvel$ wi th 

.a: respect: to all the other traffic as 'tit approach Wilshire 

9 Boulevard. Md i t h4s II ttonec:tion then at 'Nil shire 411d 

10 (in1100ib1t). 

U ih9 tn1.s9 C0$1; of thh ,1l.:omo11tive is roughly 

12 betw~l'I 1 500- atld J600 t11 111oo. depef\d1ng on how -.·e·re 

13 abl e t o 9et the bus l u es . so the.-e ate sone sectlOI\S 

14 • here the street riar rc,,.S 1111d it My be d iffi cul t to sec:u.-c 

lS these bus lanes, 
16 1-1ext slide, ple.ase. 

17 so 'thM we have a. t.1Qht Rail Transh. Al terna.tlve. 

1'I So, euen t"i11,1\y, t;ho $/IM gcinonl al ignmmt fo11o..-ing the 

19 H,1 rb-e>r StJbdivh.ion frQfl d'f!l! &<>I.Ith fl"()!f, th9 ~ni@n Lit19, 

20 thro..,gh de>111n1:0"lill'I Inole-Nood . connecting wh:h 1N!' ai ri>0rt 

21 Peopl e IOO\tCr' hcN!. through dc...ntc:r.vn 1ngle<wood, <Ind d\et'I 

22 connecting up cren.sh1tll' lllld cndin9 here 1Jt the Expo.sition 

2~ Lino. 

2-1 1>.ha1:1 s 1mi:iornnt: to note 1s chat cM s dghc !tail 

25 rrat1s1t Altetna.dve dou coonect you w11:h ~ e Green L1ne. 

' 

l 'So 1011. could fol"esee.ably l\a\'e sone t:rains that cone. here 

fro.n th« Redondo &eech St a t i<lfl, continu0: nortti t o t~ 

Cr$Tl$h:iw conntsnit.i•$ and ,:hon (;OM9Cti ng for a ~ransfor-

.:i h11"4 ilt th@ fX:p()& i tion Li A$, And ;'OIi- 1/,Wl d ha.Y@ tr;i,ins 

here t t'Ott r,o:-,,alk be109 able to C<>M up a lso through ttl.e. 

~ sane fofruttuctu r-te and corinect to tfW! air port as ,.-en. 
7 "The Li~h t Ra il "Tr-.snsit Al temativc docs end here 

.s a c me Exposi c \on t:l l'le, b!J'C 1t 1to11ld ha-..e a pl"Ovision to 

'9 oo nor-ch coward wl1sh1re aoolevard l'IWl'I there's so11ecM no 

10 to COc'lMCt. co M w11sMt'e eouievard. we do.ht n°" depl ct 

11 .,,n "fl(t11n&i e>n going 1:0 Wihhirq/t,.;i 8r11.:i. 
Page 6 
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J:2 1101t, die re ~re 9rade sepal'a t lons us«tated w1 th 

13 this altern11.ti v« . lfe do 1-.a\•e to pass underneath the 

lA rurv,,;ays of LAX and 1:hM over Cerrtt1r y 8011levaf'd . over u 
15 C1erte,g.a and t he 405, and ov·er La area A.venue , And 'Ille' re 

16 elevat ed ben.t M 60 th ano 67th streets. bastca.1 1y , ancs 

17 t;hon undorground bou~,n 4$th to 3½tti Strut; through- tjMI 

18 11.trborMLeinert Po"lrt: vill;:i r,e. "''e ' l"8 underoro11nd {llono 

111 Crew\Vlaw in t M:c section, 

20 lhiS definiti on of t ht Li~t Ra 'il Tr WIS1t 

21 .\ltem a t h>c has a n ~ t i n11te d co~ t o f S.l.3 n;l l ioo, $1300 

2'2 n H 1 ion that's dopict9d thti rci. 

23 Nex t s lide, pl ease. 

Okay. 1n respoose co our env11'ont1enu1 ana1ys 1s. 

25 • c tnocorporat:ed several dut ~n option:. int o ~ t."ight Rail 

l irans i t Alterna t ive, and U'lc,-q arc s h dopictad in the 

doc;11n1tni;, And wq 'll 90 dlrough t:hom vory quic;Vl y, 

\t,'e have., st,n .i<>n that' , closer to 1:he Peopl e 

• 

4 Mover. e loser to century OO-Jlevard , near that major com.er 

of Avi at-ion and century t o make it elevated tfu!N!. 

6 Option is a 9r11.do scpar11. t ion at M1111choster- . 

7 Opt ion 3 is a gra~e separat ion t hu \li0u1d pass 

8 the t r act<s 1.mdemeath CMtlnela. 

9 opti on 4 _..-ould take th1s elevated se<t1on betwun 

10 60th ~ G7th Strtet Md pfoce it md-orground, 

11 ot,tion S would add ,1 statioo. 11,her e there fa 

12 currenth not ooe l)lann.eo at \'ernon Avenue closer to 

U 1.ci 111er t. Park, dte park tfle.-e. 

1~ And than Option 6 woul d, r-..'lth<tr th11n having thh 

15 1,1nderg!"Wnd sec1;i w cone up to s1;r 44t l evel , woul d 

16 co1\ttnue the underQround seec1on to ha-.•e passenQe r s 

17 transf.e r at ci\e E.Xao~1t:ton t.11'1t. 

UI so those arc six o;>t'ions ; tncy var y in co~t 

l<J betwe-E.n ll nillion here- al"d then 2J$ milHon for the shth 

20 des1~ cpt 1on. 

2L 11ext slide. please* 

ll l nport11.nt.l y fo r bQth the l;-u,io$, and 'Cho train 

Page 7 
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23 a1temachu, .e J'te~d to clear a s l t:e tot n9.11'1tel'lance 

24 facilities. essentially, t hey need to go hone and get 

25 cleaned isnd 1111 i nui incd for the next d,1y of scl"'\'icc. AAd 

l t ht re .i.ro two s i tu. Orte. bcrin9 '°n$idctrtd htNI in El 

2 Seg11ndo between ~ r,1ilroad tracks nor"theut of the 

J comer of Rosecrans anti sewlveda IM!ar the Ct'levn::in 

4 rcfiMry. Ar-.d then one. h ere 'in Ifie westehuter 

noighbo rhood on the oisst• m • dgc of thci lt'ostch«stor 

, noigN;orhood in dli s indutrial ,1.r44 ju;t north o f ,;hi> 

7 tracks just .:est of t he 405 Free.ay. so thos.e t\'l'O 

8 t1a\ntet'Laf'lce rae11 1ty s i tes a.-e also evaluated 1n the 

9 doe:uMn t. 

10 1<ext slide, pl e.as.e. 

10 

1l So no11 we have how do t hes.e a1ternu1ves c0.11part 

12 to one anotl\e.r? Like t said . t hey follow the sa1te OEMra 1 

13 a.Hgr.mcint, $0 lor.'s try to conp1u·• IIPQlGs t:o 4pplos. 

14 t;r"n 1.i nq to th4: Expos it;i('A"I t.. i nt, th4)' both $:tvo t r ;a.V41 

15 tine. 81\T saves 20 per ce.rrt above 'lilat i:he equiv,1lent 

16 Metl"O ;t.apid ser .... 1ce w.vul d be: Che Li ght Ra.11 TrMS1 t 

17 Altem,11t'1\'c saves 43 pe.rcct1 t ~bove v.ha t t he ec:u ivalCAt 

UI Motro bpi d s , rvico v.vul d bo. 

l<J 'The !1-A.T Al te mati ve does exund for a lonoer 

20 sect. t<m. and t t would take 40 ti1ru.ites e11d to end tron 

21 wnsMre to the Green Line ror the a~T Alternat ive. 

22 

23 &RT Alternative has about 10 ,000 rider$; t he un 

24 A1 t em at1ve has about n.ooo riders. rakino into accoli:l\t 

25 t he f<'l c1: t hat tfar 8A.T Al ternati ve t'.-lln con!'lcct to t he 

11 

1 Wilshire Col'rhior wi thout t r i!CkS Mid without atl e)(Cl us ive 

• 

bus 1- , the BAT Altcrn11ti\'c h ~ble to 11.chi e\•e I!. l i ttle 

bi,: hi,oher rider ship. 

so then we have the est111ated caphal cost . The 

BA.T !\1tefnat1ve 1s soo - t o 600 11111100. The base cost of 

~ t h$ Vt.T J.,l t $t'nO.ti Vtt i s ~otlt]. ' b illion. 
Fage a. 
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7 AAd thetl "~ have a co,1par1S0r1 ol' jobs. 

a Next sl ide, pl ede. 

!I So these °"l:> al ternatives . there are a lot -of 

10 potent1a1 fopacts assocfaud wi th the111. and we have to 

11 analyze t<1hat tl'tOse 111pacts a~ -1th respect to a l ot ot 

12 d ifhNZnt c::,,u;or-io of thlJ envirom,.nt: . .t.nd rilerct ::,,~ 

13 tt~ny ~ter, 'In t:he erwi l"¢fl~nnl doc;ulfent, t1J1d theu· 

l~ t )'pes of inpans ..ire all 6oc\llferrtetf in t hat doc11ftient for 

15 you to evaluete 1-',tlat you think 4.bout t hose t'tll) 

16 11.ltemativcs . 

17 IIOXt sl id•, ph,ue. 

UI So then. 1f you've read the docuaeAt or you've 

19 re.a(f the exec1.n:he suntiary -- by the way, there 1s afl. 

20 ext-cuthe s ,.mnar)' i f you &n't .ant to v--«de tfi..-ough that 

ZL t hi<:k.. book; t tlat' s al so <>n the co and it's a.ho 

22 dowiloadab1e as \>i'ell , 

23 You ca..'I 111ake your coonent here ton1~t . e:ut: Ch1s 

2.: isn' t the end. You can und nc sona nail u ; my offic·• 11 t 

2S ~etro, Yo\l .;::,.n ~-1r,1i1 nt, lust 11111k.• sure you i ndi.;u• 

ll 

• 

that you• re .riting a co.'!lncmc- fo r U"I• Crenshaw Tn.n si t 

Cot'ridor. Or )'Ou can call our project hotHM . )ust oia.ke 

surt to do one of those tMn gs by the 26th of O<tober. 

11exc s11<1e, please . 

So ..t\11:t cloo ,:his 411 n:e::,.n? I f yo..,•v• spoken or 

~ sut;,,ni ·tted a 1ff' i"tten co.nnent. v.tt,n hilp1X1:ns? we h,we. a 

7 put>1 k coimen,: period tha,: ends on OCtober 26th . and then 

8 our board 111tkos ~ dec isi on. lt' s 1t t wo-step pNX:C!.'5-. we 

~ go through the Phnning and Progr11nnin9 Connin«o 

10 Move.tt:i,r J$th, nnd th9R t;Q our f innl bo4rd nec.~i ng 

1L oeceffler 10th 2009. 

'12 AAd then, depencUng on 'lihtcb aiteM atlve 1S 

tl chostti , there•~ ,rore dcsi91"1 wo" I< doo-e. 1,.ore wwironne.ntal 

IA al)alysis done, and ,:hen we COfte 1:◊ a fornal point called a 

15 recol'(I of dectsioo. ·111e 're olarin1r,o for thu 1r, 1:he fall 

16 o r 2010. and then f our 1:0 stx years or constru.ct1on. AOO 

17 n ' ro looting 11 t .nn op,ming d.sto of !M)'b~ ~14- So tt\lat ' $ 

Page 9 
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U l!hat we're l ooking at Ml"e. 

19 11ext sl ide, pl ease. 

20 so thh i.s the. point: i n time 11-hc:ire t .start to be 

21 qu'\n: and h ' s time to l isten to you . l<lha1: r w111 say as 

22 Rox1 11\troduces the cot1t1ent oer1o6 1s that 1 t he1ps us 1f 

23 you b ike your comnent u spec1f1c as possi ble, 1t you 

24 p inP.oint i t to ;, s;;4c;ific; loc;,11;ion or v,hMev,er in v.Titun 

2$ foon or in spoken forn , Md , i f you have ~Y further 

13 

1 quiesti Ql"ls, w,e art froo w 11n s11~r ~he11 ,1f u r all o f ,;hi> 

1h11>1 k hear1no. eut out of respect tor everyooe "'ho \s 

spea.k1n,g, this 1s ,~ t t t1e co b~ qu tet and H sten to you . 

4 S(I let' s be_g\n t'he conm:nt l)C!riod. 

S Ms. Reeves: Just to ~i terate- the protocol fo r the 

~ coo11ent oeriod: l!ach speak.er wil l have two ninutes 1:0 

7 provtde h1s or M r connMt. Please co11e to the 1ticr oi:tione 

II wh~ your n11n• is <;A11ed. AAd r9fflerftor to st;11rt by 

'9 s t,n:ing yo1.1 r n~ " nd $pe.a,l:i 119 Gh:al"ly into tfi• 11iGt'Qpti.Qn9 

10 so .:t.at your Goq,l)@nts c-a.n be acc1,1raoly t r ans.cribed by our 

11 court n!~orter. 

12 our f i rs t speaker toni ght i s oanicm Go«lnon 

U fol lowad by Lar ry ;o.'i 1lillllls. 

l◄ C>aJllien Goodltloo: GOOG evening-, #iy ri.t«e is 0011~en. 

15 GoodtlM. I'i'I ~ cool'dtM,tor ot me F1x Expo ca11pa1on, a 

H group 'ttlich 1s f'i ghc1ng t or l"Oad saf ety anCI e-c-ooon1c ati-d 

17 envir«.menul j 11n-iG• on the £xpo Line t hat' $ being b vilt. 

18 And we're obvi ously Gonumed abou-c this p roject, 

19 Let' s st.art with Vie good s"tUf f. 'fle'-ve. added 

20 portions of the 1 inc underground. t n other por rlon s, 

2L you' '/4 .:iddetd opti oot,. 8111;. thcin their , ~ rci ot~r portions 

n ..-hqr-e thci re are no op t i~$, SpeGifio lly, t,hq portion 

23 betw~l'l Le 11.'1ert Park v il lage and Hide Park one block ofr 

24 of c ren sha.- Ht"" school , righe ne11t to Vie• Park. 11.igflt 

25 there a t Slauson and Crenshaw, there h a subs t.antial 

Page 10 
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t.et' s be el ear. O'Jr posi tloo iS that bU11di ng a 

bus.way is H ke doing notl,ing . 

A Md let sie ask; \'.ho hert is for 4300 less jobs 

fo r SOtn:h Los .vioeles? 
6 so 1ec's ha\'e a l 1Qht ra1 1 11ne. b11t let' s ha!/e 

7 it 1:t• 4-qu it11-b1$; 1cit•s h:iv• it bo s.:afe. ;.nd v.tu1t yov 

~ dictt · t 1tenti on is t h«t every"thing: th•t goe$ t<> U'is J.0 

9 Freeway on this 1 ine has t<> be underground, Everything, 

10 The 'llflol e pi·oj~t. so if i t hh t o be und11:rgro11nd il'I 

11 Hancoc:k Park, i t should b-e undc.r9ro11nd in Hyder Pa.rk. lf 

U it h u t o bo und'cirground in tho P:irk Mi l o , it ncods to 'c• 

13 underol"OOnd 1n Part i,cesa. 11<> neoot1at1no. forc1no 011r 
1A cht ldren, our trarl'tc , our coi1t1un11:y co neooc1ate ntecy 

15 or e.rfvi .-onne.ntal dhruptiOtl. 

16 lhey'NJ gettil'lo a first •~hu subny oo lfilshiNJ; 

17 'i6 b1111on, t>oo't talk. to us abot1t oioney, talk to us 

18 abo11t ec,o1cv. £.xplain to 1.1s w.hy <1ur chndrtn, v.tien t:hey 

HI aro crossing Cr«n5h1!."' Boui• \•:ird, 5hou-ld not have that 

?O tr~in SQ foot underground- ,:md s hould i n$tOad h ave it 

2L c;oni ng .it then 3S ~nd SS nil es per h<1ur at HN!:et level , 

?2 so •e w111 support efforts t<> continue an opt10r'I 

13 of 411 underground on cre.nsha"' eoul avard. Aod we hope 

2~ that you hear tt;., t;. Va h ope that you l<tarn fl"Offl the 

25 nisu.kes tha:t )'<)u ffade on Expo. 

l Thank you. 

Oh. last thing, Myone. h er-t 11,ho ltllants to 

organhe t h b cO!ffflUni ry to 1Ukc s ure t hat tfla t ~ ti0,"t 

15 

4 continu,u to bo puhod, we ho11vo cl ipb=rds. G41c- U$ on tho 

S trAy QUt. Thoro .,~ sone people in Ute roQn 'MIO hAvo 

6 c11pt>oards as we1 I. we t1eed -.•ou. P◊l'.'er concedes nothlft9 

7 -1tt~Oll t def1&.nd . 

a "Thank you. 

'9 Ms, ftee.ves: l hank you. 

10 After Larry 'lllilHatt,s li"e ti.ave Clint S1lfffl0ns. 

11 I S Lal"/")' sti1l bere? 

12 0lu1y, Wfl '11 got to GliM, 
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13 cl1nc: s1t111oos: GO()d even1ng, my nai.e ls c11nt 

14 s ·it1110t'ls. I'11 wi th expo CCl!Tf.un, t \ u united , an 

1S or911.n i:ation tha t consists of hone owner!. ' asso:: iations u 

1~ 'ti:el l as shareholders alono the £xpo r 1oht-of--wa y. 

17 V.tiat we see het't w1th t he Crensha• L1ne, i f h 1s 

13 bull t by o,,e ot the alnmathes that are i:,r uently 

J.9 pl~ntd, it ,rill <;reat, somcr probl~s for peopl9 in thlJ 

20 uea f rw an ae&ffie tics POint of view -and a s.aftty hazard 

21 poio't of view, Sr,,ecifiu.l ly , the area fron Vernon or ~ath 

22 screet do"'" to '60th 4t s.et 9'""de . 

21 lt.'Q' see l'A'lat happcinod wi tfl diet E,cpo Lina and t-,cy,., 

2A it dividod th4 ~ ,unity nor-th MtQ s outh v 11ffic . All 

2S that will be 1nterl'e red w1th 1f 111.1s t.ra1n suys at Ol"ade ,. 

• 

• 

l frO!l that poirrt. And as 1t transitions fron the Hyde Part( 

area up co, the O\'erpass as 1t' s cal l ed, o r- tl\ere at t:he 

ovorl)ll$.S, •'la h1w• ltid s «>ning out of Hydo Pa,rk ElQn0;nt11ry 

School , It,'$ h~,_.. QOr k.ids frQ!f Cn!Mh~Jr; High, "''4 h.lV1! k,id$ 

frc.i view Park. t1i9h, Tha1:'s all alooo i:hat s.mie 

r'ight- of-\'o'4Y there. 

7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

lS 

16 

17 ,. 
" ,. 
21 

22 

23 

24 

ihh could creat e a bad probhm, for us going, eut 

and west at Slllus()l'I. You k.na.,,· -.hllt i c• s liko n~\· trying 

to 110 through fo the eve,,\ino dudttii rush hour. Md you 

can tinaoe •hat It "ouid tie wttn a tra1n t r aveling throuQh 

tMre ev~l'Y two-and-a-;f'lal r t o f' 'ive mh'lutes. WI! l'\OUld 

no,,..r be ._ble 1:0 9ilt acT<>u i::he ,u•u.i::. Anet 'then "''e wi 11 

ha~ a loi:: of pollu i: icm thai: 11,ay, 

tveryone l U:es 1:0 cc11e in afld try 1:0 sell jot>s. 

But 'lltlcn it conn do,,f'I to it , you fi nd the people living 

hoc-4 11.N not going t o got. t.ho jobs un1Q$$ 1" go~ out hl!N 

and push for i t , 

so ftbat we al'e saying 1s leam fron the upo 

L1oe . Lct•s kee.p t he c renshair.· Lint- 1mdergro111d . cut and 

co~•er W0Uld be f i ne fron E":i,,posi t ion ,11.ll the -r out to ?tic 

Green Line. 

so t h-a.fl-!( you tor <;11V1no us the chance ~ speak. 

MS. Reeves: Thanlt you~ 

our r.o~ $1)i!ak.ier h ;ivdi 11.iedn:11.n follQWild by 
Pt4e 12 
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?S Juli an Lall'b. 

" 

l Jud1 Rednan: He1lo. n,y natte 1s ,ud1 11.edinatl. I'll with 

• 
• 
7 

8 

• 
10 

ll 

12 

1l 

1,0 

l S 

" 
17 

18 

" "' 
21 

22 

23 ,. 
25 

1 

4 

th(t Bus Ridors IJn i<;in ;i.nd 11_ r ct$idon1; of tho I.Oimll'rt P11,r k

Cren$h;:1.w•Vernon 41~11,. 

J'n heN! today to v<>ice SIIPIX>rt for a systeti of 

bus-0f'l1)' l anes oo crcnsMw aou1e.11&rd and voice QfJPOSiticn 

to the cons t ruction of a l ight rai l. 

k'o Applaud tho ipl'P4rtS llt MTA and Supervisor 

R 1dl ey-Thcnas to focus Ol"I the trat\s1 t needs of the peopl e 

Of' south LOS Al'\Qeles . 

AS .-;: ill kno.,, raster and tiette.l" -Jtl"Vl~e &lCll'l9 

Crensh;).W would bo ,1n i11pon,1nt s1:ep in the right d irecti oo 

oive.n the long ht story of sub-sta.ti.dard transi t se.rvice in 

~outt"I L .A . 61rt ev·er s t oce KTA beo,a.n build ing l'a11s in 

t. . .t.. <.war 20 yc11r-s l!.go, b us ridars -· the v:nt ms jor i ty of 

th9111 bhct ,1.nd l.,1cino, PQor ,:ind w:,rk ing ch.H y4QPlo - 

holve been paying the pric,e, Ri g!).: now NT.A's long- r;mge 

trans1 t plan ce.11 s f'or }O )'ears of' r.are 1nel'eases and 

service euu for b~s rider's 1'.hi111! it. phns to s~nd 

hun6rcdi of b ill iom. of our ux doll .an on r iti1 and 

M~t const ruction. 

sotte •Ill say Shouldn't <:ret1sha• oet a ran \f 
the ~scs1de 1S 9ect1n9 me1r Sl1bwar and c.10t1ntoit.r1 

c;on111-•ter$ ,1;re l)t~ ing their ~gio!'H).1 conneuor1 

Challengino rac;ism in MfA policy is oµr nvtt'oer ooe 

concem . eut 'II@ believe the dvil r1ohts of south L.A. 's 

18 

b1ack atld Lati no transt t t'1ders car, tie guaranteed throu;)h 

a nushe 11!Xpans1oo of d\e bus syst.ems that ser-ve a11 or 

Sout:h L.A. not j us t the. Cnmsha• corridor. 

l he &us i:t1ders Vf\ion•s Clean Air aod Econor,ic 

Justice Plan ulled on "die H'JA. to @.lepand b11s ser"\•ke b)" 

~ 500 buses. expafld n1gl'lt ar.d l'.'iE!ekMd service. create new 

'l npid :ind fro,w:iy oxpre$S linos, ~~ in\'Ht $1S0 nillion 
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a 1n a necr.-ork ol' bus-only l at1es t hl'0UQh0ut t:M el'lt \ re 

9 COl"lnl.l"'lify. 

10 11.'e ur-90 SUpcrvhol"' rtid1ey-Thcffas a.nd the ~TA 

11 soarel to focus oo the t r al\Sit needs of all the sout h L.A. 

12 res1 del'lu no,: jus t the crenshaY corl'1dor. we uroe them to 

ll adopt the 6RU' S C1Hn Ai l' and ECOt'l0ffl1C ,usttce P1an and 

14 fot;.ll)de" eu$ R.;,p id Tr.1.nsit project oo <:.rensh:w; 8ou1•v.,f"d 

1S ,u one of its najor conpo,nenu, 

1~ 1hank. You, 

17 MS. Reeve~: Thank you~ .. 
1, 

After Julll!.n we ha\•e Ton Suril:o • 

Julian Lanb : Good 8\'en ing, evciryone. Hollo, ny 

20 nat1e 1s JuHan. and ! a('I a lfleflber of t he !Sus Riders vn1on. 

21- I ' n 11.lSo a college studtflt. 

22 AS A public trlU'lsi t u :ser and « long t ime soutti 

2l &ay l"E:Siden;:, I am her e today 1:0 StlPPOrt bus-ooly 1M es on 

2◄ C:rMSl'l.aw 8ou'levar'd aod speak against the proposal for a 

25 c ret1Shaw Light. t:ta11. 

1 

• 

• 
' • 
• 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

14 

lS 

16 

11 

18 .. 

t.1ke Ju-di . I thank MtA and supervhor Mark 

R.1d.1ey-Thom1.s for uyin9 to 1ook o ut. for trans i t rider·s in 

South LO$ Angelu. 

I want to t ai k abooc -what. this pr'o je-ct 1ieans for 

the e<:oooi,y In south L. i\. supe1'VIS<>r wark R1d1ey-rh0Ms 

says ne suppor ts 11Qh t ea11 en cetMhaa· because it .,-n 1 

c re11.t~ 1t,ore j c>bs th<1n ~ b11s r ,1p id syn,e11, proj tct, 

Absolllteh, South t., A, oeed-s jobs. 8ut constructi on j obs 

1:0 t>u1ld light ran are s hort - tent1 j obs t hat will be gon,e 

; ., 11 coupl<t of y«aras . Atld W.'11 a11 know fron p.uc 

O)C1>4ri ~ c:e t ha t guar.snt"ing t.hat t,ho~ j obs will go to 

1or;d ruidenu will be ~ ul)hi11 ~«:l e, 

our c1ea11 A1r and £COl'LOt1lc Just1, ·e plan creates 

thouH.r.ds of' jobs~ not just short- tenn eonstruct1on jobs 

but 11.ho t,cirn1ment uni onized jobs for MT.I. drivers, 

nechatdcs, na1ntenance workers -- .oost. of wt0111, as we all 

know, are bl ack at1d brown fo lks . 

cse:,,ond diat, we wo.-ry el>011t t he ne-guhe 1npact 

of 1;~ light .-;ail llraj e~ ~ lo.;;11 b u$ineau .:ind loc;:i1 
Page 14 
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20 l'ennrs. eustnesses 'lli11 be hul't by the fotel'rupt10f\-

21 caused by the l oo9·te'"" p!!.r"icd of e:ortstruc t ioo. In the 

22 long tern. a Haht ra11 wo1Jld Hkely rai.se r ent for ) ocal 

23 res1 dent-s and c«rWMJn1 t 1es and push otrt a l ot of bus1ness. 

2, 0111ners and r eMers al ready strug~l1n~ to stay 1n the 

2S no 'ighborhood. 

1,;c Ur9C Mark Ai dl«y-Thonu <11nd the MTA Soard t o 

focus Q1 t ho t r 11nsi t nqQds of a.11 sou-th I. "'· N1sidonts not 

Just the Crenshaw corr1dor. fl-e urQie thef'I to ad()l)t the 

4 GRU's Clean .i.tt &fld EC01'1<>11I<.' Justice P1an al\d include a 

buii-Ol'll)' lane proj ect on c~nsha._ eouleval"d as e.ie o r 1ts 

~ najor <oo-i::onent. 

7 Md one 100re thing , if anyOf'I@ 11,.snts w oroanhe 

ti "1'0'1 us to• p.rovtde f1 rs1:-class pl4:ll 1c transporu.t1on for 

9 all of South L.A., let us knetr; a nd -•11 sign you up. 

10 Th;tnl: yqu. 

11 Ms . ~eovu: Th111nk. you , 

12 fo110"111tno Ton !Sul"ke "-e ha\le vernard ,oonson . 

1l Tom Gurke.: GOod tve.n ing, ny MJ!le h Toti aurk.e. 

14' ihe issues th:it I W4S going to ll.ddrcss hll.vc been 

15 addl"essed. 8tn:: there ts an tssue that I'd like to l>e 

16 rel ayed to- those 1n 1:he 1 vory tower ~ ntown. 1 •11 a 

17 senior c1t"1?en, atld about a yea,• a90 1 be91n t<> M.de me 

1$ ,:r,1,nsi t systens. eefore th4t ny wt-.ol• s ny in I.Os ;1,,ng,elu 

11 I u,k1 my c.a,r for transport.lt"ion, 

20 Since 'O'la.t t i .ne I 've stopped ridfoii the tr.tl'lsi t 

2l syn.em, and ny observation h ,u been thet: the senior 

22 citizan has r1t1t11)' bc(ln t:D"lti nuously dis.rospCKt:«d by 

n ,ertli n people 'l.f'lo oper;i.t♦ thi$ equi pr,ent. Md it rn1ly 

24 bothe!"s fie. 

25 I ' ve observed s.e!\101" c1tl?eos try'\~ to- chase. the 

" 

l bus oo "the11" cr u"t<hes •Of' d'le1r 11\a.b ll1ty to ctlase the bus 

and di• driver would drivt ,1w,1y. I've eJiCperi-inc:ed nyuif· 
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17 .A 
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where the tea1n wa.s ho1dli',Q t he bus 11'1 t>lace .and the 

4 operator refused to open the door for ire, a.nd a f ter 

S leaving the stop he gave w.! the fi nge.r . 

6 1 werrt dOi'ontO'Hn and tded IIIY best to IW!<e contact 

7 •1th v.9'1<)ffever h responstt>le for c Offlplatnts, and twas 

8 trustra.~d. That was over a ye.ar ago. 

9 Of c;ovrs., ,:it thl$ t"ino l 'vt CQn• e>ut Qf 

10 ret i~61en t: and 1·111 1.1sfog "Y car ag11.in; sot don't h,1,ve 

11 thu problen, fl.ut I van't this to get downt O'WI. lie ne.ect a 

12 synem by ahich senior c i ti:teM hsve t he h d li ty to no.kc 

1l 1cgi t ifl5to conplaints whtrn thoy'r« disrospcic,ud . 

1A Thank. you so nvc;h. 

15 MS . Reeves: l harik you. 

16 

17 Ve m is rd J o.nt'lson: GOo:I e \'en in~. (rrr n1111e i..s vcrnard 

18 Johns.oo. I an a Ph, o, stOOent and I a11 s1:udyino cori~mi t:Y 

1~ psyc.holcoy, M!rkh 1n~ol vu the health and wel fare of 

20 coM1t.-i1ty ne11bers and also the bus inesses. 

2L And, having once li vGd in die ei,;y of Long IIQ.ad,, 

Z2 I ;i.etually fo1.1nd ;;h9 n i l syst•n cor,vqni9nt l:>E.c.1u59 I 

23 would r ide the bl ue syst@11 the &foe Line fron d~ntown LO-S 

ii. 1on~1es eithel" to v.ork o,. tc ,school . And t o~ss 1'111 the 

2S f irst one, but l do see a positive futu re i n co,atruction 

l 

• 

• 
1 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

ol' a l'a.11 syste,,i that 1:r avels aloof>. the routt o f an 

extre:oe.ly busy l"QMway whil:h is Crenshaw eo1.1l ev.ird, 

" 

I see 'the s ane financi al i mpact t.o happen t o 

bus faesses a. l ong. Crenshaw Ulat has great ly influenced 

busirwss<u, i n dolw,i:or,f'I Lang 8eech. t ' i, not spoalt i ng of 

( i rwu,,dit,l e) p:n·lor-$ o r chicluin pl:!cu but ~~1;11111 i ndustry 

1;hat CM ~nploy lt,()r9 th~ five peopl e ,1t one ~i me, 

0OC'\t~ Lonq n.each has restaurants and busy stores that 

a liQ.n the route o f the t'ail syite.. ;here al"e no111 i.all s 

and condo s • hf. re noth ing existed befof'e. 

l he dO'M'IWim COlml\ll'lity of l<inO &each •• lihiCti t 

see Vie sane for the Cl'ertshaw corridor - - has awarentl v 
prospered trot1 the coMtruc:t1on o1 a ran sysum. br tngtt10 

$hOPI>''"~ .1nd for .t,9i, t.ouri$U to it$ dcor $Up. And t 
Page 16 
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15 •Oul d l 1!<e t o favor connruct 1on ot at1 UT al\Cl me 

16 econ.o.11ic fopac t i t .ould bring to the South LOS A"gelH 

17 cont11.r1ity and adjoining M iohborhoods. 

18 i hank vou. 

KS. Reeves: 'Thank you. 

Fol19wing Ginn w• hav4 M:src i-,1 vuu:1. 

21 <,in,l Fi9lds: Hi, t'n , ina Fi e.l d.s, ,\nd t ~ma 

22 ho1JeOWt1ter. t' n aho a nereer of d)e M(.(luno Drive 61ock. 

23 c11.b. And having gone to aerli.e1ey and 1'1Yed in the uy 

14 Arca <11nd in San Francisco for 11. l on,g period of r-inc, t.'in 

2S utrM!fly Oll'c;it•d and dofini toly suppor t a 1 ; ght rail . ,, 

l eut Ot"ll y if i ,: got$ underground, 

' 
s 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 ,. 
15 

•• 
17 

18 ,. 
20 

21 

,; 
,, 
24 

25 

1 ddve up ana (1 ()1;,t'! Cr enshaw, and the uafft c 

there 1s alf"ead)" horrendous. So block1no of f a 1ane or 

havi ng a trafo going through , n avim:i through tr-affic, 

ono , just nons dangorous w c.a.n and, pqdutri-11'1$; but, 

additi,c:1,1,,lly, would just increue Ule traffi c; cooo<1n;on 

and ft!lke t:ht ent:1re tht r.Q l'.'Or"te • 

l think a 1 ight rail woul d tic g rut tiec:auu 

onvirorur,cmtally i t: .-ould be sound . l do think i t's sort: 

of t:tie wave of the f i.l t u~ wi-th oas prices. They ' re oot(IQ 

to oo back up . so I t hink the buses are ootno to bec01M 

l'IOt'e el1pensh e due to the price of gas. so a 119ht r'all 

wovl d b4 gre.i:t , 

UO'Never. it has t <> QO l!nderoround; oU'lenrise. 

i t ' s ootno to -. I nean . there' s ,children . theN!' s s,oools 

ri!#lt h«rc. The.re ' s cve,i t h e Ton Brlld1cy El cmen~ry 

School. l n<111n, l livt on !«:Clung, v.hich is j ust one 

bloc;k. 9,1$t: of i;,...n$h"1f, SQ J k.now ~ .,t I wil l bo d irectl y 

af1'e<t.ed by 1t . us,ec1a11y 1f t hey're say1no 1t's ootno 
to ,e,ome up at 39tfl •h1ch i s by the post orr1ce l'.h1c:h h 

jun: h 111f a bl oc.le fron ny Plou!e. 

1 an worried al>out." "the oolSe. I f i t' s a t that 

l evel, 1•11worded about traff i c. 1'111 l'o'Or r1E-d <1bout 

accidents tor pedestrians and cars . so 11y h ope 1s mat 

yu, yu, J:; nnt.n ligbt ,..,·;, , t th ink it's thci nY4 of 
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l the fut:ure . l'lh exch.e~ about i t: , &ut pl ea~ . p1eas.e. I 

uroe you ooc t.he 110ht eatl undel'{lround. 

• 
• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

1L 

12 

" ,. 
15 .. 
17 

18 

" 
"' 
21 

22 

2l ,. 
2S 

lhlll'lk you. 

Ms . R94-vu: Th illnl: you • 

After M.lr<:ial we have 0111u:t Fl<>ru. 

Mardal vas-sel :- Good evening , my nane h Mr, vassel . 

l ive in the co-nnunity . 

1 would liku you -- thu f irst thing .t would l i I:• 

to uy i $ •tioro ON oloct:·ed offic.h1$'r .-e•vo got 

representattves here. ltlu' s to soo,,, ycu how 1~ orta.nt 

th\s ne19hbort\ood 1S to thei•: they couldn't even uke time 

to <:crne out. OUy. Ply 11.tt~ntim to that. The ~ane 

t hiog the)' did with the Ell'.llOSh:ion rail ; they never -u.111e 

out either. Oka·y. 

They pain t the t11<.e i,1c: tul"e f or- the tte1ghbOr"OOod. 

But wh 11 (" happonod to tho l;.xpo Lino? 1,,,hat h11pponod to the 

t;r9in Lino? Th4y ;urt it $QIJO-.rt'l4n1, but h novor enc:le-d 

up aoy.....,ere, 

1 drlYe a sch<>o1 &us. t wateh those r-an s. 

even Wlltth the gold rai 1 tfla,:; r uns d~.n East L.A., and it 

cind,; up in the ciidd1o of tflci strN t. 110 • nd . It star-tad 

in Pasadena, of course. Pasadena has 1ts '-O.Y in and out 

of East: L.A. !Wt 111here does east L.A. go? ~ere. 

wher-e ~s so!.11:h Q!1u:r al go en the Ex.l)(IS1ti on t.1ne2 

NO'lllhere. lfe ,;J.n, 4.11 oo t o <:.ulver Ci ty, but ttie line .s~o~ 
,s 

Now tt'lh <ine i& &\IPPOSed w st~rt i n Wil&hire, 

3 why is 1t not stal"t1nQ 1n w1lsh1ee? w1h.Mr-e 1$ 1n t:tw! 

4 l'utu~ . Ho. n1n ·)' of us •~ 901ng to be ht-re for the 

S future? Okay? 

• o f course , s oul:tl <:enual, look at t.hE roo11. n 's 

7 half efli>t Y, l 'fl l'lOt ooino to say 1t' s half foll : 1t 's 

8 h_alr e111>tY because evee~oely 1s ass1.unh'IQ eve,ythinO that 

i tQ"9-$ to Sou~ vQntr<ll is goi ng to go thrQugh bcttaUH we. 
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10 are asleep. ·,1e need co wake I.Ip. 

11 And likC I u id before, vihcrc are. our elected 

12 off1da1s7 fl.epresenud vu, Thel'E!'s no photo ot, here, 

13 lilho h he ooino to take pk tu res wh b? fMs ts not eve.n 
l• gotno t<> cone out 1n the papers because there' s no 

l S pii;-tur u . Ok.::i.y? 

1~ Oon' t let then <,()lllll in M d tel1 YOII ~~ pafot UM! 

17 ni ce. pict\lre. Malte then de> "-hf.t d)ey ' re s1,1pposed to do, 

1.6 MS. Reevu: 1hank you. 

19 fol1011in9 Dante wt! have C11.rol Tucker . 

20 04nt• Flores : Hollo, iiy nan, i s o.,nto FloNs , 11nd' J 

21 support th1s proj ec t . 

22 tr.tlat r thirlk we Med 1-s se<:ul'1 t y because 1n tflese 

13 ueu. e ~peei al ty at n tj;ttt. it get s ~ally bad . At all 

14 sutior1s I think we shoul d h~Ne l i ght r,1il no buses. 

25 also thin~ 1:hert shoulo be l ots of nawre to loot a,: atid ,. 

l i t wi ll -1nract more M d nore peoph, 

Also ttie t ra 1n s hOuld be at 9rade or ma~be above 

grude. And 1f we do have it undergl"Ound, flfl.ke sure i t' s 

~ safe because we ha\'Cl a11 rt:hqu11ke s h er• in th• st"4te of 

cal 1fomia. 

6 t an an 11 ) ear old and 1 anend st . , ohn 

7 Ch'l'fSOSto111 school as. a 7tn 9i-ader . Md p lease , please 

S have it uode1"9ro11nd so i"t won' t af fect oor lea.ming .\nd i t 

9 wfll keep us nf-er. 

10 Aho on <entfoela it ,c111 not be safe because 

11 there is too nuch traffic . 

12 Ms . Raove s : Th.i=nk you. 

13 'fo llowing C:~l"Ol I h~\'8 l(evi n Fric;f\ ingtQn. 

l"1 11t1d K@'l1n ' s 1S me 1ast speaker card: so 1f 

15 there's anr one else that has a speaker- car d or would 11ke 

16 to fi ll one OU't, plcas.c l tt us kf'IO'N. 

17 Carol Tuc-ker; I 'ti Carol Tucker, I ' n president of t he 

18 oa1d:W1n 11e1ghbortiood HOfl@(Wl'l@rs o\SSOC1atfon Md a ne-.111>er 

19 or £Xl>O con1:11Jnttl.es unt t ed. 

:CO our- 9 rn11p - - both of our- 9 .-oups ar, vory 
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2L 1nsuu..enta1 1n lceep11'10 up the f t Q:ht t:o keep or co l\lke 

22 E)(po safe. 1.no an I cat\ say rifjlt i\OIV h he~ "'~ QO 

13 again. At 9nde in certain !'iccti ons of Crensh.,w and 

2A t raveling past. publk and <haru r sch<>Ols at: .grade l evel . 

25 so 111!\M rou begtn to nake your C:Of'lfletit.S. 1ad1es 

l and Qelltleffen, please, phue, pl ease . put on )lour 

2 coo11cnt:s 100 per'Cent grade ~eparated and we W!lfl t i t 

l underground; l;ght rail imdor-groiatd. 

A 1-\$ . R••ves: Th-,nl: yo11. 

27 

Kev1n f' r1dl1ngton: Ke\•tn ~r1d1tngton. I 'm a- r estdenc 

6 or Le1.ett. Park. . 1 ' f1 with the save Lefo.eet o~an12at: t M. 

7 Md I' vc been to mimy of the ~coping meetings 

$ hinorkally a:t Audubo!l. at Tn1.nsfi911r-.nion, Md I was 

'9 a.loose shocked and a1t,ued lootdno at the r eport that: there 

10 "as evet1 09c1ons for u ~rade. l\t tl'le tteectnos that 1 

1l attuwled, it wu .:ilnost uni versal ly 100 percont 

12 1Jnd4rg""'nd, grlde divided , g rlde sepiir,>ted tfi.;it everY(>l'MI 

13 said. SO ho'lf dlie p rod11ct wa.s to h ave the lt•,orade option.s 

14 HS l:.i ll<I Of' beyond nc. 

l S But l support du~ 1 ight rail o ~t i on, and think the 

16 options for under9 roundin-9 ,rust :tll bo consider•d , 

17 partk111ar1y fo detans to work out. c:ut pactku1a rly we 

13 1n Lel,ierc Pa!"k -- I bel i eve 1·11 spea.t1ng tor 1ttyse'lt it\d 

19 11y n e1¢'1bors -- bue I be1 ievc .:c wa11 t and netd t he s-u.,100 

20 at Vernon. 

21 Thank. you. 

22 1-16. Reeves: Thank )'Ou. 

23 11.'c have a coupl e. mare cards . Vfrgi n ia Piper. 

24 Virgin ia, PiP4r: <;ood Cl\'Cln ir,g, ay n~9 i$ Vfrginia 

2S Piper, .rid I'ri hClre rep~se,-.~ng 'TN: Jun ior a1ind o f 

l M er ica . Md t t"E'ach t>11~ St lldMl:S and adul ts how to 

t ake public t i"ansportatfan. 

I .ould I 1ke to be - - al'te.- ceachtno swdents for 

4 11 y03r~ t hat "'"" blind :and Vi$U111ly in p,>ired, U tht 
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would H ke to see ttie 

6 re:\1 systcn put i n. accause. 11kc l sa id, for safety 

7 l"@UOt"!S for people lihO hav,e disa!:>ilit"it>.s, I would H ke t"O 

a see t.1:lu- they oet: accoModat1on for the1 r d1sab111 t h!s of 

9 any kll'ld. 

10 And l1; is n 1,1c:h usi 4r for pq0t,1lo 1fflo ani bl if'KI 

11 «nd vi$11.)1ly i np.iired to i.,Jut the p11b lic r a il systen 'M'ler-9 

12 if t:l'teY j \ln niss a s t op the)' don't have to worry abo11t 

13 havi ng t he'it' whl te ce:ne. out 1n front. of t hen &nd havl ng 

14 buses 1:0 by thc.-m because the bus driver d i dn' t: sec the!II. 

1S Tho S4.N t h i ng wi th a P Ol"S(,)l'I in il v.tltcl<,:h11 il"'. l ' vo $$411'1 

16 tMs hawen 11any scnethies on 11y 1 es sens. 

17 so t 'li011ld 11ke so a ratl sys1:en to tnake 1t 

UI euier t or p~opl c to gee 11.round and the saf.cty hsu,:,s 

19 involved with a blind persw crossing 11,l;jor il'lu ructions. 

20 I t 's ffltlCh easier t"O cross a platfonn than 1t 1s to cross 

21 at a 111ajor inursect10I), 

22 So plc11sc hka i nto consi der.ntion our d i u bled 

23 con'!u.rdty aho, 

2"' M& . ~eevu: Th111nk. you , 

25 

l 

• 
• 
7 

$ 

• 
10 

a 
,; 
13 

14 

15 

o1d Lal"ry w11 11a11s ever l"ttum? ,. 

So ,.e have one ,nor-e spuker. Vincent 1-1arr1s. 

Vincent Harr-ls: Tl\a.l'lk }'·ou, ladies at1d 9entle11ea. 1 ' 111 

representi ng t:M <>ff il.e of Supervisor k,1rk, ft.id1ey-thorni$ , 

• ho is en route. He. had another eveo.t: in the <:..rson are.i 

of <>or dist ric t wi th the representatives of the Sa11oa.o 

eoru1i.1i ty ahich is "obili:ring s upport for ~ osc 111ho died 

; ., the t.sunitni . 

SO to t.h• gent:l t.Ml"f t hat w:1$ "'Ondering v.he~ h• 

was, he 1s en route and h-Opet1.1i1y w111 be her.e by t he t\Me 

I conclude ny .-eir.arks. 

But in the event he h i,' t, he wanted to n ake. sure 

tl)a.-c we out on the record the supervisor' s. svpoort for the 

L1~ t. 1\ail Ahemath'e . tte -supports this fo pan: becau~ 

he re<.ogn12es that t h1s Is ii once-1n -a-cel"ltury econ011k 

dov4lopn'ont ,u woll ;u tr:iff ic C:M9$Stion ritlief .ind 
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16 e.M1,.<>NnMta1 qua11cy eMMcenent to t he co.ntiunlc1es tfl.at. 

17 -.111 b e ~crve.d 11'1 che v \cinity ol' the cre.n~aw- south aey 

18 Trans i 't co.-ridor. 

l<J l here is a reC-OQ/l1t1on that t:hese a!"f' ~asure ~ 

20 dol lars chat t.he voters of th1s area suoi:,orud. and he 
21 be.11e\fes that mat suppol't needs to 1t1a:n1test 1cse1t by a 

22 f int-c:1n$ l.igl,c R,1il Altcrn,1civc dt,1t c,n pl"'Qvido 

23 significant COMestion Nlief fo r the. n<>rthAsou¢1 ae-ceu, 

24 <!OS, and transi t corridors east of the 405, 

25 He be l ieves tha.t t hh h to.11ethin9 tflat t he 

l COl'IJll.f"l1t.Y trill Sul)J)Ol't. u enhaz'IC,es Che 1MQ- range. 

ecMOmk d<!VCl opment. Md he w111 be ~ f irn advocate f or 

the loc.i1 hire. and econo:flic 09port1rdties that can f low 

~ frO!l conscruct\on of -i:Ms project. 

so 1d~ that, 1 Ot'lce aoa11' wane co l'titeeate hts 

, support for tho Light Jt.11,il Tnin$h Al torn11t;Vil . 

'! M;. Reeves: Th,1nl:. you, 

• 
9 KSl"dn ceaur: Hello, 1,y- nane Is Karen ceasar. I'ci a 

10 part o f save Leimert . I' t1 aho on die Ne ighborhood 

1l Cot•u;i 1 for t h• "-'C.st Ar~11 for thl$ s idet. But l ' lfi not 

12 Stal\d1og het e as represet"Jt1no ne tg:ttiorhood cound 1 

13 ton1~t. 1 '11 SUltld1no llel't a.s a home<lftner . 

14 AAd 1 ' 11 9lad to see an or you out. aut tt,,e' ve 

1S got t o tell our neighl:>ors. !t.'9' ve 9<>t to tell 011r friend&~ 

16 and we've oot to show 'ftith n1111ber& that our u.fety a.-.d our 

17 puce and 01.u· nei',!hborhoods w1l1 Mt be ri pp~ and t-om 

18 ap1u·t:. 111·e can no l ongct' be inconvanian.::cd . 

20 34 y&1.r& -o1d, Traffi .; is l'lell for her to try to crou the 

2L sti-eet s . This 1s unaccepuble. 

22 1 a.,. appalled at a ll of us and a n of these vle.w.s 

23 and WI! sit on our hands and I',~ cl 6se our noutf\s, but WI! 

24 can tell eve ryt,ody e1se at <:hurct'! Wlu "'~ don't 1 ike Md 

2s 111hat.'s not: cool . l t ' s t h ie for us c-o b e heal"d. r t has to 

" 
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1 be u~cr-ground. 

our children M.an sor,.ethioo co us lf they do!l't. 

nean a,wchino 'to the peopl e sund1oo. our children. our 

, orat1dch1ldren. our n1eces, our nel)hews. our coiffl'M\1 ty. -ic 

S i$ inport.:in t to 1t.Q; it is i lf.l)O(°l;M1; u-5 to. 

$ l live Qn the 41n: hundre~ b loc:k. of Edgehill. J 

1 l(al ke-d here t t,is evening:, So I ' n really ;);,i;a.N of t r affic 

.a end driving t.nd trying to part(. eut t t.till say. again, 

9 we're all fo r d'lc ndl . A.rid never let i t be 111 i sundcrst:ood 

10 t h11.t a nything th.:lt t · n 11. f)"r-t" of whCll"CI V.'Q ' ra 119.:1 in $t i,t. ; 

11 we j ust want 1 t done corre<th t he f 11"$t t i11e . And, 1n 

12 order to do 1t <<>l'rectl y 'die t 1rst tl1r.e. i t has co be 

13 11ett11nQfu1 . AIY.S it mdt bt underground. 

14 Md we nHd to be hHrd. and ;r,~ need ~o be 

15 <espe,cud. Md I don' c thinlt we have been in the pan. 

16 l!.ut frOffl her e oo, t pl an to make a bold stat.E!flE!nt : ft 

17 will b• under-ground; it h as to be. 

:L8 M$ , R99v,s: Th,11nk. you. 

19 I ' d lik.9 co introd1,1c9 Svpe,rvi sor Mtr k. 

20 R1dley- ThC1tU. 

21 supervisor R'idley- Thonu: Th~nk you very nudl , 

22 eniryos,c, for bei ng here ten ight. tl! h. is an important 

23 effort, Md h.' s Nt view that t he 1110re connmi ~ inpvt 

2A that we get, the better. 1 have a l ready been al)(l-r1sed of 

25 the tact' thac mere' s be-en h 1gh-qual1ty contrun1 ty input. 

n 

1 You ought to 9ille. your.sel vu a b i g ro11nd of 

2 ;spphus« for being hor• toni gh t Md for partici~ting-. 

Con't t.h ink. 1-h., t yQ.11 ,sro li11i t9d to ~1$ n9•tin9 

4 a1one. ccrre to as 1tany as -you det11 ac,:,rop rtace and say 

·•hatever 1t iS that you whh to say because thh 1s an 
6 open proc::cs1. buil t on t'M. prcnhe that" dcnocracy natte.r1. . 

7 Arid vo11.r point of view h of vall'I! because, indeed, 1011 

a are s takeh01dfl"s. Md we will d rive that point fo rward 

g aH ttle way to the ccncl us1on ot Chh process. 

10 1 wa.n-t to c~11 your .sttont;i on r"thttr iimodht•h 
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11 co t.he date u v,h1ch i t oiuters : that w11l be oece11ber 

!2 the 10th . >\nd 1 expect that each of rou wH 1 i l'lvite a t 

tJ 1ca,;t <lflC o r 1:'w.> o t h« r paf'Soo$ to be -,t t he MTA boardroom. 

14 '-@ need 1:0 pack that boardrooo ovt a.l'ICI let t he~ know U'lat 

15 -.e watn to nake sure Chu this ran 1 s o1Yeh the h1'1\en 
!ii p r t or1t)• that 1t deserve:s. AAd that 1t s hOul d be ttar ked 

17 t>y n ftty . I"t ;hou1d be ~ r l:ed l)y .s.• nhe1;ics. 1'nd i t 

1S s ho11l d be narked by the best technolooy l)vdhble in ol'"'6er 

111 for to us to have the kind of ra11 pr'C>ject t hat we wish, 

20 I want to be c l ear 4bo1.1 t .ny positi on. lt l s 

11 uunti.s11y this : Tha t we h 1w e an opportunity c:o takti 

22 

23 

24 

15 

1 

2 

4 

s 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

1, 

1S 

16 

17 ,. 
19 

20 

21 

22 

wh;s.t i s the l a rgest pl)b,l i c v.ork.$ pl"Qj•c t in thh r99i on 

fo f' a very l ono cilt.e i f f\Ot. ever . 1n excess of 

SL s bil11on. aM ir.ake 1t worli:: ro,. me obj ecches ot 

t raf fic- congestion relief , fo r foprcve11cnt in .s ir qulll i t')' , 

" 
and for oconon ic d4voloim11nt . ThoH t hroo o!:>joc;tivos .,,... 

wh;r t we Hfilk. to fulfi ll , 

I "' !'9ve that t here .ire 't'HO options, al urMti vu , 

vou kt'low t:he:n. 8u$ h cme , t he l ight. ran ts t:l'le second 

oiie . tt would -Hem to M , i f •c wat1 t the nost efficient 

u so of t h is cor ridor to ,nuimizo i ts in~ac: t , i t woul d b• 

'll~ t: rail . Tha.t: ' s .,.fla-c 1'11 aroufog fo r . t ' lfl 

uf\apolo0et1c al>011t 1c. 1t creates more j obs. Md 1 12'111\k 

tM ~f1n1nQ reature or what car. happen 1S j obs. j obs , and 

nor e jobs. And oood qv.,,H ey jobs , 

I ' n not .an opponent o f b11s : 1•11 not. fu lly or 

conp1H e l y dependent on ran . r U.1t\li: yov have t o have-an 

a pproprii, t e n i :n,,rc of ~• t l\o nodal iti«s . aut fo r this 

p,1rt;icul.sr line t.h.s t h:,s brton fo pl .:iy f Of' ovcir .:, q uarter 

o f .,, c en t 1,1 ry, I Qlinlt i t $ho .i1d l:>e clur to e~l")'body tMt 

• e are <>verdue for t he best t hat Cati be pu t O!I c ,•enShaw 

cot'rtdor a nd be the hookup for t he- south say Mid thM , 

ultiMtel y, to th• a i ('port. That ' s \'t'la t this is !!.bou t . 

we ar e 1n play 1n a 111-ay rtla t l't'e ' ve never seen 

before . SO 'let's advocu e w1 t h et1.tht1s1as t1 , w1ch 

11,ao1r1.u:1on. wtth t he ktnd o f sel'lse or J)urpose and equ1 t t 

t h.,,t. will 1111.k.e ;:, d ifforqnc4 $0 th.I t 4v9rybo!fy ltnCtf$ T-~t 
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23 crenfflaw h fo the house. 

24 ihaiil: you very aiuc:h and we. a09recill.te i t . 

25 Ms , ~eeves: l hank 1ou , Supervisor. 

" 

l$ t here -'nythino <alse tti,;1.t hu a card or wovld 

2 like. to f ill ovt a c:onnent card? ~ . 

we have . a.s the s11perv'isor iMntiontCI, we have. two 

4 hcaring.s remai ning. This saturday morning wtt ha\•o ll 

ho1tr-ing that st:sr-u at 10 o. m. ; tlu:c' s at tnglov.,ood Kigh 

6 School f ro11 10:00 a . fl . until noon. Tue sday OCt<lbe r ith we 

7 have ¢111" l'our th &fld r 1ttal headnQ: that ·s at 

8 rranst lgurat'ion Ch.irch 0in M!lrt'in Lutflcr Ki ng eoul evard. 

ii Th4t's fro11 6:00 p ,n , until 8:00 P,lfl, •nd you 're V.'el e<>ne 

10 to <Offle t o 1:ho~ hearings . one or both, and provide a 

11 vert>al coffnent ac each. 

12 And, of cours • , you' ro a1w.:iys wol cona to providct 

13 ;,, wr h wn connont. Th4 C:Otm4n t fonns h,;av9 1tl l Vl9 

1.11 infonnation on hQw to sl.A:lnit your w.-in-an e<>C1'118ni: . They 

15 heve i:t«ler-1ek' s eoncaet 1 ntomattof\ 4tld t he i,roJeet 

16 hotlitl-e. so we encoun9t )Our fHdb.sck. 

17 I ' d like to thnnk you this even ing for coning 

18 out , we apprec1ace you sharing t<n.1r ciff.e aod feedback.. 

19 AAd j ust. a retihld@I" t hat the CCf1t!Mt: oeriod 

20 c1oses MOtiday oe-cober 26~ . 

2L AAd, if yov hll.'.ff ,;iny addi t i()f'l~1 QVUt.i Oll $, 
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Comment: 41-12. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 41-12A.  
 
The cost, constructability, safety, environmental and economic development benefits associated with 
linking proposed underground segments of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor with a below grade 
connection between 48th and 59th Streets on Crenshaw Boulevard was considered during the final design 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project.  While it was been determined an all underground 
alignment is physically feasible, the physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts 
still do not require the alignment to be placed underground for the entirety of the alignment.  The cost of 
constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be 
beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially 
infeasible.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 41-12B.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic, and environmental justice concerns. 
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Comment 41-13. Clint Simmons. 
 
Response to comment 41-13A. 
 
Comment noted.  A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist 
of a new bi-directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw 
Boulevard.  The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles 
spaced approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 41-13B.  
 
The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 
39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion of these two 
underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria that examines each potential crossing for 
considering grade separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental 
impacts (such as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice 
impacts), and Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Motorist safety treatments are described in detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered of the Draft 
EIS/EIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in a semi-
exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb until the alignment transitions to 
a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 39th Street and would not travel above 35 mph.  
Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks with standard signal phases.  As discussed in 
Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the Draft EIS/EIR, the signal phasing at intersections would be 
changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT vehicles are present, movements that would 
conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street during phases in 
which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, 
photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be considered, as appropriate, along this 
segment.   
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Comment 41-14. Judi Redman. 
 
Response to comment 41-14A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 41-14B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 41-14-A.  A massive expansion of the bus system 
is not part of the Metro Long Range Plan.  Comments regarding this overall goal should be directed 
towards the long range planning process. 
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Comment 41-15. Julian Lamb. 
 
Response to comment 41-15A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 41-14-A.    
 
Response to comment 41-15B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would result in 
approximately 400 jobs per year over the five years that would be necessary to complete the project.  In 
addition, approximately 128 annual jobs would be created during the operation of the project.   
 
Response to comment 41-15C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The BRU Clean Air and Economic Justice Plan is not part of the proposed project.   
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 41-16. Tom Burke. 
 
Response to comment 41-16A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  While the concerns of the commenter regarding seniors and bus service are not part 
of the proposed project, Metro will pass on the concerns to the customer relations department.   
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Comment 41-17. Vernard Johnson. 
 
Response to comment 41-17A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
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Comment 41-18. Gina Fields. 
 
Response to comment 41-18A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
  
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 

 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1626 August 2011 

Comment 41-19. Marcial Vassel. 
 
Response to comment 41-19A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Project would connect the Metro Exposition Line 
with the Metro Green Line. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project. 
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Comment 41-20. Dante Flores. 
 
Response to comment 41-20A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 4.14, Safety and Security, of the DEIS/DEIR determined that no adverse 
impacts to safety would occur from the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would provide lighting near station areas 
and security personnel to ensure that the line is part of a safe and secure system.     
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project would not result in an increased exposure to the risk associated 
with fault lines, nor would it exacerbate pre-existing seismic conditions either in a below-grade or 
above-grade configuration.  However, it would be more vulnerable to damage from ground shaking 
during an earthquake.  As part of the mitigation proposed for the project, a geotechnical study would 
be conducted to identify design specifications required for maintaining structural integrity under 
static and seismic loading and operational demands.  These design specifications would ensure that 
the risks from seismic hazards would be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
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Comment 41-21. Carol Tucker. 
 
Response to comment 41-21A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-22. Kevin Fridlington. 
 
Response to comment 41-22A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-23. Virginia Piper. 
 
Response to comment 41-23A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that an LRT system would be easier for blind and visually 
impaired to access and use. 
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Comment 41-24. Vincent Harris. 
 
Response to comment 41-24A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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Comment 41-25. Karen Ceasar. 
 
Response to comment 41-25A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-26. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 41-26A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).   
 
Response to comment 41-26B.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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l he reuon llihY it h.is two mmes 1$ tflat it serves 

4 n ro fllfl(.tions: At 1:he federal and the .s tate level , Md 

S cop1 es of that. report aµ a\'a.11ab1 e to look at here a t the 

4i hblas, and you should hav• nicei vad II co tha t cont11.ins 

7 tha"t N;PQrt fo r yQU to t;.i k.c hono if y~ • ~nt w look in 

$ no~ dM.1i1, 

9 1 kno. i t ' s a l\ 1nc-1m1dat1 nQ docu,ie.n : 1c' s ver"y 

10 b i9. 9ut if you w«n t j ust 4 n i ce sum:ary . there.• s a n. 

1l e,cecutiva sun nary .st the beginning of th~t r11port . 

12 ~ha,: 1s require-o for «s and becatise we wan,: to 

13 hear f f"¢ff you. we have wiu·s cal le<I a coMent i:,er1od. 

14 And tha1: cott11ent per1od extends be~en the 11th or 

1S Stptembtr Md l ,: t nd$ on °'tQbtr 2Sd\. And tt,i$ i$ 

16 na j or (.Qrtl;OM.n1: of that ,C()ff'ffA!nt pe.riod. I f you h;we 

17 comients that occur a f1:er this ne-etit\9, pl ease be sure to 

UI t.!:ke a com1e n r forn, with you or just send ne an c-nail . 

1~ I "ll give you directions llt" t he m d of this naedng. 

20 So , non,u ho1t$$, wt ,11$() h.,lft 1roro inforn,11;io,n ~t 

2l our website: Metr<>. net/ c-rensha.1'. 

" so • e- bet,iin t hert w1th looklt\g at a l ternat1vo. :1 

2] did w.mt ; on that we have f<XII" altemativci that l\"e are 

24 looki119 at: an6 coosider foo. each of these has eqval 

25 st,uu:t1ll0 a t this point. 

7 
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l "~ hilve t wo a l ce.matives that "-e' .-e rcqui red t o 

• 

1ool: at. 611.siully, they represent ....tiat woul d wo do i f we 

d1M't really nali:e a Mo t1westnenc 

AAd t.he t 1 rsc a1 cernattve 1 s called the N0-4u1 ld 

Al tema.che . 'limat MOUi d we do, Wl.a.t would happen, ""'at 

(i wov1 d V\Q inp11,r;u bQ if we. d i d not:h i ng? 

'f AAd then t he Transportation Syste.n MMil<Jenent 

.a: Al tem anve r epresents an alt,u native of 'llhat would hal)pen 

9 i f you Ol'lly inprove. t rans i t inprovements l n 11. minor way . 

10 If you just i11prov°' son0c s ignal systems. if you added" 11. 

U b1,1s. l i ~ or two ,11nd ,1dd~ 11101"9 fniqui;nc;y to tfl.~ bUH$ tjwa~ 

12 are already out tl'lere. $.O these al"t the no-bu11d and tM 

13 cra.ospor-tat\on sysc~i, nlltlagemenc a 1te.mattvu. 

14 The ne.xt sl 'ide, then, represcnt'l the other t'WtO 

l S alumacives. Md these are called: bui ld al temacives. 

16 rhese represerrc s on:ecMng that -,.e wo11ld build . And so we 

17 have 't8l.at 'S cal l ed the !!,l)S- Rap1d rrMS1t Al t.emath'e all-d 

1'I the t. ight R«il Tr.:ms it J.ht rnati..-. , 

19 And tho!"'@ ' $ a dh .gr.1" ,tnd 4 pi,;ture b.,_,;k the1'!, 

20 There's a Bvs 11.ae>id Transi t that rep~senu an inteor u :ed 

21 bus S}'Ste111. 1.t i ncludes bus es , special l anes for che 

22 bus.es t:o t.ravel i n. And so, c sH,1ti-111ly , nony' of you are 

2 ~ hnilior with the $Ct of trad:s t;flot pus through tho city 

2-1 of I nglewood ano l'J.ear 1:-M ai r,:,o rt area. ;,. l oo.o t1"e a.go, 

25 I guess 10 the eal"'ly 90' s, i<euo pur-chased that set ot 

' 

l t ra<ks. 

And so tftc Sus ;t.11pid Tr1111si t' Alternat i ve ,,oul d 

have ii spoc:;h.l 1.:lno in t;hu- right-of -v;.,y for t,f,e bUH5 t;O 

.:i trave1 , I t wov1d PU4 !)y !,QI'$ -,c the .ti rport .It Avi11.tiQn 

al'ld ce11tuf'Y -1\ere t here's a 1ct ot bt1s1oes.s.u the te a.~ a 

~ COMtctiOl'I t'.O ~ ;:eoph M::i\'er that the dt'port: h 

7 p1annir.g. tt would pass U'l rough d0'oYAto~,n Inglewood and 

.g serve ~ to,m lnglb'OOd here at La 8~a. f,lld then 1 t 

'9 11ould el'ld here at Crenshaw 6ouhwal"d M'lere i t would st.an: 

10 to tUM rlCrth. 

11 Wi1:hin <-f"'iMhnw f\.o!,11ovnrd we v.w l d fQ11o,r - - we 
Page 6 
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J:2 ■ould have excl ushe laM, that travel in Ct'ttlShaw 

13 5ou1ev4rd t o tM north to the opos i t ion Line, and t'hcti 

l A north of there. le 1',0Ult:1 <frive 'In 111hed traffic wi t h t.lw 

15 res-t of -i:raff1c up to a connect 1oo to the Purple Line 

16 subrtlay. so t hat's then.RT Al terl\a.tl\le. 

17 And the l.,RT .\lt11m,1t;ivo -- :i.ctu.sl1y, lot no r un 

18 -chr-ovgh the deuils ""hen I n 1n thl'Qugh t he de...l il slides. 

111 So t-he next slide , please , 

20 lhiS 1s euentta.l l y the tlR.T Alternathe. we fl ave 

21 a. guided bui..,,_y along the Harbor subdivisi OJ"I , e xclusive! 

2'2 lanes in C.rcinsh:,w, .snd ni iu1d-f1ow opcu·.stion nor·th o f tJ,o 

23 £xpos1t1on L1ne. l t ' s hiponant to no t e tha.t there are 

2A sot1e ru.rrc .. seetloos or cl"enshaw wber-e \<\'e' r e st:111 ~t 

25 certa.1n 11\hether we can Q(!t thOse elC'clush-e lanes or not . 

l i ho baH cos t of t h at alum.,tivo is r-mighly 

b4t;""n SSOO- a.nd .iGOO ni 11 ion. 

Then WE h~ve t:ht I.RT Altemacive, S<> Ule LAT 

• 

4 Altem11.t1ve 1s -- rou(Jbl y fol1011,s the sane- o,ertera1 

e.1io,0111Cnt. but rather than a roa6Nay, it" would have 

6 tr1tds . And so yoo' d have, tracks that fol10'# tho Harbor 

7 Subdivision .tl'ld then oo M M:h aloc,11 ('rensnaw. Md tM s 

8 t itte tt,ey just tf'ld here at the Expos1t1cn L1M. 

9 ,11,nd what ' s 1npol"tant to note 1s that there 9.t't 

10 v,1ri OU$ conf igvr.:at;ion$ of t;heH tr.,,ck..$. tn 6$Hnce, we 

11 h,we to oo vndeme,1th t:he l'\lf'l~'f.Y <.cmple,c here so tha"t we 

12 don't interf ere wi th the fliQh't pa.U'ls cf t he air,,lanes. 

U lfc ' d 90 o,•cr Century. e l evated acrou Che 40S ~nd La 

1~ Cilll'lctg .'I , c1c:vated .:across I.JI s.-oa horc in do'Nnt°".n 

lS I nglewood, ;i,nd tjuJn ele.v:ited here. t.tv.'1en 601;fl .iind 671:h 

16 streets•- actually to vtctor1a l\\fenue a'I01\0 the watbor 

17 subdh-is1cn co '60th Stl"e,tt -- and then in l'he Leitle~t Pa~ 

UI Village a~a. bttc~.usc Cren shaw is Mrl"Ow the.r~ and in Wt 

l<J area di-ere' s a scenic corridor designated aod S¢1f@ 

20 historic deparaient s tores. we are 1mde,·orou.nd 1n Le1 nert 

2L Park vt11aoe. Md th@r'\ we cooe ba.c-k. co t he surface here. 

ll J.nott-ior i1rpon;nnt f",s1;u~ of tho 1,.R.T Al torn:itiv-11 
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23 1S that 1t dots eoon·ect wi th the <.l"ten t.1ne. so the Ut.T 

24 s~rviec "-oul d c-onti,iue do-.-. t h rough El segundo. do•" 

25 to•11rd t he Redondo sea.eh Station . And it would also 1111«.' 

10 

l l;ht Gr'itn I.foe t:Q <;Off$ VP to tho $1illtion th;i.t $41 t'V9$ 1:he. 

2 ,1irport. a littl e bit better. 

J And 1:1\en 111-e do not extend north of ~ t:xpos i tioo 

4 Line , b-11t ic do:.5 ~110-N f or 4 future extcns.ion should t:hh 

bo tM a1 to:rnativci t hat is s«1ccted. 

, ihtr, i$ a c;ost 11,u;oc;i.ittd with thu; a1torn:i t iv, 

7 of about. 1. 3 b ffl1o,~: here 1t' s i ndicated as Sl300 

8 n1\11.0!\. 

9 S(I t he next sltde is, in the courH of doll\~ our 

10 ar1;1.lysh, ·;;,e wanud to l u,ve ourulve.s the fh.1eibi1 i ty to 

1l respond to envi l'Ot'lffental 1~acts that l'!'e obSEr'YEd a) oflQ 

12 the l 1M as "el l as to l ook at pl a"4!s •heee ttlere 11ay be 

13 adjusQMnU to II sta.tion or ~'O. 

14 And th$N1 aro duign options thdt we,'vt 

15 inc-orpor,ned that are also analyzed in the ~nvironit~tal 

16 doc:unent. 11.nd there al"e she of' d\ue des \ gn opt.Ions.. And 

17 it' s iinpor-tant" to note tha t:, other dt4n the sat'ion inove.s, 

UI nost of thost dcl.s ign options a ro h er e bacause thay respond 

l<J to a specific MV1ronnenta1 1npact. 

20 AAd so we have t:Ms oestgn opt1on l 1s a statloo 

21 close!' to century. 

22 Design Option 2 i s .:i pote11ti.:i1 overcN>uing over 

23 .-.ianc.hester so as l'!Ot t o foterfere with the t raffic on 

24 ~anc-hester cot1tflo off the 405. 

25 Ocsign Option 3 is a potonti.,1 und1cn:-rossin9 

11 

1 acros, cent\niel a. 

C.sign Option 4 would take thh elevated section 

and place h 1mderorou:'ld. 

• oes1on opt1on s woold add a stattOJ\ ac vern01t 

AVMue \'Mere thel"t h l'\O;l'I@ t)l"Ol)O~d Mft'. R.1~t l'IOW ti)@ 

~ $(;:tti<:>I' """1d l>4 ot King ~d n;:i.yl:>ti with .tn 1onn 11nc:o Qr 
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7 e>:f t at stockH, but t h ts wou1d add• stac'lon a t ve1'oM 

8 ,\VMUI! . 

!I Md Oesion Opt\oo G lt'O\.ll d, rather than having the 

10 undtrol'Otlnd sut1on cone uo to t he surface. WE would 

11 continue 1,mde!'gt'()und here to have a tr-ansfer w1th t he 

12 txposition t.in4, 

13 So t heH de$ign opti ons vary i n cost fron a~out: 

l~ 11 fl i llion, 11 t<> 16 nillion , rtwn there are some noN!' 

15 ~xpensi\'e design 09t'ioM 155 and 236. Thal! would alSo 

16 inp11c-t: t he p ro j ect budget. 

17 So next slido , plf.,-50, 

UI thel'e are t:1<1'0 - - 1t.'s foporunc to als<> note that 

19 .. ,m new \•ehkl es cones the need to aia11'1ca.1n those 

20 vehicles. ~nd so ,,-e have u-.-o 11a t n1:eAflnce sites t hat u ·c 

ZL being coosidered for Malysis in W report, AAd so we 

22 ha~ tWQ lf\lirrtenance fac ility .shes. And the crited a for 

21 devel op1no the sites i s coot. t hey have to be t1ear the 

2.: right-of-w.!y so th.,t you C4M 4CCCSS tho~. So this w.>ul d 

2S apply both to t:h'9 bu$•$ which ar1J- n:l'tll r ,ll 91.$ v41h icl e$, 

l l 

altctTu1th-c fuol: and, to t h e trai ns 1'.hich ani electric . 

Md 1:Ml'I •e have the one site here 1n t 1 Seg11/ldo 

that e,dsts between o.o ran road tracks northeast of d'le 

.i com er or R.osec:r.itlS and sel)l.llveda. Md ther\ we have one 

•iu he'"'l jvst QA t he e(Y,le of the Wutche.ster neighbol'tio<XI 

~ near the 40S Freew-1:y, adjacent 1;0 ... I thfok. this is ni11 

7 Florence here. d,or,,,t'I by 83rd. Osage . and t he Harbor 

8 subdi visiCf'I riljl,t-of-•ay. 

~ Thcs.ct two sitlls ll,... oval un:ad i n t!he N!port 1111d , 

10 i f you have M'Y opin ion, wq ' d be i n~•roud to hear or. 

1L your ust1nony M NL 

'12 11e,cc s1 1~. pl ease. 

tl so then we have the blo a h e m ati vu, and •e. h ave 

IA a ~~r.i1 conparison of t~e t liO alurna1;i ves. )lhen we, 

15 l!faot to conpare the s tnilar seo11ent of the c.r-eet1 Line to 

16 the Expos1cton L11'le, bo~ ot then save t ravel t111e over 

17 wh;n; .,~tro R,apid ~•rvic;e wo.ild be , 
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19 LRT Alternative Sa\'C$ about 4-l percent'. t t .ould 11ake. 

20 that t rip between the Green Linc a.nd t he £)(pos i cion Line. 

21 1n abotJt 20 n lnutu, 

22 i he ~J'een Llne does extend t<> \to1 lsh1re coulevard 

2 3 tor an add1t1ona1 ll t11nutes to Qet uo to lf1 1sh1re 

24 Bovltv.i.rd in nhed-flO'N ~r.,f-fic: . 

2$ rio,,, as f.;ir as ridel"'$hip, we c:an thin\: abovt t.ht 

13 

1 Crffn l,.ino t;O t:h9 EXPO$ idQO Line. 11,o 6,11,f Altcrn,\tiVi! 

has between 10- and 1<1,000. l he LRT Ai cernu1\te 1s 

rou;bl y bet'llee" 13- and 21,0CO. The eRT A1ttmat1ve does, 

A h<J#eve.r, oxund to kilShirc aoulevllr-d •her·c dte LRT 

s J.lumative nee<k track.s th.it are llQt. p.;irt of this 

~ def1n1t1on of ttle projen. Md so the 61\T Al cemat i ve is 

7 ab1e to capture those rtders wi th the t ransfer at i.-tlShtre 

II Bou1ovord and Nlvc 1:1ddi1:ion,1l rider sh i p . 

9 

10 be't'WNn SCO• 600 million, And ,:he LJt'T Alternative 

11 (fo:Uca.t1ng) . 

12 And th11n there ' s s1 conpari son of jobs 9cnented, 

U and tf111t roughly i $ cornJhtctd ait:h tho cost imd tho l•v•1 

l◄ of c onstruct1on o f -i:he al ternat1ve . 

15 NOli, Ch1S 1S i.l'I @(!-..1rontieMai dOCUtlMt ft'e put 

H out, 4M that MYl rontiental doeut1ent 1s vt:t'y c~rehenstve 

17 i n tenn5 o f llhat it has t o '111'1:lYH, There U"i .1 lot of 

18 feat11res of envil'¢t'!nenn1 ilf~ct d»t are ;).J'taly:zed in the 

19 report. M d. hopefu11y. yoo di d 11et a chance to disc1,1ss 

20 • hat dwue fopacts night b4I with die staff peoo1c. tf you 

2L have furthctr q!Jllc$tions , you can .uk us a f tctniards . Sut 

U al l of theu arE ~dclresHd in the rtpor t and, i f yov ~ v 41 

23 a partl<ular ccndlt1on. you can ce~aln1y talk about Wt 

24 ~hr.ough your co.mient. 

25 Nc)( t slide, please. 

$Q Q .,,.. he1:ri;- :i t thct (:Q.'llfMfnt t1haH, Thi$ is II. 
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publ1c hearing. 1t· s a aiajor l'on.111 for public com1Mts H 

you want t o shal"C your connents wi tti everyone ehe. Bu t 

A als.o you can send your comients 1:0 me. vou can e i ther 

seod your fo rn to ff>? or a sep.irue let:ter to a,e a t ny 

~ addl"ess at Met«'<>. You can s.end l'le all eMnail or you ,an 

7 C41l our projta« hotlinct and h;tve SO!n$0no 'Writ• do1r,n yoL"r 

8 c;orment for yov i f you don 't feel li l:e wri t ing i t dO'Nn 

9 yours.elf, 

10 It' s imporunt tfXl"Jgh tlut thh proceu is very 

11 official .1nd that it <mds a, Octo!ier 26th . t ha\•c to 

12 roc•ivo )'Of,11" cOfflllln ts by <>::tobor 26th. .t..nd ..,,n happons 

13 1s a l l of t l\ese otf1c1a.l cooll'Jents we ha\'e to take then and 

1A respOf'ld t ¢. e-ach &fld eveey ooe o f them 11'1 the M xt i>hase or 
15 our et'lVircno~ t:a.1 analysis. 

Ui 11ext slide, pleatt. 

11 "°"'• where do we go fron h@r-e." N:o dec1sioM are 

18 befoQ Nde today-• .re're her@ s inply «> lhtei to )·ou. 

19 End of t h ct connun,t podod i s Octobor 26th . 

20 c;o1,1nc:H~ n Tab or menti ontid that t~l"1- i ,; a 

2L neetin!l" of the Metro 6oard t o d i$<UU the Long •R.anoe 

22 rransl)Ortat\ Ol'I, Plan. 1 thin k that. ' s t he Thursd ay bdore 

13 October 26th. so t hat' s 'l'l!en that discussion will take 

2~ plaC'e, and t h:1.1: ' s v.hcn l ong-range t r .1ms.por tation pl anni ng 

25 "111 be discussed . 

15 

l 8vt t hen inpo rtant for this project is 11,hen 011r 

board s.i:leGts '111\.at ' s cal led a l oca l ly p referred 

altem ath-c. so of thes.ct fou.- dtemat•ives, Ofl.e o f t.hu1 

o will 9 n sctl ctc:tcd . And t.twtn 11,'Q'll pn15ant i t.,, tho 

S P1~ni ng a nd Progr~rm ing C<;fnf<ittff, 81,1t t hia b i g dec:i$i Qn 

6 M'111 b e 11.ade at our oece.:nt>er 10th board neettnQ. 

7 AAd then af' ter a ll or that. we 'll take the ftnal 

S alteni.11!!h•c and then do $~ nore amal ys.1s -ilnd mcu·e dHi~n 

'9 ref i oe-11ent: an6 p11b11sh tfle f iMl version of thn docttnem: 

10 thac you see t he r-e and dle'1 .go foto const ruct1oo sone t 1Me 

11 there.after w1th ho;es ,of surtfoo the s,Hvk e 1n 201&. 

12 A.c;t1i1111y, .-q'ro going to hnr fron you now O'liJr 
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13 the f'M!)(t hOul' or so. depeM1ng Ol'I hOw 1,aoy pe<>J)le s \ ~ned 

14 up to speak. 

1S Arid l wcnrld urge rou to pl"'Ov idc as nuch detai l .s.s 

1~ you UJ\ rela:ted to your ptA:llic COfflMllt beca11se -- or 'filt'lat 

17 you wr1ce do.n -- becaus.e more detail g1ves so,t,eth1ng: mote 

13 tor us to be able to respond to. Md. certatrtly. share 

J.9 wh.-,,t YOII h,tV$ to So))' with Ui ,1bo1,1,;: ,1n ything ;:i.nd 9v~ry1:tdng 

20 yov have t o so,y ibout the projec:t, 

21 And so I'm looking for1!i'ard to hearil"Q fron you 

22 o.nd to 1c«.rn what your perspcetives might be oo t\het tfl-t 

21 potcrnti.sl in\'Utmctnt night b• i n tho cor ridor. 

2A And so I 'll h;i rtd i t off .:o ftO)(i who will thtn 

2s of1tc1ate tl\e rest of the l'lear1no. ,. 

l MS. Reeves: Okay. so we'll SU.M: our public COll'IWltS 

• 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

lS 

16 

17 ,. 
" ,. 
21 

22 

23 

24 

.... 
And ju;. to ,oh,r.,t10 tho protocol : Please ,;one 

to .:h4 micropho,w "'hon yovr n.iine i s c~119d, ~ch spnk.9r 

will have two nin11us i-o nab his or her connent, Thel"e 

..-111 tie a t Sf'le r Ot'I Cht,c sel"e-en fot' your rderetice. AAd 

just'. please re.nelfflcr to start: by suit:ing your naiic • 

spo11k.ing clearl y .snd into the nicropfiooo so t;f,.st ou~ court 

reporter' can accul"ate1y tl"aMce'ibe your cont1ents . 

our f i rst s peaker 1s Joel Rat1e fo1l~d by Oltlte 

Flores . 

)0$1 Rane: Thank 1011, My ~ne is Joel R.~ne, Md t'n 

a Hbrarian fo f' the Cit.y of Ino1e-wood. 

I just wanted t ·O say t hat I'M not here in al'I 

official capacity . I'n .also a ho;no <W.ncr in Hyde Park end 

t •v4 t;441n followi ng t;hh for $0114 t;i 11111. eut T would µy 

(ina~ible) city nwsp;ipers. 'We <Jo Ji..we the.n Q.cross thto 

sti-eet oo t he se<:ood fl oor of the l ibrary tot' y«i co l<>0k 

" · 
I think t hi!. is. great. l'm dcfir'l ite1y in s upport 

of tile lioh1: rail 1foe. I think it's fantastic that we're 

t'eb111ldino a syste•• that we had here ,int1l .:he 19SO's so 

that. we can brt f\$1 the -c-1.t:t tOQet~r bas1c"a1 1y. :i chi nk 

it'~ a 9re.11t thing fo r t:tuac c i ty of InglqwQod ~nd fo r the. 
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?S •hole c ity thats~ day you can 9et en , he train up at 

" 

l ~arichester and La erea aod 1n l ess man four bcurs yov can 

bo in $:In fr11nci $CO o r $11n Di fJgo Qr S.,c.-aa9nto Qr anyYli'l-4Nt 

in G.i.1 ifQrni,,, , 

• J wou)d jvst say to everycne here, 'He sho1.11cl 

really enphUh:l.' t hat we shouldn' t do thh on the cheap. 

6 lfc 5t-.Q11ld really m.,kc sure that al l of the ah:cmati vcs 

7 fo r tt111t sna1l cost. - - ;t suns l ik.c mi11i0lls o f dollars , 

8 but tf'le idea of i,un1no a oracle s.eparat1oo a.t cent1neh. 

9 tor i,eoi,1e who c0criu.1te around hei-t -- ! r t de a b1ke to 

10 • or k through thtt intel"se-c-tioo -- thi:. h s oneth ing that 

ll is really esn!'lth,1 , We need to 111ake sure we gn .ill th@ 

12 grade. sepa.ra.t1oos w-e can for tMs 'lritlole rout.e so 1t 

13 doesn' t beco11e an issue of corrt rovers-y but 1t becottes a 

Ul very hst •1ty for s.oncor'MI. t o get f~ the airport all the 

l S ny Ill) to, hop4fu1ly, $0:M d.:iy VP to "'-'9$t Hol lywood. 

16 Th~k. you . 

17 h\S. RH,vts: l hank you. ,. fo110'#ing oanu we heve c la.ydine Burt. 

19 oantc f1oni$ : Hollo. My nllffl• ii o~nte F1or,u , and I 

20 support: this pl"Oject. 

21 \'chat 1 th1nk we- Med 1s secuM t y because 1n these 

22 aru.s, espech11y at n tQll-t., 1t 9et.s really ba'J. At all 

23 s.tf.?.:ioos I thinl:. we $hov1 d hll\'9 l i ght r~il . no bUHS, 

24 also thin~ theN sho\llcf b e lots. of nat\lre to 1¢-¢1: at. and 

25 i t will att.N.c.t. more and m re people~ 

l Also 11\e tra1n s h<>'Jld be a.t 9rade al'ld above 

4 

gra/J.e_ .-.nd, tr ~ do ha'le it unde!'V,11'¢tJnd, inake it s.!l.1'e 

because l'l'C have earthquakes here in cal ifomia. 

1 an 11 years ol d, and I att.end the St, )ohn 

C::hr ysosw11 Scl\oo1 as a 1m oradel'. Md pl eaS@ . please. 

,. 

~ have 1t. undeeoro11nd so i t won' t affec·t our leaM1no aoo 1t 

'l wili kili? us s;Jfor. 
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a Also o.n cel'l t 1Aela 1c'lt'i l1 not be sate: ther e w111 

9 be too 1111<:h t raffic. 

10 Ms. Reeves: 'Thank you. 

11 Following C:1aydine 8urt we. have Oa11ten Goo<klon, 

12 c layd1ne eurt: Hel lo. MY natte 1S claycUne eurt. 

ll I.'ve lhed 11'1 M9le.-ood s tnce 1949 , atid r 'tt a lf'lelfber ot 

14 t ht C.n t int l « v;:illty Hhte>ri c,,i1 $0c;.i ei;y. 

1S I ' n very m.1ch interested in l)tlblic 

1~ transportation. 8ec.ause of 1foited ph_ysical -cond1t \ons, 1 

17 nay hbve to g i w up driving. 

141 The worst: t h ing about 1ivin9 ~ long tima, 

19 tMnk., i $ that wo do ttnd t;O look b,,,cb~rd a.t tho 

20 wonderful red cars , at ttie tl"On ey cal"S .mere OM could 

21- get 01'1 in Hh'thOm-e and 9 0 a,, the w-ay to E&Qle ROCk 

22 .-i tfl.out gettinv off if' you 1)41d your extra fare. 

2l l he natis1:ics W t: M'e used. I would renind 

2◄ those 1n chariie. a re people, Each of us her e today is one 

25 of 'the>Sce sta.t1st1cs. And v.hera sO!fletM no new Qoes 1n, 

19 

1 sonedi lng old usually h u to co11e out. and 1 t may be vet-y 

painful . 

• 

• 
' • 
• 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

14 

lS 

16 

11 

18 .. 

~ut; l apprecia te the oppnrt 1mity of ccming today. 

1 w1sti there were 1tore of our- ch1z.~os here . 

AAd befo.-e I l eave the r,lcl'oJ)hone. r 111:ust t e l1 

you. doo' t l ove !hh at'ea w1chout en>U11'1Q the street and 

1ook.¼nl) at the t r .,,.,poruti on ( in.,l/ldib1e) . 

t hank. you • 

MS. tteeves: l hank. you • 

fo11o.ing Dlllnim we have AlMI Havci:n s . 

Mr. '°od~on: Cood inoming . My n:ino i $ ~mi on 

Goo(f-non. I 'n the i;:oor'4irl.i.tor o f ™ Fi,c Expo ~p,1iCJri. 

1' d like co s.ee 1raclus1oo 1tl the nnal UR al l of' 

the option~ Jllhtch arc currera t l y be ing explored Md optiens 

for c-rouings. which are currently supi:<i~cd 1:0 be at street 

level for ON de setaradOl\S. focl u-6foo exte,\d1no existiflQ 

orade seJ)atat 1oo o.oc1oos OI' mandattl'IO orade separations. 
basel 1M orade seperat1Ms. I th1 nk. t h1s 1S 1mpcrcant for 

a. V{lrieq- of r911$(;fl$. one.. i t (l;)(ped i t$$ tht- c ros$fogs . 
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20 what we reaH2e ,-19ht n aH at (\naud1b le) h , because a 

21 grade. separation wu not u ;:i,lo, cd , that projKt b going 

22 to be 4,elayed, we cal'I avoid that in the future by 

23 incl t.ld1no in the f inal £IR orade-separat1on opt1ons. 

2, i he gl'ade separation 1s not Just safety 

2S niti g:,tion, it's t r.::i.ffic n i t i gition. tt .,,so h elp$ 

• 

address the issue of cnvir"'Ofllf.Cntal injusti ce. Sccau,e the 

rcusl ity h horo that on thq "'ots i d-o t hoy ' n tal k ing About 

as~- to -s9 b1l11oo subway. 

AAd thOse 1>eopl e l'ltlo wei-t beh1nd that 11ne wMCh 

i nel l.tde che Mayor o f Los AAgelu .a.l\d supel"vi 1'or 

~ varosh.vsti:y ha'lf.! twice ane~pted to n:e.iil nec.usar y ru;v,ey 

1 for this project for orade separation. So when tha,: 

ti happens and -..hM these people say ttd s area should be 

9 given II b us , :i.pid transit i nstoad of a light rail line 

10 W'i,:f,. gr-,do $Opar,1don, l'!dtr $tand ""1:it• $ boi ng i::o1d hor-e . 

11 •e're IN!ino told that we sho111d Qet 3$00 job, i n$tead of 

12 7600 j obs. 

13 And ht me j ust ask quickl y : 1t,'ho he~ in mts 

14' roo.t1 is for Soutti t.. A. h:tving ,BO!'> l c.ss jobs and Inglewood 

15 havi ng HCO l ess jcbs? 

16 t.et tl'M! ccurt r eporur refl ect that no one ra.1sced 

17 the1 r N nd. 

1$ It'$ '<,u;ort,11nt, u <:o1..1ncilmt1tber r:i.!x>r mantioned. 

11 that we show 11p .u thou !l@etinos on Novenber 13th and 

20 Oec-erber 10th, ....tien thM@.. people who have twice c-ded t o 

2l rob 111h project of mtcess.ary noney wi ll be lJl ., voting 

22 position. Th•Y naod to H« 11s. W• r,•cid to b9 t hcro . wa 

n nee<I t:o don;i,n~ our hir $NINI be<:.a.U$4 .,\l'ro l:>ei ng talled 

24 tor Measu re R. we ' re bei ng uxed 1'or the ff!deral dollars. 

25 we're ~1ng taxed for the i:,roject th.at wn1 ~ on the 

l wests1de just 11\e sa~e as we are tltl l'IO taxed tor th1S 

projq,c1;, .,nd wo w.,nt our nonoy r(lt;umcd her,, 
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;hal'lk you. 

4 Ms. Reeves: Tha,ik y ou. 

S Fo l10'#in9 Alan we h.svc M11td!e.- Heu . 

6 Al an Havens: "Y n.uie 1s Ala.o Havel'IS. I worked for 22 

7 years {Inaudibl e) transi t (1naudt ti 1e) nover.ent . 

8 1 s t rOf19ly supporc the l 1ght ran opt1on tor w 
9 <: rtnsh;iw Corridor bn9d on t r ,wol 1:i ffl9, ( i n;a.l)di b l o ) llPUd, 

10 ,ind s..-,J ety. 

11 Jn teM s o f safny. l A.T has three SHS of brakes, 

12 t h ree kinds of b rlles, not the ol'IC tllat buHs 11sua11y 

1l ha~ . Sy thet • 11y. t htt n:ildlfUIJ spud o f an lll.T c.sn ba 60 

1A to 6S 111i10, M hour botwu n $tations , 

15 

16 

17 

18 .. 
lO 

" Z2 ,, 

11oise . seneone ac the '#1 1sfl1re tieet1ng sa1d me 

buses. WOf.lld be <1111eter . b ut t h1S is ooly uue 1 r t hey' l"t 

rurn1ng very Sl owly through grade cross ings. 

l o nat<h UT speeds you n ttd gates . .md lights at 

cross fogs and so fo r th 'IC\e~ you have at-grade crossi nos • 

r o COt'ltrol n.ohe , d1rect1«1al1?ed gl'ade cl'oss1nQ 

( inaudibl o) con be u slld ho rns , t>.11.l, voic;o m;sugcs , 

and so fo r th, SQ noin is not a seriO\ls h sve. 

~ide qtl-illi t y ( 'in;,.11dibl e) h.lve cormar able ride 

24 Qual ity. In e o.np.ar1son --

2S 'ThC! court aeporter: t ' m havi1"19 trouble he~ring hi,i. 

" 
l MS. Reevu: could )'OU speak up a Httl e. 

Ali'ln HaveM: -Ok.,,y, 

I n conp.il'ison. the art i cul ated buse.s 11ke the 

-4 lfAe.! th.at ... tlave now will orov1dE a bulfpy rick!- behfod the 

center aJClc at the articulating joint. 

, 0fl (in:i.udiblo) tho ~r .wol dw.o I.II.T' s ha\'o four 

'l doors ,on t ho s i<!e: that iii ~ctual ly eight door QPeni ngs Qn 

8 t he side. rhe al"t 1cu1ated buses h.a\oe t h ree doors: 

9 bulea.11y. one. plus t1110 pl us two <ipen11'19~. At the fl'Oc'l t 

10 door d-.e driver ·i s (inaudib le) . 

11 Ms. iteevu: ~-e• re ha.vino t .-ooble hearing you. Toe 

12 coul"t reoorter. 
13 The COUl' t Rep<irter: 1 · 111 SOl'l"y. 

14 VnidontiHed Speak.er; Slow down. 
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15 Alan Havens: Let' s see. Aho the sl1dS09 p1e:te doors 

16 of ttw! NJ.SI buses c~n 90 Ct'l ~ cuNe. 

17 so, an:,w.ay, basic.ally svpport LP.T, 

18 1-!6, Re-eves: Thank yOU. 

19 l"on ow1na fiatthew \'o"e have cor-a choog. 

20 M;a,t;th,aw Hotz : (;ood n:,rning, I'm M.,tth4w Hetz. T 11\'cr 

21 in Wenchester, J'n a l ong-urn tNn$it rider .nnd tr~sit 

22 supporU!r. 

23 1 grutly 1-upport light rail because -- ror M tly 

14 issues . One is i t's nor-« efficieat f uel-wise. lt*s 4 

2S l>ottor r i do for tho ridors, ond t be1iovo pooplo al ong t.h~ ,, 

l route- .... lefoer t p,1rli: to Inglewood/Crensha• a.-..i .... 

desen-e 11oht rail . so I suppor1: the line completel y, and 

t 'iiJant the a1t t~t1on that we 1ooked a t and u.1ked about 

~ a nd rcv iowod to 1Mkc it II s.sfo l ina.. 

S eut u., l'.'0$tcntswr roi d4nt I'll tt11 yov, 

., there's a lot of fl.iik, ~ re•s a lot of anger in 

7 west-_di-uter. a lot or ru.r and goss1 p going Ol'l about 

8 • hat ' s go in9 to h&p9en. Hid they' re \'er y ups.et becaus.e 

9 Metro d id not pu-t .s 1re•ting in Westcho~ter. 

10 1 have no t ro11bl e cCftfoO to 1nolewooo. r lived 

ll 1n Westchester •ir "Mi e l1fe. t Shop 1n rnolewooo. 1 Ol"tw 

12 up here. 

13 eut tMy' ro up;et. Md I Q\int part of t hoi r 

1~ contem is the 11aintenance f<ACi1 ity, And I thinh: it's 

15 nunbe-r o. i;iMc-h 1s 1:he one off 11ash shoald l>e prefeue1'.I. 

l(i OP,l)'.>Sed to the Qle c l ose to Hindry m ich lllOUld take !ICfflCI. 

17 b ui lding .snd !lo forth. 

U SO I W3/I T; to w;i.rn yw thqr9 ' $ .s no4ting tom>rrow 

19 n1Qht 1n i,.~stc·hescer 111'1-dt co11ncn111a.n Rosendahl. 1•-,e bffn 

20 tr'l'l-"9 to tell people l t ' s to the betiet1t or .everybody: 

21 it'll .'I good syn.em, 1t' S. 11. good l ine . &ut, b)" not 

ti enoaoi oo the wenchester N -sidem:s, you 11ay ha.ve. stirred 

23 up a 11tt1e homets neS-t '/ltl1ch you could have a.voided, 

24 MS. Aeeves: Thank you~ 

25 Cor 11. d-,()(19 i s 'tho 1.:i.H ~ , rd t hist; I Mve. 
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l 

• 
• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

" 
" 15 .. 
17 
18 

" 
"' 
21 

22 

2l ,. 
2S 

09100] f:09761 ,. 

\'l'as t.her-e anrone else t hat has a spealcer ca.rel or 

aoul cf 11ke to f111 one out? 

c,ora chonQ: Hei,o, fly nane 1 s cora chono. and t ' rn a 

r9$i dent o f '!lin~h,,tor, 

unidentifi ed Spe.:Aker: soeak; 111>, 

Ms . Aeeves: \o\'e can't hear Yol>, 

Cor a Chong: cor,ing f rom Hong Kong. a dt)' th~t has .s 

hi!#)ly e ffic ient bus 11.nd r.sil sys.t11m, I ttn really t'a 

, .,.11y t nthu5iutic ho.,,l"'ing about .:hi $ p roj~t;. I f 1,11 1y 

support the 11oht ran l 1ne because 1 beH eve 1t w111 help 

a11ev1at e t r a ffic and 1 t wil l provide ,,o-re COf'lven1enee for 

p~opl e t o nove al"ound. 

oeopl e Cil/'I ffOf'8 e..is11y comunic:au with each 

other since 1:be 11oht N il 11ne, people can -~ yeah ~~ 

let's Scee. 

I ' n :s h igh school 5tudQr.t .snd I' n 11ho u kin.g 1',ho 

envi ~ nnl ,wdio ch.u. And suing bou,e~m light 

rai l ~ bus t ransit lif'IE!, I t:hfok. di.it t he l igh t rail 

line h u gree.ter potentt d to have l ess etwft'Or'lmental 

'inpact bccllus.e, as you know. c1cctd city 11.od also 1eu 

poopl• ( inaudi ble ) . 

MS. Aeeves: AAY o ther cards? 

Okay . we have a - -

ruve lolOnk-s: Just would 11:ke to address t hie 

lfeitdH!&t e r i&-illE , And I WC>uld l ike to let everyone know 

,s 

l t hat o ur project t:ea,n wil l be noet;.ing ,d1;h 1;ho Will$tdle$t'l r 

Meiti~ors A.$$oci•tu on Mond;iy night, 1-1'9'11 bring a 

3 siel ectloo ot boal"ds aM t ntomatt<>n to the ;:0.fflfun1ty. 

4 we' ve been l!IOt'k tng a•i th OMn y sc"-'te1der • .,,.ho IS t11th diat 

S group, and l!le wi ll nake. s uN!l the Wutchcst:er co,rouni ty h 

6 tu, ly 1nforne6 a.boot t M s projec t , 

7 MS. Aeeves: we have anot her special 1;west wi t h us 

a thh momh,g, . .I'd 11ke t o 1ntroduce supet'v tsor Mlil'k 

'9 l\idl e.y-'Thcn;'I.$. 
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10 su~rvhor Ridley-111.cwnas : Tfi.ar'lk you vet·'/ mJCh, 

11 everyone. t'n pleu,cd d\u you 1u·e here. 

12 lhis i s a. rather ilfpor t aot: t"iffe and oppor1:W'thY 

13 fo r al l of us. Md the •Me N!quen that I wi sh to nake 1s 

1• that: you cen other'S ab out the s1QA·1f 1cance ot 1:h1s 

lS projt<;t:. 

1~ And I w.,.nt to U .Y fron the t:QP: 6-ly vh11,• i$ ttHlt 

17 this is one of ltle nost. i n1»rtan1: pr<>jects going on 

1.6 «nyw"-!n! in cite county of Los AnQeles. Th.i:r~ h no 

19 projec t that 1 c4n think of t hat 15 S10rc i nport<11nt ltlan 

20 th\$ •ffort with rospoct to nans.por..ation, with rospoct 

21 to a ir QuaH ry, with r espe<c to KOrlOffi1c develOPf!El'lt. 

22 Those thl'ee ol>ject1ves are 1111>orta.nt. 

13 It 1s •'>' vie• '/IOl'k1ng lrith your city council . 

14 yo1,1r citY 1Hdership, "tt'lll.t: Ino18'if0od h,u a l ot t:o oain and 

25 benefit. b)' way of this Crenshaw•SOllth 8ay Line. I t i s ,. 

l f1.indament,11ly i1111>Qrt.tni- i n ttrns. of .ho iuve of tho 

tranS-f'<>mat\ot'I, <>I' cot,l'luni ties tl'o:n a11 econOfli<: develol).'hent 

perspect ive u well as othe.- foport4/\t i n uu, not d\e 

~ 1eut of v,hich v.iould be the inf.-ut .-11ctu.-• that is 

.-eq11fred to do 1mpcrtan,: work on 'tr'4l'ISOO-rtui on a s we-l l as 

6 the a.fr-qua.H i-y issues ttta.c I l'l@nt:tooed. 

7 

s ..t$ c l ur •• I poui bly '-MI M for dio Light R~i1 

9 A.11:em ac-ive, 

10 I don' t think abouc this 1n .:. one-dtmer1s1onal 

11 way. chfok. about it fo t'cn.1- of the quality' of 

12 u ansportati on that caA and should be b<1neficia1 to tha 

13 rui dtnu of thh p~.-t of ,;;h1t ,ol#lty of I.O$ Nlg t 1o t-M.t 

l"1 have waited a. ve.-y. ve.-y l ong tfoe co benefi t r r-on 13\ue 

15 extl'aol"dinaf'y r es:011rces . 

16 1hert is no pub1 ic wor ks proj ects of vklich I u 

17 a.i;°i\re thac- i s l ar,ger tl),lfl this 1.5, awroxi ria~ly 

18 Sl. S billion to do very , wry s i'9()it1cant wor k 1n this 

19 part <>f the e:ouncy of LOS AAQe1es. Th1 s tta.kes sense tn 

:CO torw1~ 9f ,11 r ati onal plllming offort t'h,11t i nvolvu 
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21 tra!\SpC>n:at \ Ot\. 

22 lhh \ s !'lot a va.n lt),' pro, ec:t of any sol"t. This 

13 is ., project that. is n11:ed based. t t 91\'cs d• finition to 

2A "'hat 1t ffeans 1:<> have a racional policy fo r planl'lfog a.i,d 

25 tratisportatton 1n the cou:ntY of Los Moeles. 

27 

l l he point has al ready bee.n Nde about the i ssue 

2 of jobs; -it i s an inporta.;"lt ll()int. Md t 'n confident that 

l an)tiody here who V/.:lnts to contribute to uncnployncin t 

A didn-' t .sho.- up T.O t hi • nut"ing. Thi$ i • tht- pl ;u;o whor ii, 

1n f act. l'l"e tal k about 1111prov1ng me QuaH tY of H te. AAd 

6 jobs 1 s an t ttpol"t&nt raetor 1n that equat\ ott. 

7 S(I it you look at th'IS CU.nprehcnsi ve1)'·, if you 

8 look .at. this hol istically. it"s hard to arot:e with forward 

'9 noveoef'tt . 'lie'<'e not look1no backward, we' r e l~ing 

10 fof'Wal"O. 1'h1s 1s about t edmo'logy· for the fuwre. TMs 

1L h aboui:: building for g:gn,crations to cono . lfl.:it ' $ 'fitly T'lf 

12 hor-$; that'; why I ,t~d ruo1vte in my effort to b r ing 

13 this project tiCWM en the 10th of Oec:e1rber. 

t.c 1 •oul d 1'109e th&t there's noe a vacane scat a t 

15 the MTA. t • ould hope Inn peopll! .:trc spillir.g out of the 

16 Auditoriui, and d()'l.n the uc:alator :ind out into t he patio 

17 area a.'ld let them f<ncli thu the Crenshaw-South &at Lil'Wl' 1s 

13 a ttust:. o\'e • a!\t te see 1t hapl)en . we \'11:ln t i t properl y 

19 l'ulll!ed . Md don't ski np at: t he l)l)i l'lt or ful\d!ng. 

20 Ever-;-t-Qdy here <»1ght t o say. "don't s ki!fp, -

ll The AUdi enc,e ; Oo.o' t s~i1tp, 

22 Supervi sor ft1d1e t•ltt0fflas : ltiey ouoht to fund i t as 1t. 

23 shoul d bo funded: Fully. That's fflat we' re pushing for. 

l not1ficat 1on of the t i11e . \il'e nee<! t:o be i n th,e house, 

G-ecavse. as you kne,., l~l ei','OOd h str-at-eoi ca11'1 ~n a. 
pos1 t1cti co 11ake t h 1 s better than 1': would ottlenv'lse be . 

• And, if y~ do l.h11t, t c,,n 11.s.svre you that counc:i1n.in 
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rabor will do a dcthce that v.,e 1 .. on ' t f ind ror~c-table oo 

6 that day. 

7 l hank You very 11n.teh . I appr-eciau vour tine 

a today. 

9 unldentifted speaker: supeev1sor. befor e you go. 

10 Vill wq b" 11-bh to 9Cl t pref4rred p11rl:in9 for th• bu$9$ -

11 'Gnt to bring in? 

12 St1~rvisor ~idley .. ltfomas ; v-es, And if you Mish to 

13 b rin9 b-use ~. we will hel p in 1\hat:ever .. ay l'h11.t we can on 

14 that , and •~·n 11111.te sure t hat the bu.sc.s a n pl'ot,crl y 

1S a.ccormodaC11d, 

16 so brtf\,O soffebOOy. oon' t: be relucta.t1t. Coo't be 

17 bash1'u1 about asking your t l'1ends, your ne.1~ht>OI"$, i,er s0r1s 

UI i n your' iorort cles. thos.c v.how(ws bi p wi th you 1n your 

19 v,1d ous contexu. 6r'irlg the/fl. Bring then, This is 

20 1nportant. 

21 t his h 11fpona.·rt because ,~Han o1xoo tried to 

22 .orl: on this 2S ycr-,rs 1190. Ton Bradley 'lfflS woi-k ing on 

23 thh ~ long, l OM t inet ;i,go. Hen ry W11,K11-,n ,1..nd o-i -,n, W.s.u <:n 

2" work. in~ on 1:his, I s ay it' s tine M d it'$ t illl9 no11o· to 

25 b ttno th1s i, rojeet hOne. 

l l hank you very 11uc:h . t ' 111 de11ohnd that yoi, 

could be her e . 

"'4, Jt.e•vn: we ho.v, on, "°"" c:drd, H119h 

4 &roc.k.i119ton, 

,. 

Mt:,gh 8r ock.il'!Qton: I just t<t--a<it tO· .say co light rail: 

(i that's a ll . 

7 Ms . Reioves : \Jl'<:111, t;Mn k you very 11uc:h for co1Jin9 out 

$ on ll w11:4hnd aM 5h~ring yo.i r- titlll' ,111nd coMeno with IJ$ , 

g ,ust a reit1ndee that your C-,On'llents Med to t>e 11'1 

10 Mo!Y.fay october 26th by S:00 p. n . 

a \Jl'e h11•,~ one 11.ddi t ional hearing -~ it's Ch<! fourth 

12 and fiool •• CO'flil'l'J this Tuesday even in'J a,: 

13 r rat1sf1our.n1on Olurch oo Mran:1n Ltttfler King, 8ou1evard in 

14 Los M;>eles. That' s fr011 6:CO p .11. unt11 3:00 p. i1. ffl ere 

15 aro SOIICI fHetrs on th, rc9i s~r11.tion GAbl~ wi~ that dnt ••· 
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16 Arid just l'ee-1 rree to ,ora.b a stack 1f you have soi.e 

17 fr ie.rds you t Mn.k arc int'el'ested 11\ attending. .. And 11.911 in. thank rou very milch . Vo appre<':i11t« 

l<J your CO!l'ff@nu. 

20 

21 

22 

23 ,. 
25 
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Comment: 42-27. Joel Rane. 
 
Response to comment 42-27A.  
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 42-27B.  
 
Comment noted.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw 
Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion 
of these two underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for considering grade 
separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such as 
traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and 
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where 
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s 
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The light rail 
alignment will have aerial crossings at Aviation Boulevard and Manchester Avenue and at La Brea Avenue 
and the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  A below-grade crossing at Centinela Avenue was carried 
forward for further consideration in the design process where it was determined that the lack of significant 
traffic impacts did not require the crossing to be grade separated. 
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Comment 42-28. Dante Flores 
 
Response to comment 42-28A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 4.14, Safety and Security, of the DEIS/DEIR determined that no adverse 
impacts to safety would occur from the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would provide lighting near station areas 
and security personnel to ensure that the line is part of a safe and secure system.     
 
Response to comment 42-28B. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project would not result in an increased exposure to the risk associated 
with fault lines, nor would it exacerbate pre-existing seismic conditions either in a below-grade or 
above-grade configuration.  However, it would be more vulnerable to damage from ground shaking 
during an earthquake.  As part of the mitigation proposed for the project, a geotechnical study would 
be conducted to identify design specifications required for maintaining structural integrity under 
static and seismic loading and operational demands.  These design specifications would ensure that 
the risks from seismic hazards would be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
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Comment 42-29. Claydine Burt. 
 
Response to comment 42-29A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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Comment 42-30. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 42-30A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

Response to comment 42-30B.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 42-31. Alan Havens. 
 
Response to comment 42-31A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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Comment 42-32. Matthew Hetz. 
 
Response to comment 42-32A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 42-32B.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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Comment 42-33. Cora Chong. 
 
Response to comment 42-33A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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Comment 42-34. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 42-34A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 42-35. Hugh Brockington. 
 
Response to comment 42-35A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
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COMMENTS: 43-36 through 43-56 from the Transfiguration Church Hall Public Hearing 
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091006 P0'976S 

(R,£NS"-6.W fRAN$1T (ORRIOOR. 

~ FT l NVI1t.ONK£Ul"AL IMPACT STAT~Ellf 

OAAF'T ENVlROM'-lutfAt. REPORt' 

l'UISLIC HEAR.lHG 

"fRA.~SftGURATIOO OIURCH ~LL 

LOS AAGE.LES, CAUFCRl'IA 

OCTC6ER 6, 2009 

24 FILE NO . P09765 

2S REPOSI.HX> 8Y Of.estA «., P5t6$\IT'TI 

4 

Ms. Rco,·os: "'~11. -g·ocd cvoni ng, llnd t:hMl you f or 

c:oning ~() th$ public hqo,dng for th9 Or ,11f t Envi ronn~t.:a.1 

Il'IP9.<t scatef'lent/Dl".tft €1\v1 l'Of'lt.el'ltal !1tpe:ct Report . 

My na.11~ i S ROXi Ree1;es. l ' m ,r1 th the Le~ AAdl'tw!: 

c roup, and t. ' 11 be h.Ciliu1.1: in9 tilh e,•ening. 

6 I hope )'«i' ve all had a <ha~e to wall: a.round the 

7 roOJI a/Id look; at the boards and have -your quen1ons 

8 answered by project staff. '.It you haven't, the oroject 

'9 tOMI will JtO.Y :ihor thll publii; C:Offl!tlnt porti m 50 YQU'll 
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10 ha\le d\ac opj)Ot'CIU'l1Cy the!\. 

11 ..,hen you Cf.fie in too'ight, )'011 l\"ere p iven a few 

t2 diffci-erit h1mdouts. You war« giv«n a cor1ncr, t forn , fact 

13 sheet. and speak.er card. The co«~eru: forn pi"'0\'1des you 

1, ld\1\ 11'1fornat 1M 00 ho,; t o Sllbft1t YOIII" COMenu fo 

15 wdttno. and the face sheet Q1ves yew 1ntor11a.t1oo on the 

t(i alt4m;i.th•es t h~t 4rci 11nder <;on1,ider .:,,t·ion, 

11 The forniat toni , At will begin with ~ brief 

u: presenc.icion by our Pro ject 1-'anaoer ~oded ck. otaz. 

19 Arid, if you • oul d like to .spe,d: chis evening, you 

20 need t o conplll"t« one of the blue speaker cards and tf111n 

21 t1,1 m it in to our rogi;n:rati<:lfl tllblo o r ono of d,o Ot;l'l$r 

22 staff fle11ber s th-1 s evenino. 

23 lhiS \s yo~,r fOl'um so the r'lvtt hour !S solel y 

24 devoted to your c:oonenu. And n such, project staff 

25 ,ron't incerrvpc <111r1no tile hearing co 11ake Com'.encs or 

z 

l cl;i,riflC,)ti()f'l 5, I f you h ,1.v9 ,)d(HtfQl'\-'1 qvet;tion$ th;i,t ll.~ 

not answered, .,,g,1in, rou will haYE a chance w speak whh 

Roder'ick and o~r tee.n • fflbers at the end of tl'le 11eetit19. 

a And, i f you sti ll need 11.'!!d itional t iine 4ftcr your ato 

ninut• s .src up, you' ro wel<:Off.O to submit a co.nnent in 

6 wr itino. 

7 ,use to ret11nd you. the <1eacfHne tor 1>11b11e 

8 COl'ltlet'lt: 1$ MOad.9.r oetober 26th at S :00 J>. tl . 

, And 11.t Uli$ t i oe I ' d like t<> rec::oo,the solfe 

10 e1ecte6s and the.ir representat i ves that are here with us 

11 t his tY'ening. we have C<>lt'lcilne.tt>er !Serna.rd Parts . We 

12 also h 11vo Dennis Rodrigue: fi-on courn:i11tenbe r P<11 rks',; 

13 offi ce , F9rn11.,ndo R-,nirez from Suf>'rvhor M;irl:, 

l .ll Rid1ey•1hQM$ ' $ office, And llt'e h.l.Vi! ~$,), Alk,il-e he~ fl"'OtJ' 

15 the Ci t)' or et SoeQundo. we have Oar'! Rosel\fel d r ro" 

16 supervisor Matk Rid ley- 11uxn,u ·s off l<:c , and Vinc~mt Harri$ 

17 also f roi. tho supcrvis.or ' s offi ce. 

18 l hank vou all for conino this evening, 

l'9 1-,e also have sevel'al cotu,un1t)' oroan1zat1ons wi t h 

20 us. and r.-e•d Uke co exceoo our apl)l'eehlt \ M 'to thel'I as 

ZI nli, WCI hf.ve 11111Jd14rs of ~" Enp11HentA1nt Congren litn 
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12 ArU Nei ghbott.ood Oe\•el opttent COIM\Cll . Vt h a.~ Park Mesa 

23 Hei {l'hts Connurrl~ counci l, H«61thy Africa!\ Aner icl!.n 

24 Fanilie-s , &us Riders union. the L-e i111er1: Par k 8usiness 

25 t nprovement Otstrtct . <:1tizen 's Coa11t1on fol" a Safe 

' 

l COIJ'tlt,rdty, Unhed HOIYeO'fC!'lers A.%odnion, Cherr-ywood 81oclc 

2 cll.b, Lo!> Angel e'l 11ei\)hbortiood Inith.the, Mec111n9 Or'ht 

1>l01;k club, Tran.sfi9ur11ticn Church, .and Save t..« irr.crt. 

A r f r h::ivc nhso-d .1nyon•, .1pol o9i:tc. 

At t his tine i.'d 10:e t o 'ti.Im 1t over to 

6 11.odtrlck, 11ho wtll take vs through 011r i)1'esentatlon. 

7 Ml". Oh.:!: okay. 

ti AS Roxi s.iid, ny n~me is Roderick. Ohz. Sone. of 

'9 yov hav-e seen ne befote , For 1:hose of you who are ne·.y, 

10 t hank y0(1 fo r C<W11tno 011t and u.t chtniJ 09 t o the o.rojec·t. 

11 lie we l ccm1 you 1111 t h is e vening~ 

12 i h9 Pi1H tJll'Q y9:i,r$ h-,v9 ba~n ., $ignifi c,11n t 

13 pro::eu for vs, .,,n,11lyzin; &<>lutiM& Qf how .:o ~tee 

14 i l'IVUU!el'l ts 11\ this <Ot't'ldol' Chat nake Set1se 4tld 1,,pr()\fe 

15 trllns i t: e.ccus ibi1 i cy in a north-south fashion. centered 

16 around Crenshaw 8ou1c~·i1r•d. 

17 lt.'e ha.vE started -- we've ~tn in the Middle of 

UI 'llihat's c::alled ao envfrorwnental review process, v.here we''lle 

19 beeti at\alyzt n9 a.'I terl'ltt1ves. Md the <ulti1nat.1oo 1s tti 

20 t hll rctPQr t t hll.t '-Ye ' Ve jvst DUb1i$hed, Md )'()ti He hard 

21 copies <>f that report ovtr there ~ O'le ubl es. Yov 

22 shot>l d ha\'e .ee.c,etved either tn t he man or when you s l gned 

13 iii t od11y a co of th!.t report. 

2~ And !lo d!at r•port i s b1u;i<:ally the IMljo-r 

2S nile.stQne th.1,t we h~,ve henJ to n;rk. t.t,e h ct th.:it "~ ~..,., 

• 

l abo11t to 1tak.e a dedsion l"tlated to the project. 

2 And whu that Npor-t i s c.a.1 led i s a Draft 

,,w1 l"<>Mlel'ltal U!l).a<t ~taumer1t/oraft Env1r0Mer1tal u.pac-t 

4 l\etport:. :I; t h11s tv.10 n~u betc,iius1i it Htis f hs 
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requ1remMts both at tt-.e tederai and the state level . 

And s o v.fiat 1ti: h ave here iS t he l"epor-t as 

7 pub1 ishcd as of septcnber U th. And we have ., ~S-day 

8 co1111ent period. Md thu co,men.: per1od h open to 

9 tteieers of the pub11c as we11 as to p11bl 1c- aoenc1es a!ld 

10 other ent1 t i es tor you to ma.ke a CO!l\tlent about. the 

U alt4m;i.th•9s conui ncid 1:he.-.:ii n, h9'# rh0;y 11.re :,noly;:~, l!nd 

12 MY idtas you have related to hO\lt the -alte.muivu conpare 

u to one another and lihat fe.atvres you'd like to see 

14 incorpo .. ated or changed about the project. 

lS And the l"O:port is .,vai1ablc at all l ocal public 

Ul 1it>r;id~$ for r9vi9.-, ortd i t's. .ilso ot 3va,ilabl, at 

17 ~'Wlf. t1etr-o.nec/crensha.. Md that's also a oood 

U 1ntonnrat1on resource 11' you want <>ttlel'" inforti!ltlon about 

19 the proj ect. 

20 So next slide, please, 

21 £sserr t 1a11y, the re()Ort aAal'yzes f-our different 

22 a1temn1ves. Md the first. two a lternath•es represent 

23 the lowor-co$t tihQrna.t; i ves: 'Wh11;; vmu1d we do i f"~ d i d 

24 not:hi/'19 in the CQrridor ~nd \'.h11t would w~ do if v.~ di d a 

25 10!f•O<>st inves1:1118nt ittpN:iv-el«!J)t ,:Q bus -service. And SQ 

' 

l those tw0 al tem.atlves are called the t10--t:1uHd. and the 

second ¢f'le ts called cM TNnspor udoo system ManaoeMnt 

A1tel'THl.the. 

• V.hy we C¢tl'.p,1re the Qther al t1:rMt ives to these 

tiw lllternatives is 111-e havt- to nake s:ure .:hat ~,1tever 

6 1nvest".Mnc 'file nake ls an i111Crovenenc o-ver doing nothing 

7 and h an inprovttll!Cnt over doing sClffle.thing that is 

8 pot•n~i.,11y 1o-.r in cos.t. So those ,,r4 ct.. t;wo 

'9 alumuives t~t ~re ev~l1;,n.ed in the report, 

10 ;hen we ~et to me n-.o other a1ternathes. Md 

12 ,t,nd so v.hat -.ou1d 1\~ do if we build s<11,cthing, if ,.'C rud'e 

13 an 1 nve.stlfent? Md the rt are t rio al ,:ernatives: <ine 

t• cal l ed .:he &us Aa.p1d Traos1c Al terM1:1ve. n;Rr: .md. one 

15 ce1l e<I t he L10ht R.a11 1 t"a ns1t Ahemat1\'e, LRT. 

1~ SQ rovGhly they folla• ttie :;~ne ger.-er~l a.ligmiqnt 
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17 betwt-en the Had:or subdl v - - the Gr-ee,1 t.foe, at1d crenfflaw 

18 5ou1ev4rd «long tfle Harbor s11bdivisi<lt1 there.. so I' .. 

19 ooiog t<> oo over ffiese two a1terna:tive-s in a 1i«1e bit 

20 110N' detatl , 

n 11ext s11de, pltase. 

22 SO t;he> fir$t :1 l"t11m.:it i ve> is tho Bus ;i_.,pid Trn,ns i t 

23 A1temative. S'to"!rtino from t '1e i-Ovdt 1o~ H;,rt hero H Vie 

2'4 Green Line and Ulen i.-e n::>ve north t<> a locutcn a t 

25 Avi U .i()fl 4f'ld CMt-llry. M!ln)' of you knew tht:r~•~ 4 

' 

l rravelodge there and, unton:unately. an aaul t btrS11'1ess 

Z thcl"e. and 11. earl's ,r. 1hat 1S a p0tenthl site for· • 

cor.ne<:tion that cwnecu w l>.hat's called the People 

4 e-1over, \'.here the airport will nake connections to OH inw 

5 the airport terwi1na1s. 

4i And then we fol low t ho r :iilrcad ri9ht-of-111tty 

7 cal l$<! ,:ho Har~r- -Svbdivision th.i.t l-'-tro pur(h.a.sod b,11,c;I: i n 

$ the e.arly 90's, Md t ha t right~of•way $ervu d~ntowr. 

9 Il'IQ1ewood and ~n ap,:,roaehes c rertshaw here at: t he Park 

10 Mes.a ne ighborhood of' L. A .. and then. 1'.hen it l"C'aches 

1l Cr11nsh11.w, it goes nort:h a l oog CrMshaw eoulctvard through 

12 Leil,en Park vi 11aoe, stoppino several t ines and 

13 com e<tlng here with t he ExPO L1ne . Md ther. 1t continues 

14 I\Ot't:h to 8 CO:"H'leCC1on a.t the f'U1'ph L1ne at 

1S •,<i1$hi ,.../\l.'utem. 

16 Now al ong Crenshaw 8oulevar4 between the m1rtx>r 

17 Subd.ivisicn and t he t xpo Line, the 8llT Ahernative is 

UI planned Co opera te. is proposed to operate, ill v.hl!.t 11rc 

1~ cal led « )(<:lusivo b~s hnos~ lan<is thac an r-osct~•cd just 

20 for t,u$4$ and in s<::ne c,mn. r-ight-tuming ,..ehicles to go 

2l •~Orth. uor th of the EXPO Lh'te, Cl'et'lShaw SUl'tS to Oet: 

22 rea11)' narro•. especiaily as you appreach l'he 10 and vou 

2] go t ow1u"d ltilshfre 6oulevard , aiid it ' s not -U e<ll.S}' to 

24 de~'t'e street spate for tws lanes. S<> in this section 

25 ther e are no bus lanes al'ld the buses will have to travel 

7 
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l fo t~ mid!.t or traff ic. 

Sonc of you jofoed us. on So.tie! t our!! of the Or"-"'9e 

Line, and that is si"Har to Vthat my go on here as 

, proposed at t ne Harbor Subdh1S10,1. 

110'1t, mat: altet'Ylat1ve- costs rouot1iy t>eo-.'een ssoo-

(i and $6()0 million. 

'f Then ttl4! next al t@rn,1,tive. i s c:«lled the I.RT 

.a: Al temanve, and tMs e.nl)hasizes rail service basically, 

9 And so t he rail 41te.-nlltive n:iughly follows. dte un:c 

10 a ligrmant , st11rtin9 at th• Gnion I.in•. continui ng along 

U tho Marbor- Sl'bdiv i $ion d11"9Ugh downt~.n tngl~,lQQCI .ind ~ n 

12 c-ot11 og nor-th. se.-v1no Le1ttert Park village, and then 

13 nopi,l f'\og heee at the Ei<pos1t 1on L1M . 

14 riow. \t ' s iflport11t1t co no«! t hat it does. t.top 

15 here .at. the Expositi on Li~ bec,wse, 'J(>inO north 11,'l)uld 

16 1ncur a s1onifkant expMse that 1s not cove-Nd by 'd\e 

17 proj ect b udgn . 

1'I It a.h o ccnnoc.u honi in the $0\lth ond t o the 

19 t;r"n 1.i nq so 1;,h.:it yov co.n CQOC♦iv@ly ride tfi• s♦rvi c♦ 

20 soM'llhf~ ,d ong di• line Md contin11e tQIQC"d the sovrh in 

21 El s~und<> and toward R.e-dor'ld<> Beach . To.ar-d the north we 

22 leave open t he pouibility for a future elCtcns i<:tl toNard 

2~ ltilshi NI 6ou1•v11-r-d. 

2-1 'The- t>ase co s t of this alumadYe is about 

25 Sl. 3 b1H1on. $1300 ,111l100. Md S<> that's a 1"¢'J0h 

' 

l conpar-1son of hOW the nio a1ternatiVfS conpar e~ 

'40'1' , a lot of you ha\'o uilk«d to w1 over t b.. put 

tir.o yen.rs, poi nt i ng aut ~nv i ronn~n..a1 eonsidoN t i ons 1ti.1t 

A yQV WMt \IS to c,on.sid♦r, ;v,d 11t'9• ... , d ('Jl'I• 011r 0"'1"I 

e!Wll"Ot:n'lenta1 analysis as w~n . 

• AAd so th~ LRT Alt~mati \/t hat assoclst<!d •i th i I! 

7 duign options . And 11.11 of chest design opti ons l!.rc also 

3 r ,evi ewed in t he cootext of that er,vi l'Omr.ental revie·l't 

'9 "/'@port. 

10 so 111-e have s1lC- design op't1oos. The f 1r-s t otte 

11 1«11.11d •• 4CtV3."11y, 1♦t nit 90 b,lCk. a 1i1:t1$ bit. l.♦t nci 
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12 exp1a.1n a l so. 

13 1hc LR.T Altc,r11ati ve pa ues tly' t he south ru1THi!.YS 

lA of the a1rl)ort in a t r ench undergrouod. It passes over 

15 Century 8oul evan:I 1n ao el eva-ced f asMon. o\ler La a rea Mid 

16 dofll"l tonn 1no1e'#ood 1n an elevated t'ash1on, and O\•er 

17 bot;w"n 60th 11nd ~7th stre110 or roughly botwce1n 60,;h .,nd 

18 vittC>l"i., A,ven1Se i n_,., el @Vitttd .;onfig11r~t ion. In t.eine~ 

111 Parl: Vil l.ge \ t has an mdergro(.lnd c-onfio1.u-a:tion bec-,;etn 

20 48th 41\d 39th strec u to p.a!,t. buic-a11y 1n a subway 

21 underground confi gurat ion t hl"'Ough the hear t of Loincrt 

2'2 Park Vi ll.,90. 

23 So those are Whal: are called orade sei>arat1ons or 

2A elevated or bel ow-grade se-ct1ons. AAd ail of those are 

25 docu-.Mnted \ n dw olans of the report. oka.y . so che~ 

l aro grlldc np1tr 11 t: ion$ incorporatctd in to tho Ut.T 

Alte.m:i.t ivo, 

• 

IIOW, as I uid, we did sone ,1(1di t io~l M.l1y$ i $ 

4 to 1 deAc-1 ry llhat ¢ the r des1gl'I OJ) t:I ons and '114\at ¢ther 

enYirot11nental ·h ,p,acu we n.eed to r espond to. In order to 

6 havo ~ t rosponso to those anviror.mcnta1 iinpacu properl y 

7 analyzed , ,re included c.hese desigr,, ¢prions and they 

8 bas1cal1-y are -- 1 ·ii -descMbe c.lle six deslon opt ions. 

9 l he first dest~ opt1on WOll ld llOYe a. Sta.t10!'l tl!NII' 

10 C:onc.vry, ~1<>ser to cent1,.1ry , t.<> n;,.k• die ,::omect ion t-o ·Ult 

11 People ►.»\!er to the airport ,1 1it.tl e bit better wit h a 

12 shore.er i-,;a1k. 

U lhe socood desi gn o pt i on irivoh•es a g r-~de 

1~ sopa r-.:i t ion 11.t M:snch1atar- Avonue, Manchostor Boulo\•,,ird, 

lS b,ni ~lly , be.;11u.u there'i .s lot o f t r ,tffi c c;(')!l) ing off tho 

16 -10s a.nd thete's potentta1 1y a l ot or con t U cts ·mere. 

17 l he- tht rd de-S1gt\ o,pt1on 1nvo1ves a 9rade 

UI 1.eparation ae c~ntine1a with buica11y l n underp,4h r i9h t 

l<J in front. o f St, John OtryS<>Sc.on Chvl'Ch c.her e , 

20 1he four'th des i gn op t ion takes tmac. 1s proposed 

n as a.n elevated <00t1guru100 between 60th a.no 60 •- aoo 

ll tho f-'!lrbo r $ubdh- i sion .:u,-d o1~co, tfi 11 t e1ev:atod Hno 
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23 ,.mde1"9t'Otll'ld. so betr.,een 60th arid the Harbor subdivls t or.. 

24 oesigr'l OS) t1on 4 would pl a.« t hat u.n.dcl"ground . 

25 ihe f ifth dniljll'\ option theru is. in Lcincrt P-llrk 

10 

l v i1h9-.. There WQU1d be ;). Stoltion right 11.1: i<ing POH i bly 

2 tirith an entrance at Stock.er. But the fihh de.s ign option 

J would place a swt ion al>Ol.ft" 0 ~4 nl l es fron that other 

4 s tation bt KinQ to "-dd a sut'ion n ur \•crnon Avenue. 

And then t he sixth design option involved : 

, R.o t;her i:h on c:oning I.JP tQ 9r,1d9 to nctet t he E)(po5ition I.in~ 

7 at n m street wou1d invol ve conti nu1no underol"OOnd to 
8 jotl\ W upo Line ,.indtH•~ro~md. so. l"atMI' dlan havl ng an 

9 at-gra d'e connettioo, you M\•c an und.erground C:OC'lncction 

10 "!her e. there'd l>e ii level chanoe and people wo11ld cl irib a. 

11 set of stairs or elevators t <> oet to the Expo t.1ne 

12 Stat1oo. 

13 So, i npc,ru,ntly, woa have incl uded t:hon d1n ign 

14 optiQn$ into thti ~nvirorwnent.-i1 ~n.a.l ysi$ . and ;;hey riupond 

15 to specific envi1"'¢nrrenta.l <:oncerns an<! inpa<:ts mat we 

16 l'aee . •••e've 1nco~rut-d design opt i<:ns t o respend t.o 

17 specific enviro.rm,enta1 i 111p:1c~.s. .. And yo11 s•e th9 cost ther e. Roughl y b•t'l{etttn 11-

l<J and $236 1t11llfM . Sone of the nore expensi ve des1on 

20 opt.Ions hwoi ve those w1t.h add1t t OMi u11derQt'01.1r'ld 

21 s cat 1ot\-s . 

22 

23 faciliries shes . So t rain.s O!' b11ses hav6" to oo soneplace 

24 to be ~pafred. cleaned . lhere is CM s i te here- '\n me 

25 city of £1 s cg_undo bct.",ic«n tl'.'O r11.ilro.,d tracks northe.ut 

1 of t,ke corner o f Msecrans and s epu1 veda. And then vie. 

have on« site her.e near the nci 9hb-0rh(l()d of 'lie.st.chaster 

just we.s t of the 405 Freewa.y here 1n this hdf-ar-r111t 

11 

4 shape<! 1>1eee of land. SO those ar-e also s ubjects of the 

envll'<>/'\mental doe111r.enc . 

• 
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7 so -,..M O!u' board 1raku a dec::1s1on, they consider 

a how- these «l terr.a civc s conpar-c lriffi respect to each o tli-e.r . 

!I So I pl"'OVided a silft)le conpa.Mson for you today: 1ra.,;el 

10 t 1oe, ridership. capital cost , alld dollar s oesie rated. 

11 cer ta.1nh . thet'e are f'IOrt factors thac- cotipare. 

12 llOW-, 'lll'!•n Y.ll <:O.t1p.., r• appl •~ to "-PPltS , 1ot'5 s.,_y 

13 on 't,t)e sMe H'-ti Qfl, both Qf ti-le i\ltern~t i vei s,1-.,9 tri\ve-1 

l~ tine with respect to an eQ1iivalent ""Etro Jtapt d bus, SO we 

15 have the &RT Alte rnative ...tlkh opt:r.lltes bea,een the Grun 

16 Linc <111\d t he Ellpo t. i nc in less than 30 minutes . 2& to 30 

17 ninu~s. Afld d->41 I.Rl oltom.:it i vQc :i.t 4bout 20 minutos . SO 

UI the LAT Alte,.nat:1w does sa-ve a l 1n1e b1t IION! 1n t r avel 

19 t1t1e . 

20 The BRT Aleem ath'c does citeend t o 11111 sh"i re 

ZL sovlevard and Wt adds aoothe r ® 011t. 11 niflvt-es to t.he 

22 t ravel time 'tO ~t up to w11shire, 

21 ln teMs of ddersh1p bet"Ween the ~reen L 1ne a/Id 

2.: tho EXpo$i t i on Lino, tho SAT Altorn.:ith•• h in t ho 10'/f 

2S 10'$, 1.0,000 rid.qr $: t;h4 ~T A.l torn.,ti vo i$ ;t b i t h ig.hor . 

ll 

rho BAT Altcrna-rivo, thouljl, h able t o ruch Wihhil"'e 

eoulevard and anract 11ore riders that way, 

cai>1t:al cost. You see the c0tt;:,ar1soo. and 1 

.i tal ked abc~,t th!lt before. 

AAd thqn ...,,o h11.vo nu,rber of jobs ge.nerac,d, ~ d 

~ that 's .ilso documented in me report, 

7 N0\11, tt:e repor t docu11enn a lot of different 

8 t)•pes of cn11ll"'omt.ental i ,ip:ic:ti. Th ey're all of th~!M! 

~ lo~ud horo. A lot of you h.1110 b rought up i,, ~st 

10 n9eti!'l ;;s <;on,emi; about noiH ;:,,nd 11i t,r-,tions, vh,1,1-,l 

1L 111p1ct , tlt1)acts to bust nesses, fopacts rel ated to 

'12 conn:ruct1on: so those are a11 documented 'h\ the report 

tl and d iScl~e,d. 

IA 11ext slide , pl ease. 

15 SO !lie ti-ave a co.11ttent period. and tM s 1s 

16 esse.f\t1a1h .ftere we are. l'l'e have 011bltc headnos here . 

17 Thi:; is 1;h4 l u ~ of tho fou r publ i c;, hearing;, 
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U tr.~ have - - you <M send ™ coni.ent fon•.S you 
19 ·recdved today , either give i t to a staff' nerber before 

20 you l eave o r you can c-n, il t hem t:o 1t1e1 at Metro. Tha t ' s 

21 ny adcfress thert . and tl\a;:' .s the address listed on ~ e 

22 back of the corme,,c torn. Yoo can also e-ndl the11 to ..e. 

23 And you can also. 1f you' d .. ache,. ipeak to s~ooe and 

24 h~.,-. tho;iff roc;Qrd your c;Q.lln9n t , you c;i.n c:;.,,11 ttli oroj tr;l: 

2$ hotline. The CCIMlenU do nud to ~ re<:el ved by 

1 Q<;l;QbQr 26th 2009 . 

AAd nex:c s11cte . 

r1ow. ~re do •e go troo f\.er-e? AH of' the 
A conncn,:s of t he publ'k hearing~ contr ibute t o v.tiat•~ 

13 

5 call ed a sel ect ion of ;:he locally pl"eferrecl alternati~ . 

~ And th.at is a 't'WC>•Phase pr-ocess 'tltler-e a conn~nee of ovr 

7 board at1d t hen the ,;hol e board coos1der the deds1on. 

II wh ich 1111:ornat'\v• t o noVia fon,,11, rd wi th, l\nd th.:at. is 

'9 Oe<:eri:ler 101:h 2'009. the. fin~l board ""citing. 

10 After th.ac is. HlEned ... ~ther h:'s the light 

11 ran , b us rapid tr~ns~t. or do not:hing - - -.e mve rormir'd 

12 with f urther cnvil"(lnlfc riu l an~1ys.is of a p rojcrct, the 

U proj ect 501cictod-. ,1,nd tflcn wo Ol)l!n for Hrv icct in 201'1 . 

so her e we then gi> to our connen,: period. 

15 think 11:• s a M st<>r1c da'/ now. Md a. lot of you "a.y 

H reiiemer that time • ht.I\ st~etears used to !'WI along 

17 Crensh;,,w 6ou1ev;,,l"d. <::o.ne dool-,n King 4l"ld teinert 601,1l evar6 

18 <1nd then cone 60¥d"I Cre.nshaw ¥,hen ,:be ~e11ow car.s 1,1sed to 

19 run 1n t he cen,:er of t h.e su~et. Md t his i s a chance to 

20 boic-4111y b ring that typ11. of service back to t huc 

2L comu.iii;;icr$ heNJ. 

U AAd $0 U'l i $ is ~ n )'01,1r d'l.,,,<::e to ul I: dbout the 

23 a1temaches that are O!"I the tabl e . AAd s o, h<>pefu" v· H 

24 you want to !peak, you f illed out' a ccm,~nt' f,orni. Md a 

25 court: reporter, this loverly' l ady up he re, she' s trained t o 

1igen t o CIYOry WQr(I YO\.I J.:J)' ~nd tYP4 it $0 th.:i~ it', i n .i 
Pa'ile 10 
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t ransc:ript for" our p1.u•poses. 

so, fl.ox i , I bel i e ve -- d i d you have someone - -

A Ms , ~eeves: J"d like t <> ack.nowledoe one other perS¢fl 

"1111 us this even1no. we ha\'e J:aJnes \\>estbrook. t roff 'the 

~ offi ce or senatol" curr en PMce . 

7 And ncm t a'01,1ld lih to i nt.rnduc;• $uporvit,or l>l.:irfl 

8 P,i(fley- 'ThQnU, 

9 S11~rvisor ~idley .. ifJomas : 1'1H1nk. you very 111.1ch . And 

10 9oo!S e ven ing to e ver yone. I'lf deligh ted t hot you ar e 

11 here. 

12 l wo.nt t o HY fro:n tho Y11ry bog inni ng that the 

13 ny 1n l'itl1ch t h1 s co1tn1.1n1cy d1Spl ays 1u: stre,'l(lth, 1ts 

1A purpose . 1ts lntent1on l'or the best tha t can be deH ver ed 

15 by the Metropol i tan TrllnSf)Or tat1M Aut hori t y Mad a ny ott\er 

Ui oovern.nent. en1;icy is to show up in force like )'«i' re doing 

11 con1 lttt, 

18 So t 'ttl.1n!C )'OU s hould be,;i1n by gtv1~ yoursel ves 

19 11 bi g 1"0Und of 11 pplaus-e . 

20 M"ay I s.:iy tho following: Tfµ t fo r vs Vl9 r,q,11 

2L sic,ni fic;1nt pofo\. of presence i $ on oeccinber th ie J.Oth .,:t 

22 the MTA ecard tteet 1ng . Let ~ say that agatn: oec:~bel' 

13 t:ht- 10th a t th e MTA 6011rd meet"in9. 'That iS '111\en t:he board 

2~ wil l m11.ko t ho dc.u rnin:iti on a.s to .,.,.,a t it will or •ill not 

25 do. 

l NOW, I C,ln tell yw. yo1,1r p1-tsence will nake a 

dif f erence , 

It 'is ciy hope 1m d bayond tha t it is 111y 

15 

o o:icpactat ion tha t wo .,.;11 be t hcrcr i r, forcer t o cru crntially 

S clern,rwtrnte ttli t wi, e ll:pect the be&t of <1>h,1,t 1:hi & ;19ency 

6 can a.tfor-d t M s c.oni1on1t1 wtth respect to the 

7 cre-nstla.w-sou t h eay L t ne . Md thu means 119ht ra n u fin 

S altcni.11!!h•c for the c.onnu.ni t)' r a di-e'r i:har, a ny o ther 

'9 altem athe , ~cause t he best tha:t c-1n be afforded any 

10 pa rt k ular cotittun1tY fr-o:'11 a. reo1ooa.1 ~ rspe-ct.1ve at m 1s 

11 potl\t 1n t 1ne ts 11ght ra.tL And we w111 push fer as ~t.t<:h 

12 of i t u i $ t,uniir,ly pQss i bl cr to bcr 11nd.i r9r o11nd. 
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13 110., wy exJ)1a.natlons that have been ofte1•~ that 

14 ul ti nstcly su~9tst that we cai'I' t do it', the neuagc that 

1S •e ought to be intent on &tliverfog is the fo11~·1ng: 

1~ €xcus-es don' t count . Exc1,1ses don't -count. 

17 v.-e're all aduh:s. and 111e all underst.at1d that we 

13 have to be govemed by the resouroes at our d! sposa1: 

J.9 .ri\1,t? SC1'1$ ()f U$ w,11nt te> do f. l"l!Jl94 of thing-$ , but, in 

20 f.lct, we ho1ve t.o lcM-er those expecuitions 'lfflen we begin to 

21 COUl')t" the nkkels and d1111es and dol lars and~ Hke . 

22 l want to •HY this : All of us a.re prepared to be 

21 reasonable. Oon't stu·t skhrping and saying Wat can't: 

2A h,1ppon v.hon it ~$ to t:h$ rail T;h,H 9CC1$ thrQ119h the 

2s c-0C1111.1'11t1es 1n v.hlch 'fie lhe. rt anybody -- we've had ,. 

1 enoui;,tl of that:. Md U it's oood enouoh for othe r 

COM!t.-i1t1es 1:0 have 11ght ra11 as. an a1ceena.tlve. "-ell. 

it's. good onough for it to b• in u-.. C.ronshn-S«ith any 

ti:orri<lor , ;t,nd .t,-,t's w~t. lo\18 h"l/'9 t.Q " rove for . lfe ~"" 

to ilf'Otl(! fo r that by being p resent hi substanti.11 nunt).ers • 
• 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

1 3 

14 

lS 

16 

17 ,. 
" 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

H0'/11 t1at'l)' or you helve beM d~.n to the MfA for any 

public mcctinQS? 

lt.'oll, let net just s.:iy this : It would bony vi ew 

that 1f all of 11s t11-ere thel"'e to the extent t:hat. the 

escal at<>rs .,;ere Ja,rned, 1t \'o'OUl dn't h urt ti'( feel11'1QS. y~ 

ul'ldersul'ld h'( poit'lt? t n other •ords. you have to be 

preunt to c-011m.:nico1te tftis pqint, 

NOW, why is H~l" r.-in an -.ppropd a1:e 

ahemative? 1'le issue ts orett:y clear. &10r"f' efficient. 

,l,lor« t imc:i certain . More with r.upect to the ultinatc 

i$$U4 of ocononic: dovelopnon t , -,\,- qu.:ility, ll$ ,..,,.,, 11s VI• 

reduc,:iQO of t r~ffi c congesti on, 

ISut l et me say s~tMng about t he e<()(!Ofl1C 

dcvel opmemt aspect or i t . :>-Obs. suics. you qet 3SOO 

jobs, 3SOO jol>s, c:0-rrcctiQ'l. Light r-lli1 1 7800. 11ow, 

don't: u11( tone about: ttle new fH,tti, j ust gi VE me t:he 

s 1npl e "'8th. ttve~.._here :,-ou oo, 7800 jobs beats 3500 j obs 

any day of the week. Part1cuh.rl y 1n an eco1'!0!fly that. 1s 

in tl"Ouble. 
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lhh i s tM la~esc public worb pl"o, eet chat 

" 

l w1l l see this CCfflf!Ull1W for t he l>ala.oce of the days that 

,1,ny of u; iriH livo; in 9lfC:0$$ of Sl.S b illion . And ,;his 

c;onni.-.icy ;, ov~N11,1e. 

• l hi s pr<>ject was caU:ed abotrt oYH 25 years aoo . 

lfh M Julian o i,coo 1'.\!.S in congress. l'A\en o i'a.ne wauon wu 

6 i n the Stan Senato, when Tom Bradl ey .-.u the mayor. 00 

7 you t-..ar v.htt t I ' m $Aying1 And thqy woro talking about it 

8 start.10Q a t Crenshaw and Wilshire . Md 1t was mostly 

9 their vlS1on that souQht t<> ID:lk.e th1s hapi,t'h. 

10 wen . now •'<!'re i;>oing to tum thtt vision into a 

11 realhy . .;ind we're ooing w <:ause it co oo stNioht to the 

12 Sovt.h Sa:y ,rtd , the support of 1;he Metroool1ta.n Transi i-

13 Authority ther e . Md then we· re 1101no co cause 1c 1:0. 

~ hopafully, 1,u1.l:o i ts ,,ay t o tho airport as would bo 

lS appl"opri,lt.O, .l.nd ; o t;here .:ii-$ n;,,ny, ff.)ny rtuon,; fo r u; 

16 to be s11pport.t ve of thh, 

17 1 an unapcloQetkally supl)Ol"t1\'e f'<>I" th1s ef'f'<>l"t 

18 to t.ake pl ace. l t'. can happen. rt will happen i f "-e 

19 or911ni:c our.selves a nd n11kc t he case .,.s is a 'IOlving. so 

20 nake s111-e t ha:t 1011 are fo place ,1.(\(1 <fcn ·1: cone alone: 

21 br1no soo..ebodv wl th yoi,. 

22 ,11,nd there's a l ot o r' d1s.cuss1on about. the 

23 $ignific.:=nc::s of ~nin t.111:tlc r- King tlQt-piu,1 in tern$ of 

24 how imporunt i t is to the broader- c::«Jn:ini t ;t, Joud l et m 

25 jus-r silll)ly sav to you 'thu is a very signi f i cant project. 

18 

l It 1s .iv highest pr1or1tt. ISut I wa.t'lt t o qua.t\t1fr 1t tor 

you. 

ihh project i~ three t o four tinM more i n tenns 

4 of ecOf\Qffic: invumen1:. t>id you ilM that ? r sa,id three, 

to four t 1nes r,or-e . So let' s put 1t all \n persi,ec t 1W 

~ and Oea.1 w1 th this 1ssue 1n a r1ay thac 1s ours to deal , 

7 long ov9r d1,10, 

Page 13 
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8 :i ' ti pl eased co be able to t-e-ptesent you e.l'ld ar9ue 

9 for tflc cue that i t ' 1> tine for us to get the quality 

10 tra.nspor-tation corridor in the co.,inun i t)' by _,ich w.'C 11.1·e. 

11 1npacud. Mid, 1f you stand up, we- <an OH it- done. 

12 t hank Yotl very 111...ch . 

ll MS. Reeves: l hank fOu, supervl sor . .. 
1$ P.ir l:.s . 

1~ Councilrte®er eernard t1oarks: Good evetrhig. Let ine 

17 uy thank you all For bci rig here. And I wa.nt to thMk 

1.8 thos• of t he staff fo r N aching out to t h& co.mitmity over 

19 t ho last co1,.1ph of y9.,,rs. And I ~hinlt t h• lut count w, 
20 had was sonetl'l1~ 11ke 60 d1 ffe.rent oroan\ iat1oM have 

21- beM touched 1:>y th1S 1nfotmai:1on . 

12 l wn a member of the kl'A !IO!lrd a while back and 

23 was very pleased to be a p.irt of Measure R., t -o b ring this 

2◄ Sl,S bill ion to the coMun1ty bec.a11se. having oroim 11p in 

25 LOS MQe1es, 1 t gives us the f i rst opi,ortuntw to real ly 

19 

1 devel op a nel"florl:: or rai l v.hich a!U"I)' of us g,rew up t'ldil\9 

'in the citr.cs in the put. 

It.hon w, c:~n envision t h11.t th1$ r11,il systcff, first 

• of all , on o:postt1on aou.levard k take-s us all the way to 

the beach. connects to t?le crensN.w L1ne •here 1t ca.I'\ tal::e 

i us to the airport. IC cal'\ cOMeet 11s to the -sreen Line 

1 th,tt <:.M t~k.e \JS bade to the eut ;m<f c:onnect us to the 

8 ~1ue Line 1:hat uikes vs e i ther to Long 8each .or d011tT'ltOWJ\ 

9 to lmt«1 $ta.t 1on. At the saM t iMe with t h-e fled L;ne 

10 goin-9 dot,n ·.iilshi r-<! Boul evard 11.nd evcintu11.lly th• subw11.y t"o 

11. t ho $4:t, you begi n to $04 ., nor;.1>rk of r;i11 s y-$~on s t.h1tt 

12. c;an nrvice tMs ~nrn,mhy w.f'lo re you .1ct1,1.i.lly c~ get 

13 sot1e'tt'ler-e 1n a t lme1y -fe.sMol'I, create a cl ean et'l\'1 l'OI\Mt'lt. 

14 and it' s nor cost 9 rohlbirtve. 

l S It.hilt t hO?C, 11.S we lr.OVC forw.a rd on tfl h 1il'II! 40d 

1~ others, is t hat we ,.-111 eMke pe-ople t1ho have opt ions to 

17 ride the ran a<'.d bus S)"ste1~s. c11rN!t'l t 1)", 1:he large 

18 per ce11t.a9e of people that are on tu,ses tend t·o be thOs.e 

1, • ho h.:ive no (;hoi<:n .,nd ,h:at'$ their onl)" fonn of 
Pa,;;e u 
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20 transp<>rtat\on. t believe, as ... e e,-eate tMs netwot>k o r 

21 bus.es and rail , we"°" have ~n oppoi-t unity to enti ce, 

22 peopl e co cone, and patl: al ono the ran syneo. rtot pay 

23 enorno11s i,ark t ng do,.-ntO',-O. be able to r1de the syste11 t o 

2, fllhtl"e the)' ca.!'\ g:et to work and pl ay without having to u.te 

2S t;hoi r <;,:i r GVQr)'Y,hcro. 

20 

ihe neighborhoods you l i ve in, if it' s ~nything 

lik.• d\4t ono I li vci in, pq,opl o lcuivc in t hree or four c :ir$ 

every .aorn1ng a.'l<I three O'( four cars co1,.e back. And uten 

4 -.·e wOf'lder flhY crensha"•' ooul eva.rd, Slauson. the t reew-ays 

11.nd lll chose other areas ~re blocked wi th traff ic. 

, <ertainly, I'" loofl:ino forward in the sense of 

7 t his l'ai1 syste.11 beconil'l!> a reaHty. 

3 tr.hat's 11f1Portant for us t o realize 1t' s ooino to 

~ have somt:t H n i t11 t ions . tt' .$ not g oing to give C\'etrybody 

10 • h~"t t;h9y "~n't. ;It'$ not. 9Qi n9 t -o be son41;hing for whi ch 

11 thel'e will b4 l)l'llimited fl#lds . $1,S mill ion S¢unds like• 

12 l ot ot ll'IOney unt11 you Stal"t spel\d tn<Q: 1t. so these ar-e 
13 things t h .st over the nt.Xt: decade or so we' re going to b-t. 

l~ abl e t o sec how these f-..ids arc going to be spant end b ow 

15 the;' s~nd well for the t e!'le f h: of th@ connun1ty. 

H l hE- OM thi ng 1 1Mnk 1s so 1flOOl'ta.l\t 1s h~ the 

17 EIR. !\as been put toge&.e,r tor the co.m,.mtty. PersoMl l )', 

1S I h1i.v, Hen 'lffleN t he st4.ff h,1s ~~1:u;,lly given "'-'1ti plt 

19 options .so that they can be "etted d11rino the 

lO env1l"Ol'llf)@nta1 pl"OCess: so that yo11. as yo1.1 GO t h rough it. 

2l c:an set! \\hat thcdr intt!nt h . • hat the opt;ons are so, if 

22 thorc i,; o dcds ion nado a t a later t i nc to add a s tation 

n s ont"1tl"$, you Con ' t ho.vt 'tO stop VI~ proi:eu for 1;Wl) 

24 years. 90 back out tor aA errv1 rol'lllle.'l ta1 1tipact to 

25 detenn1ne H there s houl d be an un~rground stat1on at 

l Leiinert , ar k or another f a.c111ty. 

Thu, :IN! thin.gs t h.lit a.nr i in;;or t11,nt for us 1;0 

Page 15 
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kn~: ihat these Of)t 'lons as they are 1atcs out also cost 

4 nore 1110(1tfy thiln the 51.2 billion , 1.5 bilH on. so ~Ut'. 

S are things that wcr have. to r«.111h.e . lt'$ not un1ini ted; 

6 i t 's a f1n1 u U10unt of 11oney. Md so tha1: neans that: we 

7 all need co bE! 1n a posi t ton to ttake sure the r,,oney 1s 

8 spent prooerly and sp~t 1n a ·oy 1n l'kl1ch we all l'l1ll .q,ec 

9 t h9 bi g,g9$t bo.n;- for 01,1 r l;)llci:. 

10 8ut, ag.;,in, the rt-11 issue is fo r 11s to have~ 

11 line chat 's f inished, cha-.'s conplet:e: chat C¢nlpletes the 

12 nctworl: to the a i rport a.nd gh<~,. us .all .m opportunity to 

1l now ufcl y through our camunil:y. 

1A At tod11y '$ City ~ncil l lflQ\'9d for a mQtion- t o 

15 ttake sure t hat the C1ty takes a t'IQhtfu1 and active role 

16 1n al so respMdlng to th1s e,wi torlN!t\tal 1f'lpact. so we 

17 •111 b11.vc our Planning Dej»rtncnt, our TranSport-at1on 

18 oeparoof!nt", our <ttA and others cOffling cooether ,o tha:t 

19 t hey wt11 have a ~1 t Y report. t hat wt11 be Pl.!t 1n t he f11e 

20 before the oc1:ober 26t1't 1'ate. 

2L Tho one thing I ' d roconnar\d to all of you is 

Z2 t hM:, ;i.l thougt'I )'OU rr.iy l>e her$ dnd w11nt to spe.;ik. on t~ 

23 nik.e. plu.se do not i(Jl'lore the i1:1porunce of fi11ino Otlt a 

ii. card and puttt ng in your ciuesti on. eecause 11\en you put 

2S your qucu,tion in the system, it•s fUtldatory tft.5t it's 

l respc:rtded to. You can of t~l'l co11e to these .ie-et1ngs and 

$peak. on the nicrophone, "11d yo.1,1 ini9tit get ;a, N$p:On$e 

back, 8\lt there. ' s no gua~nue or mandate that. ~our 

" 

-4 questloo ,,erbal 1y i s oofoo to be. ~sponded to 1n a foMal 

namctr. 

, So n:1!:11 suret thllt 11,tl.stetvor yQO think. or t h.st you 

'l belh\.16 i.s l nporta.nt1 fill <141t t~t o .rd , Also yo11 h;a.ve, 

8 evet\ alter thh i,,e,et1~. ~1ng onl ine. vou have until tfie 

9 26th to put in v.ha.tcvcr c:c:m~l'lt you bcl1evc i s inport&l'lt. 

10 And it' s n.lndatory t hat tl-.osc com1ent.s will be. responded 

11 to. 

12 so, H yo,u• re inurested , wt have .:he actual 

13 Mtlon t hat aent 1n today. 1t's <>n the back table. You 

14 got ~ i do~ of ~°""' o f t:he i$$UO$ that ~re Qf 1J10$t ~ntem 
Page 16 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1681 August 2011 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

091006 f:09765 

15 to t:t.e 8th ohtr1ct. ANS ~ hop~ th•t as the force 

16 dcpart.ient.'f. .-ithin the City put forth a report t ha.t they 

17 ,ril l also pull to,;iether tile ·1nfonnation so that the Chy 

18 Ifill be on , ecord as to wt)ac 1t bel 1eves should be tbe 

19 111portat1t 1ssues and l) r'10r1t1es as we b u11d 1fl.1s line . 

20 SO thank you fc;,r coming cn1t, ;,,'o look for11111rd 1X> 

21 not Qnly bei n9 \I t the il"Oond bre;,.k.inQ • ~ of ten U'is 

22 cort'tlt,rdty in l ~islating we have tno~ ground br@aking: tb.ln 

23 ribb-«i eutt\ n(>~. lo\~ ·nnt to be at die ground brcaktn9 and 

14 thct ribbon c:utti.n9 to t1ake .sure we all benefit fron tM 

2S O)Cpandituro of Uluo funds . 

l 

,, 

Thank Y(>ll . 

Ml". C>hz: 8efore I ,wind it: back t o R.oxi , I ·trant to 

11ake sure as we el'lter the co,rtterrt per1od, .e w111 take as 

~ nudi tilt.G as nccosHry to 4cconnod'11tc c\toryonc v.ho wants 

S to si.ik.• .J c:onnon-. ton ight. aut t thin~ •ha.t w.,uld 1:>11 

., really helpful ;,.1$0 is th,:u:, if YQII ,i,\lc;e yovr CQffnen,: u 

7 Sl)K-1tl<: as poss1ble. e h:her 1n wr"1t:ten Or" tn spcken ronn. 

8 • e h ave to be SpdCific in O'JI' respCf'lSe. AncS so \\hat could 

9 holp us, if you lite sonettli ng, i f you don't lil:c 

10 sor,nhino. i f vou V.\ln1: to t:alk at>otKt: an)' of tttose four. 

11 a.hemac1ves. 11\ey ' re al l °"en for co,men1:. eut please do 
12 feel t ree t:o nalte )Ouc• cOh'nent: as specH1c as possible. 

13 So I' 11 91\•o it to R.o)(i, Sfi4,• s goi.r,g t:o bo 

1~ 1i.tlk. in1 t:hrou!ih .ill the comtent c..i l"ds that she ' s reoel ve.d 

15 so far, I f vov hawt a desire 1:0 make a connent:. pleaS@. 

l(i hand: i t to one of our staff. end we'll get it to her so 

17 you can spc1tk. 

U i hll.nl:. you. 

19 MS. Reeves: SO ~e'l l ;cart ()UI" publ tc Cetrdlent:s f\OW. 

20 each speaket"' wil l be glve.n two 11tn1.1tu to Mke h is of' her 

21 connent. There will be a clock otl the .scree-n ror your 

ti refeNn;.ce. 

23 Your c~nt:s are beino recorded tM s e~enino ~Y 

24 a. c,.ourt: reporur. so pl ease be sure to surt: by stUi(lg 

25 your ni11M. $p,4l:in9 c:liuiri y .:ind into t:ho n ii;rophqno so 
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l that the court reoorter <an accurately t ransc-r1be yo11r 

COf'.lfletlts . 

• 
• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

1L 

12 

" ,. 
15 .. 
17 

18 

" 
"' 
21 

22 

2l ,. 
2S 

our ttrst speaker ch1S h 'tf'l1ng t s oam1en Goochoi'I 

fo11 cw,11.d by c;regory F11,_.M • 

Oamien Goodmon: Good ev@ning, M)' nane is Oanien 

Goodnon, and I 'll the coordinator of the Cl t tz.eos• Canpaion 

to F ix t h<! Eltpo Rai1 LiM . 

I w11nt to bctgin by connending you for inc l uding 

opti ons on this lino thn v,,o'ro building, u,,Q9r-ground 

ooc1 oos. l<\Mch we need t1ore ◊f. 

our com:ern as a l\ organs::aclcn. as s1ve Le1111er-t 

ll.nd S<m!! of thtt o t he r or,gilnitatims . ~ rtains to the 

abse.1,u of an l#lderoro11nd oocion between 43th and S9t:h 

wher e there' s O!ll y an a:t-grade opd00: and nott11n.o e1s-e . 

t"ve been co these neettngs over these past few )ears, and 

it's. ~nonish ing to no d'iat you h:lv• .:iny opt:ion for at 

grade bi(:•U$O people 1'1;1.~ conti n~ l l y s~icl k.«i> it 

undergrwnd on CN!nshaw, 

No.. '11t\at you have not tol d us 1S t'hat everytfl! l'l9 

north of the 10 F~e~-ay on tlih l foe ha!. to be 

undctrground. So t ' n going to tel l you, i f ov.rrything 

nort.l'I of the 10 f! reer.1;1.y has to be ll'ldergrouad, so shOul<l 

everyth1ng south of the 10 ,:,-eei,a:y. 

.-.~ are sh::k and t ired 1n south L ~- o f befog. t old 

thai we should accept l ess thM, I f t hi$ lfoe hu t o be 

,s 

l 1,1nderg~nd in Wilshire 's P.srk ~il ♦, i t need$ to bo 

undergnxincl in <:~nsha:N' s P.) rlc 4'1en.. I f i t has to 1:>e, 

3 undergn)Und 1n wllsh1i'e's Hancoc k Part, 1t l\eeds to be 

4 unde~round in Leilf.ert Pad:. 

S And give 11s a station at Le i1J.e r t Par k Vil la,;~. 

6 0eny1nii us a station at. Lei1~rt Park Village would be Hte 

7 build11\0 the wash1not on Metro a1~d not: !)utt1no a s tation oo 

a u street. or b111id1ho tf\e uew York c 1ty s~way Md tlOt 

'9 putting ., $tllt iQl'I <lt 12S Str"et. You h.lve the manoy, We 
Page 18 
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10 ari." all pa ySng. taxes fo r d'te 6 t:o 9 b11Hon. ;,.>.e ' re 

11 tal k ing about 1. 3 b i l lion he~. 9ut 6 t o 9 bi llion 

12 dol lars Ot'l the Wilsh i re s t.ew.iy, 

1l con' t. tal k to ne about nooey-. Tel l aie i,,tw 11y 

l• cot1t1\a'l k Y shoul d- have children 1ral k ac ross t l'tOse t racks 

l S ..-hort C~n$haw Hi gh Sch()l;)l i s in View ?.Jrk ( ina11dib l4) 

1~ 11:hen Ul95tt c:hil(Jl"'@n on 'fl'i h h i re will not. 

17 We are not second•clau cit.hens j1,1st. becavse we 

1.6 live in the neend s upe. rv h orh.1 d i s t rict. 'Ille pay taxu. 

19 lft!c want "'" cqu; u bl e line t o that widcrg roun.d 1 inc . .Jiid 

20 i f you do that, we TIH suppor t you. lrio "ro goi ng to be at 

21 that M'l'A csoa.rd .eet1no cse.nand1no me sa1,.e th1no : 

22 undtr-Ql"Otll'ld OI\ cl"tnshaw. 

13 l httnk )'OU. 

14 Ms, ~eeves: Following Gregory we h.ive &.lrt,1ra 

25 LOtt:ho11and. ,. 

l , ,..oory Frett~n : 1-1i, my nane 1$ c;reg Free~n, .i.nd J 'm 

a neteer of' t he aus R'iders un1on. AAd also 1 use l)ubl l c 

trllnSi t. and 1'.i a l ifec-long res i deti t of Soutfi L.A. 

~ And t ' .i hore today to voi cc suppor t f or a. s ys t;1m 

39 .A of b vs-only l anes en Cr et1Shaw Boulevard and voice 

39 .B 

6 oppos1 tlcn to me consu uct 1on of a l 1ght rd l . 

7 lr,'e ar e ?r"Oud or the etrorts ot the MTA and 

S Svpervhor M.lrk. Rid14y-Th0ffl,)$ to f 0<;us on the tr.:in si't 

9 need:s of t he people of SOvth Los A:~elu and at the n,11e. 

10 t ine. "to bdno jobs 1:0 1:he.- coom.mi w , 

11 super visor Ridl cy-Thonas says t hltt he s upports 

12 lif71t rail on cninsh~ b«causo it will c reate ,r.oro jobs 

13 t ha.n 4 b u$ r ,:ipid t r .:,n s it prQ)4Ct, A\;$-ol vtel y, Sovth I.. • .A. 

l"1 1\ee.ds j ob. Bll t coost rllct 1.on Jobs t o bu11d 11(1ht raH are 

15 s hort- ter!ll j ol>s tflat will be gone: 1n a coupl e of years, 

16 and we all kno'# f ron put e•cier-icncc t hat 9uarai1t cci n9 

17 thes.e, jobs 'fill ,;io t o l ocal rui oenn idll b8 an upl)ill 

18 banl e . 

19 1he 15.RO Clean A1 r and £CMOdl1C )USttce Plan 'fl1 ll 

:CO c r~11t• t housar.ds of jobs . !lot j ust short - U l'WI 

Page 19 
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2L coc\Str'UC:t1on lobs, but also l)el'l'ltllent uo1ontred jobs fol' 

22 44TA; 1 llte dr-1vers. nechanks. naittteM.nce •orkcl"s, and so 

13 forth, mo.st of Wc:1~ as WI! knaw coui d be take.ri by people of 

2A col or. t he kind of pernaoent e11ploy111ent •· this kind of 

25 pennanent enpl o;-ment 1s cl"1t1cal for econo11k 1"ec0Yel'y 1n 

l Soutl\ L • .-.. But j vst .u cr1t.1cal is a firs t •class bus 

2 ~yst:em t hat gUll thous.ands of 10.11- in cooe bus l"'idcr.s to 

l thoi r jcla on tima i!.nd as t housands of unanpl oy•d bus 

A rider; in S<>uth 1..A, 1ool:. for ,:1nd 'Wk.9 jobs any\'.hor9 in 

the OOtlf'lty. 

6 1he proposed proj ect on c.-enshaw • ou1d i, rovl ~ 

7 littl e help to people 1tl on,g Crenshaw ~nd even le,-s to 

i people on shor t 1 ines like on cenwry and Lflperial and 

'9 Slauson. t t t11oht evM be an excus.E for MrA to further 

10 redt1ce oor eeouta.r bus ser,tke, 11'\Clud11lo fof'IQel" 11a1't 

1l tfou for thQSO $h0rt 1 foe;. 

12 lhanl: )'OU. 

27 

13 ki, fteevu i Afur 8,trbara we have Clint Sifln<>nS, 

14 e a.l"bara Lottlio11and: Good e>1tt1ing. My tiame 1S 

l S Barbara Lottho11and. l u1 b lon9 r-cs idcnt of t.os Angele.s, 

16 in p11rticular dto C.ranshaw Corr-idor, .,$ •11 11.11 tho 

17 co-<hair of t he Sus R1ders unton. T«iay r'«i neprese-.()til\Q 

13 over 3.000 dues-1)ay1no hettiers of that un\ OJ\. 

19 AS a pi.:b11e trat\slt user, tan htJ'e re support 

20 tn.,s-only h.ne, cf,own Wihhi~ of the Greo$h«w corridor 

21 -,;:hich was not nentioned very nuch tO<lay. 

22 ~ven the l ong. Mst◊ry of Ute sul>-standal'd bus 

21 scrvic• in South antral L.A. , the su, Riden Union 

24 apphud$ tho MTA :md Supen:i sor M:irk Ridloy-ff1omn' s 

2S inurut i n tra.."1.Sit in this conn...-,it:y. ThMk. y°" very 

l f1UC~. 

1-10-,;ever. the t10re fo'e 1eam about this proje-e:t, 

the .nore l'l"e bel ieve thts plan. e tmer the light ran or 

4 the bus r,,p jd tr.on$it 1;1,1r,..n t .ly f¢1"'1f19d , i& roal ly ; 11 
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advised. ever' s1nce tt-.e MTA begin bu11d'ir.Q r ails 1n L.A. 

6 over 20 year$ 11.90, b u$ rider s have had t he shor t end of 

7 the stick. 8H ltoos of dollars t\a.ve been spent. on r at l 

a that Pl'OV1des vtl'Y lin h SllPJ)Ort: for the t ra.ns1 t 

9 depe.M e<i t . 

10 NT'A's l0119 - rM• 1;r-.,n $i t phn calls for 30 y.o,r s 

11 of h,... inc;reues, service cuu for IHIS rider, , "'hile i 1: 

12 plans to spend h1mdreds of 1Ji1liQJ\S of dolla('S, of 011r 

13 tu- payer dollars, for l ight ran and- higit.:ay,. 

14 As we 1001: at this plan, th«,-c's ve.ry little use 

1S f o r ttlo poop le ()11 t ho Crcnsh ,u; corri4o r . rhosc o f u:. d).nt 

16 Hve and use th1s corr1do(, we' re 0r1ly ustno 1c frort 

17 Expos1 t lon to j ust betott F1orence . l hat 1s Mt the 

UI c rensh.aw corrfdor-. 

19 Also th~c•s wt,y the &us Riders Union is 

20 supportino and would like w support -che bus-.ooly l atte 

21 oofoo dot-lt'l Crenshaw. we do not. want «> be st.Vld1no at the 

22 bus stop as t ho t r.,in is passing us b y. 

23 i h;tnl: yqu. 

2" M& , ~e,vu: Following Glint ~ h;tve r-iu• A11ti~. 

25 c11n t. s 111t1ons: I 11\it'lk you c ould spttd 1 t up ,r you ,. 

l cal l three at a t1it.e a11d l\a:ve thein 11ne up t hat 1<1-ay. That 

MQbt be betttr . 

• 
• 
7 

$ 

• 
10 

a 
,; 
13 

14 

15 

My n11ne 1$ <:1il)t. Si 1mons . .o,nd l' n with Expo 

Comn,flit)• uni ted. A.nd ;tl l we haVf!- t.-o do is l ook at the 

£xpo Line to see hOlii h bas coBpl nely destroyed Sottth 

centr ./11 LM Ar>ge.l es. '"e do not have north -s ou-th crossi ngs 

a s,..,. should h1wo. Tho.r-c ~ro too .n:iny strte ts that h 11"0 

c1-ood , They h.,,vt r \ln ri~t by ,;wo school$ ~.;r.'t are r ight 

on the tracks: that· s Foshay and oorsey HtOh scheol . AOO 

ho. e<>uld anyone 'Mio \s s&r1e support. that type, ot' ra1 1 

~yUtm? 

1'nd we have the saM tMng l'l<Wt' oo the { renshaw 

L 1ne . we -.ant -co -s tar t a1: orade at'ld then oo elevate<l or 

go tukler. If we 're 001no to• have a l1ne on me c rensl\aw 

a ro11, WCI W,lnt ""' ;.ano V\ing thoy h:ivo on ifilshiro. 
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16 e1mer put i t ut\derg.-oul'ld o..- ... -e don't need 1t ac an: that 

17 'Is •Y opinion. 

18 1,,,'e have suffered too 11ucfl f r<m sec:ond-class or 

l <J third-class cype ran systelf,s . "Ttter-e ls JIOt" enouoh ,Jracle 

20 separation, All rou have tc do oow 1s t .ry to cross 

21 c rettShaw, vernont, i.·est:em. t..a area. so1r.e of those streets 

22 nor~h w,d $0U1;h, Thon {1.1"4 me Ort18$ t h11t are open . The 

23 ones W t ar e closed we ~an · t oet across at all with the 

24 Expo Line. Ut' s learn ff'Cff trta1:. 

25 we camot rely o n our pol h'icfan s : 11\i s is 

l sot'leth1ng "e nust do ourselves. AM the onl y way ... e eu 

do it is by 9ettin9 isctively involved 1u we are no.-. Sut 

don't let this be the h.n ti11e we be here, Let' s go to 

t he MTA 8oal'd ftn t hey 111usc vote and: nake these ded s1 ons 

so we can t r"t t◊ oec soneth1no tha:t we can use . 
• 
• 
1 

• 
• 

10 

1l 

12 

1l 

14 

1S ,. 
11 ,. .. 
20 

2L 

22 

" ,. 
2S 

W$ hllVil wo n;,ny schools wi tl,in ll ha,lf a n ile of 

thh 1in9 •tl9r9 ki ds. lrill bfl croufo-g, A/Id I CM ~$$IJl"e 

yo1.1 ki ds will t>e. playino chicken and things of that 

nat:uNL t.et's put i t: underground. lf' v.~•r e ~<>1 1'19 to have 

it, l et's have, r4i1, rai l , r-ail i,idergr-ound. 

Thanl:. you . 

MS. Aeeves: 1hank fOIJ, 

Fo11~h'IQ Masa we have Nldi-ta canty and then Alan 

Ha vens . 

Masa A.l k.¼re : Hi, l'n M-,'IH, Alk.i Nt fr-011 ttlfl City of El 

Seg11odo's Planning Oepar«M!nt. 

cne of the co11pol'llf!nts of thi.s project ts an 

optim for a naint.cnanc:e facili t y wi thin the city of El 

S9g11ndo. And it's a, 4 l :!ere s.it• dt.1t'$ c11l led out in 

t h$ pr-ojflct, The City i 5 concflrned ;1bout h;i,ving ~n 

accu!"at.e eMi!'onrnef'ltal review ol' t:h1S site. 

l he doc-u~nt t dent'il' iH the area as a "·g acre 
s.ite-; but. when you look 11t t.he- appandiccs, tflc p ropos«d 

bus tenninal fac111,:v •Or f'ail facility appears 1111.1c-h laroer 

and oovers a laroer area. so the <:l"l)' Is concerned that 

31 

Page 22 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1687 August 2011 

© Metro. _____________ _ 

43 . A 

091006 f:09765 

' 
s 

1 this be accurately reprcscni:cd throughout dle docunMt. 

8ec.a1>se the assumpciof'ls t:l\at are 1M.de. off of th.i t are 

oofoo to a ffect l'lftat sort of uaff1c 1ftoacts the fac1l1ty 

has arid t<1hat sort of other 1tr1>acts oo the El se,;iundo 

connmity. 

~ 

1 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

13 .. 
JS 

16 

11 .. 
, ; 

2() 

21 

22 

23 ,. 
25 

Aho. ~ere are ccr t•in parts Qf the d0<:unent 

that. aren ' t analyzed such as addhiooal intersections tbat 

w11l be p l aced i n El segu.roclo to s.ervice t his he'illty. so 

we' d like to sec •11 that stuff accurately rcvi e\\-cd. 

Than!;. you. 

MS. Aeeves: l hank Y'OU. 

Alldrea cantY: Good tvel'l1ng. MY nat1e 1s. AAdrea ca.ntY. 

11.nd t'.i a ne11ber of the 8th O'iitr iet connunity a.s ... en as 

a Mtf:ler of the oorsey ;t.l wmi Auoci at"ion, 

Md I just 111·a1:l't w first nention that I ' n vuy 

d1sappo1nced 1n the HTA' S dec1s1otl w1th t he EXJ)O ra11 

proj,aet, cispechllly as it puus Dorsey Hi gh schao1 .snd 

Foffla.y t h.)t the!"$ 1$ no grad• scipnr.oti on on tt:i• p1.,ns, 

Tha.t jv.st goes t<> show tha.'t t here is no deep CQf!Cern f <>r 

the stU<lel'lts and the1r safety, be1 no a parent my~elt and a 

LAOSO l!lll)1oyee. 

As far .ss the Cron.sh- Li nc i s conc:em•d, t would 

1 ike t<> see this 11ne iio mderground along Crenshaw 

csouhval"d 1n totality. A!'KI J "d l ike you to also t ake fow 

col)s1dua1:1on 11la t: crenSllaw aoulev11n11s ho.tie ror th1s 

1 c.oru,i,iit.y. where we e~tabl ish a. l ot of cul tural activhies 

l 11.nd 11. lot of fimily ovent:s, .snd thh i s hone to us. 

For e)(a,rnp1e1 j1,1n coning: up in f.noth.tr v•~•k. or so 

4 1s A nste ot soul eve.nt. AAd that evel'lt ooes t ro11 1tooeo 

o ri ve a11 the "ay dot1n oo K11'19 isoul eva.rd aM , 1' thtl"t 1s 

6 no tr'~in going; ,with a !JnuSe !lepara t ioo. then that. is 9<>in9 

7 to 1npE<le on 01,1r <OflfYl.llli tY fest ivities. J'.n:f we don't want 

a our quali ty of 11fe d tntn1shed be<:ause of tM s ran 

g proj e<t: t1hen we kM• lie fl.ave resources to <:l"eate a safe 

10 raii and -., good r ail f,nd enh .snc.o our tran sit; lino ••hh 
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!2 A.dditSooally, we do the Mart in Luther King parade 

tJ on Crcn.sha« Boul eva rd 11s well . Md So thes.e are s one. 

14 t hings that bel ong to 1>s as cul t ure . life don't have a l ot 

15 of c ult-ure her e as i\fr1can AMr1cans, but the 11ttle t:hat 

!ii •'f: do, 1','e •·ant to pres.er,.,e. so, please. take that Into 

17 c;ont,id~r,1tion, 

1S I ' n al l for thi s r~ il line <1¢'1tn Cren&h ,11',', b11t I 

111 ,rant it: totally oracle separated; a.Ad, addi t ionally, to 

20 niti gat'.e the tr,11ffi c: flow M you look at the t raffic 90i n9 

11 out and wutoo11nd. And, if the tr.:ii., i s 11.t-gn1dc, tMn 

22 th;,.t Will 1)9 i n1>9din9 11.$ well . 

23 Thank you. 

24 MS. Ree ... es: lhank )'Ou. 

15 F0110'lllil'lg Alan wt have Linda Rich a,id Juliet 

" 
l Boyd-ecnton, 

2 l$ Al ~ &till l'K!N!? 

Alan Mavens : My na1t~ is AlM Have1ts, 

• 
5 (inaudible) on uansit proj ects. t'.i stron9l y' in favor of 

6 e Crenshaw light r.sil lin e. 

7 1 n.01:k e the suticn put at ◄8th Stt'tet could" 

a oatn a « ess to u,1,r.ert P1ua cu1tul'al a rea. S0111e yea.r s 

9 ago I s.1199ested a b ranch 'ttl1ch • ould run partly- on u 1111ert 

10 on t h@ .&\lrfa<:e and p,1,rtl y ., w nnel off Expos i t:fon thu 'Iii.IS 

11 to h ave a fast shorter l ink fron <:ren-sha..- to us<: and 

12 do-i«lt¢'Wlt'I L,A, ( i naudibl e) 1n a i rport servic-e, HO.eYer . I 

1l bclictv•d t hen IIJtd sti ll b.a-lio\'o thn t ho bost .-ot1to is 

t o:i i nd4ed north pan t ho Crcnsho11,· ohu, iMll ; 1;h:i~ .should 

1S h,1,.·e priority, 

16 Otl the c11rrent pl an 1 not tce on the ,iap a 

17 possi ble 1r:ap ~oing pan ci1d t.c...n cent .er, fo lltmlng partly 

UI San Vi-c4n te off U 1 6rca up to thee P11role Li ne. A c ,-enshov.• 

19 Line stot:l a,: E.xposit1on would allO¥t a walking track a lld. 

20 na~n1:e11or1ce 11nk to the ahe . Gol d , and Expo L10ht 1tdl 

21 system. AA extension Ml'ttl ot t~t wou1d a l so orov1de the 

22 Qlldng l ink. t o fflQ OMt·W9$t subw~y SY$Un. 
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23 1 lllOUld s1199e,s1: i /\ i t1a1ly tM crtnsh&w t. "lne up to 

24 E,:posit:ion ought to h411'~ a t lea.tt 0r1e of the. , .say, .six to 

25 e i~i- trains per direcdoo per ho11r ~<> east 0r1 Expo to oo 

tow<1nl do....ntown L.A. to Pr<:Wide thu direct s11bmy 1inl: 

2 .tnd odlier service •••oulO be able to serve 1:hese LAT Md 

!.ulmay stati M~ ~s noced p~v•iously. 

• So that's llbout it; . 

Ms. Rooves: Th.:anl: yo11. 

" 

e Unda Ricks: r n Unda Rkks w1th Park Mesa He1Qhts 

7 COl'll111.f'l1ty COUI\C'11 and Frletids or the Hyde Park Library. 

8 My concern is tt,.e, stat"IM ~t ll'en &oule\•ard and 

ii Floren::e . The Hat:ion u West 6011lev~rd and Florene, has 

10 no <:onneccions to any nrjor bus l in,es. and i t.'s a sta:tion 

11 that. would be r1oht there at t he <:etllf!ury. r don' t t:M nk 

12 that would bcic a good place for a station. t don' t HID iu 

13 un tt'I•~- l"h:,1,'t 1$ "Y OQr,c;ern. 

1.11 Ms . Reovu: Thank. you , 

15 f01l0"1.tno l.UHM ~ have Add1e Al"bor atld 

16 cadtel"ine nlker. 

17 Juliet eo~ -acnto.n: fii-s.t of all, ny nlllnCI is Jul iet 

18 Benton -- eoyd-tsenton, aAd 1 an a ruidem: in -- r haw 

19 beert a r-es1dent in th1s al"ta for well over' "10 -yea.ts on 

20 11th Avenue, which 1s OM block east ot cre:itSllaw. 1 11!/e 

2L ,1,c;rou t h4 stre.t froo C~sh.u High Sc;hool ~t~on 48,th 

22 and 50th. 

23 1 af'i - first of all , let me say t'n not opposed 

1-c to proyn:iu . 1'111 \'cry hllpp)' to s«c pi-ogress . r ·n very 

25 happy to sec johs :ind busincuos i n our conn..i i ty. Wo 

$S 

desperately ntc6 t hat. Howe\'er , l d()(l• t want to see it ~t 

i the eic;pense of our children. of thei r safew, 

In the area betwEEn Le1nert Park runn1no dowr,, 

4 hea61n~ sooth oo crenShaw bet11eel'I Le tll'.er t Park and 

Florqnr;-,, t; e11n S44, T e:i.n onvi$ion :a t lout four $chooh. 
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6 QU\ tt pc>SS"ib1y thel'e t1ay evet1 be 11101'.e than that. AAd that 

7 takes i.;s t o the i ssue of the sdety of out' ehlldrcn. And. 

8 yes, tt:cy should 411 k.nO'H how to cross t he st~et .1rtd 

9 fol low the s igns and all of those kinds of things, bttt 

10 they're children: that' s 'li'ly 11~ uke care of that. Afld 

11 they dcn ' t a lways do lllhu they' re supposed t o do. Md we 

12 don' t Wfn t to Hct t hcin loH ffleir liv@$ or Q-e 1Mined or-

13 i njvred as a resul t of h:, 

1~ And. even thou~ it'. is uc-00dary, a very crit.1c.a1 

15 issue to t ho se of us who l h>c one b lock east of crcnsha.w 

16 is t o l i\'o behind t ho tr.:i in tra.cks . Each of thct.H - - tnAI 

17 broc.hun1 t h;tt Wll$ ;ont ~ my hono w,d .t11 tfle IMP$ ~d t;he 

UI 1nfol"lllat1on that 1 ·ve st-en s 1nce i · ve been 'here. onl y 

19 1ndlcate to ne that 1n m e a.-ea a1000 Cl'f:l"ISl'law d1reetl y 

20 behind my hone , t he only alternative , t he onl y O?t1on f or 

2l light. rai l is t o have a train t rack above ground, 

22 11ow. I've spoket1 tc several ~cpl e MN!: who have 

23 sa1d Chinos t o M about. how t h is increases propert y value 

1.:1 and tx>'H w,cndcirfu1 i t is to coonun i t i o t h11t it'$ bcion- i n. 

25 8Ut t'in havin9 ;:i. v4r y h.:,rd t ine: l:>c!fn-g convint4d t !'IU 

4 

havit)g :i t r11. in track ruming beh ind cty hone t;f,at r won ' t 

be .able to hear i t and thu thh <:1oes anycMnc fer 111 

propercy val ues. 

1hank you. 

Ms. Reevu: Th.:,nk. you . 
~ Catherine, walker: Good a fterno,on, I '"' <,nhe.r foe 

7 Wal ker. I'f'I foCffl Crenshaw Hioh S<:0001 . I H ve d_oht 1n 

.8 front of t he school . My hous« is t.hc drive 'in th the tum 

~ around for- t he: ch ildr$n, AAd 't'1o ll $h.1ne: th:i t.. WO don't 

10 ha,.·e no t r;,nsporu.tiQn for the: kid·s. 

1L il'aftic. red buse-s. yellow buses all day 1MQ. 

12 o1ff~rent sMrts 9oin9 different places. Md I•~ for a ll 

13 the W!IY underground like 'toFilshirc and ll'Cst:crn. J.nd it 

1~ trill help us to cut down all the l'liOht cru1sfo,;i. 

15 1-;e have so ffuch and can't t ake care of the 

16 property and pl.b11c service and t-ake cart' of the par kll'IO 

17 down't'OV,1'1 , I f we ti.:id t'lle: r ight kind of .:ittion, wa 11·,oul dn't 
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u have t o go do-,m«w.n e:nd pay all that peruno atid thM come 

19 b~cl: and ltity" not f ind your car. we. need this for our 

20 kids, 

21 I ' ve been 1n this aru since 1970: .:io years. Md 

?2 I ' ve been c:ot1e fr¢!l the ~ood to tt1,e bad. Md sone gone 

23 bad, b11t i t' $ ti1r.o of us to $tr.i.ighten up a,nd fl y right 

24 11.nd do something. fo r ovr kids . &i!C4.vse 011r ~Y i s oone, 

25 but Vie children have to have sone...tiere to Hve. 

37 

l '\'hank Y'Oll. 

MS . Reeves: l hank you. 

FOllowtng Addie we h~ve ,era.rd wright ffl1d Glq' 

4 c;leu . 

Addie Arbor : r n Addie Arbor, Mid I live in t he view 

~ Park COtfffllni w . Md I'vt always bHn so t hdlled wh:h 

7 t his Cl"'Cln shaw IU''Cla, and so I call it our Boverly Hills. 

8 say h ag-,in: I cii11 thG Cr1tn , h11.w 4Na ovr 84ver1y wn h . 

g I 1:hink it' s ;i, wondtrful Ul in_g . 11.nd it's very 

10 goo!f that •~•re work1no on transpol"tatien 1n the nannel" 1n 

11 • h kh we are. Butt feel t hat 'in order to pNserve the 

12 beaut)' of our coomunity a.nd C.rcnsh1tw 8ou1• v.,nf t hat t:hc 

13 Hl1\t: Niil woul d serve by pun i no it dfrec t ly undergrot:J'ICI, 

1• Md 1 flade a special not.e. You've heard tMs before: 

15 L1ke w11sh1re n.oulevard. 

16 11o r t h <:ll'1 C.retnih11.w, $OVth on Cren , h;,w, ~11 1:he 

17 1fay, \lndergrolJl'l<I . 110 l ight rail if light r.ii1 can't 

18 be. underground, then 'We have to go back to riding t he bus. 

19 I,\~ 1ov,e O'Jr connl.lr'licy. 

20 Ms . Reeves : Th.i=nk you. 

21 )or-,rd 1'dghi: VoncJorfu1. I ' m h9r9 t o $UPSIOrt 1'1• 

22 11Qht ran project as proposed. -r wou1d H ke t<> see i t ~o 

23 up to wil shSre- Md e~Mtu-&11)' QH up to Hollywood be-cause 

24 then i t wi ll reall )' ~el'Vt!. .a great, gr-eat netd not only for 

25 t his C¢ffl'H1nlty but for- the r eoion in oeneral , 8ecause Y«i 

38 
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1 can !.)et to1ks to ~et to the a1l'l)Ol't . -vH1to('S t<> Le i 11el't 

A 

• 
7 

8 

• 
10 

11 

12 

1l .. 
15 

16 

17 ,.. .. 
2<) 

21 

12 

23 ,. 
25 

Pa rk Village aod: aetua.lly sec • hat a wol'lderf1.11 conm.in.ity 

Lci,11:.l"'t Park is, 4nd get up t o n id -Wihhirc and .Hte the 

nuseoms and oo u:p to HOllYf,'Ood, 

W1th dtat being sa.1d. $uperv1sor Rtcfley-'Th011as 

nade a11 ast ui;e l)01nt ot we have thts Sl. 5 b111 1on tor t'llie 

<: r tnsh;iw Corridor ,11nd hc,w to n(lnage Thon fund.s ,11nd inv9-$t 

those f11nds; the key lfOr<f i s "inven:·•. 

rn l oo4dno at tlw! south end, of the ltne rioht 

• here it ' !. i n d!a t trend! around the ai rpol" t bct.-..-ecn 104th 

and 111th . .t.nd I don' t I:~ ; w.hat tho c01.t ctSrimatc is on 

t h;,.t, lt look,$ lib it's pn1tty h igh bqc;;iuu you h,11v• w 
g:o PN!t"tY nuch tie lo• grade t <> n1tloate the u s or t he 

1and1t'IQS for the atrpor't. YOtJ dM' t want 747' s etasMn,o 

on the .si~ort Mid n ak ing- t he evening ncas al l the tiae . 

So is there any PQ$Sib1e way or at hast stt iri11 ,1 

cost oprlcn for reducing the cos,: of that po,:encia.1, of 

thu 1-ocacion, v-1a, you kMw. just pun1no sa11dy 11ails 

41on9 the rigkt-of--ny :,.nd o l ovt.1;ing 1.0,H;b Stntot $0 th:a i:: 

wo -,btn b:a.ve noi-. fundJ 'tO di$tribvi::il on tbE nortbem p;,.rt 

of d-.e cor-ddor so •'e c.a.n inprove h. and provide those 

tt1tl~tionJ L'he con:nunt ty has asked for? 

Just find •"«)IS to look at dle!oe additi<.:fllll 

options and fi.r,d .sny and evorywhere wo possibly ct.n to 

nake me 1r.est of oor Sl . s b11Hon mai:- we have fe r 

39 

l Crenshaw Cor-ddor. 8eca.11s.e. like .:he svpervisor said. 

2 i t ' s been a 1oni> t ine CO'll1no . I1:' s been fo ST~dies s ince 

actu111 1y car1hr than thll. !O'.s; it' s boan in stud ies ,ince 

A 1;ho ~ rly 1.1,to tiO' $. $0 ,:ho CronsMw Corridor has 1t pl ;sco 

i n fflis tr;,nsporu.i::iOf'I hi irtory, and we•d lik.e to no th;,,;: 

6 buil t a.rid becotie reality. 

7 ;hank you very tnuc:h . 

8 Ms. Reeves: 'Thank you. 

g Fol lowing Gaq we have C>o.-g 8arnett. and Kevin 

10 Fr1dl1(1(1t on. 

11 Gary Gl ess: He11o t:Ml'e . I 'm Gal')' Gl ess l'rc11 

12 Cithtn', Cotlhi Qn for ;, ~fo C0111nuni t,y. 
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13 -i • t1 M~. baste.al ly . fo support or ttte 11ght 

14 re \1 . aut the 1 i9ht nil necdl to &e. undcn;round. 

15 100 pel'Cent , ThE safety of the children. eve!"ybody 

Ui cofl'llvt1no ac f"oss. shoul d boe nunber ooe. 

17 AAd 1 feel that h · should Qec- the same respect 

UI 1,,0: i1111u·t - - .t$ q:~ry othq:r coimun h-y . And t;his eonnoc.ts 

111 -Che two. Mel as., re•ide.nt Qf lrindsor Hil'h, J don't. w;mt 

20 to oo ahead arid howe t o say the c:omon1ty next to ne is 

21 getting a ra..- deal. t d\-ir1l: all ™ con11uni tie'$. no 

22 n.stter v.ho they are and where t hey are located. all should 

23 got d,o •ono rcispcct and tho t ransport'4tion tfl.:i t t hoy 

2<1 deserve. 

25 1hank you. 

40 

l MS. Reeves: l hank 1ou~ 

• 

' 7 

8 

9 

10 

ll 

12 

1 3 .. 
lS 

l6 

17 

18 

19 

"' 
n 
22 

2l 

Oo119 Barnett,: My gr11ndnthcr carr.a ho A in .1880. J.. '"• 

1iV1d in sovtt-i ~ntra1 f"or 20 years . 

\<,hen th4 Red Line o~ned in H)S9, N,il cle-1tt\s in 

Anertc.a doubled. It dolbl ed beca1.1u 1t cl o~Qed ul) evet-y 
e4st -west .trte.r y betl!l-eecn ·~stern Avenue aod Loog Beach. 

You' N 9o in9 to sec the uma thing with the Red t. inc. 

t en years aoo r went. to hear1nos aod I said grade 

separation. ·,ut didn' t ~t: 1t. Md we· re oofo,g co k1l1 

people . 

~~·ve \'.!',01.1b1od 011r t-1)(O i n dio lut 10 ye.tn i n 

the StGQnd Svpervisor'lal l>ist.ric,: ~<:.wse a lot of houses 

,:hat peQ91e have Cll>rled for ltQSt of thei r H httmes have 

r-o11 cd over 1n the 1ast fh•e yel!no . 'There's 110 .-eason my 

- don . t hl!.VC th<t lfOl'IC"/ i !lo the Second Oistri Ct' t-0 P"Y f or 

rea.1 t.N n $poru~i w . 

1 rtde tflat svbway no or th~e t 1ties a .:eek, 

11a)'ti-e. fh'e or sh tiftes a week $omttilf.e:L s y stranQe 

cin:l.fflstance., 1 can uu b-oth ends. of t hat Red U ne . veq• 

feY people can, Md it' s very 1ni;on-1nt. that t.hese k. inds 

of systeff-S cone i nto tM s m111enn1m. l\'e' r e noy,iu:re lll!ar 

tMs m1l'leM1un. 
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24 Anel' tca. in 1U4 . AAd we' re s t111 11t1ln9 w1th that Cr"ap. 

25 ve n eed it underground at le~.$t. 

l 

• 
• 
7 

8 

• 
10 

11 

12 

13 

1• 

,s 
16 

17 

18 

" 20 

21 

22 

23 ,. 
25 

41 

t.et the Japanese bu11d 1t. 

Ms . R94vu: Th illnl: you. 

Follolfing Kevin we have S1:tve 6ao,by and Alis i tl 

Fajl nh,1. 

Kevin Frt dl ihgton: Goad evM ing. Kevin Fridlington • 

h11v« ttt,o separat e conn11nts. 

Firs t is J ,1n • ncilfb9r of tn• t1o i ghborhood 

cooo-cl1 of the £fflP0fi;eJ'fletrt COOQress west p.r-ea: t hat IS 

cul ver' city. to Ar"l ingt:on, l'0119h1y Jetf~rson to vernon . 

Md I'• ~hoc-hair- of the P14nnin9, wnd u s.e , Md 

6ea11tification (¢ff'Ri tue. speaking for chat group, OIJr 

group voced l ast n1ohc at: o.ir neecino, Look.foo a t all of 

the -optlof'IS 1:ha:t were lai d out, ttie t,a.se1tne . the 

underground option.s, ,.. •111do it ~ry $fopl c : Put it 

1Jnd4rg""'nd, Th4t ,ru 1:h, voe, of 01@ Lillnd Vn Cor111i t.t ff 

of d-.e Neiohbol'tlood Cotux:fl E1tpowennent congNss vest, 

Put tti.e 11ne- unde1"9rourtd. That•s ad l rection tfla.t 1 .as 

given to g ive yo11 . 

lt.'o' 11 b• u kin9 Vl,n r ccoff'llllndati on al$o to our 

board. and t hey' ll discuss 1t- at ~fr next 11eet1no. 

si,eak1~ as an 1~1V1dual . 1 · 11 a res1dent ot 

Lei111t.rt Park. I 'm a 11e-ti:ler or save Lei 1tert. AAd r. have a 

f de.~ v.ho W<l$ a planner wi i:h th& CitY <>f Los AA.geles ~e 

and was 1;alking about this, and tlle con1tient nade to 11e was 

i,ut>l k hea rtngs are so l\al'd <1nd enibarrass i ng tor staff 

42 

l because chey !'tally knOW Win they're oo1f'lo to do before 

2 th~ l)ub 11<: hurlng. and it really doesn ' t n!ltter ,.ha-t' ' S 

sa;d. I hope th,n·'s not Ule case. I roa11)", really hope 

4 thu dtat ' s no1; i:he case. and you're Hstening to t11tiat's 

s befoo said her e tooioht. 

6 r have been to the scoptt\!) aieet1ttos at 

1 rr~iifigur~tion. I' If iiorry. th• i;, (.oping aeuings .,t 
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a Audubot\. t he alignriiein t l'!eee11'19s here at Transf19urati otL 

9 I have li stened, Sat and l istened , to all tha t 

10 corwers.ation, Md I 1tovl d say 95 percent or Moher of the 

11 cof'tflents sugout or state that tM s <OffR:OnitY wants l t11b t 

12 ra '\l placed uru:seroround. 

1' fJ,1.11; tho O?tions that wo woNJ p ronn ted doo f.n ' ·t 

14 i t Q:iVU U$ 1lhe ,..f1ecti o.n, blJt not -- 5'0 ple~H. light 

15 rail undero rotmd. 

1E Thank you. 

17 Ms. Reeves : Th,iml: you. 

1$ St«\'CI sa;l)y, ·sr. : "ood ovoning my m1no is St OY4 

19 eagt>y, sr. t'n a_ forner de91.1i:y coor41nator of 

20 tral\S~l"tat\ OI\ at1d hOus tA\) ror the late congress"'onan 

n Julu'l1ta. N"il l ender-1«:oo,u.l d, and 1• .. 61'1 acttve menber of 

22 00l'H)' High Ahtmi A.Ssoch.doo olnd Ole <:oo1lition to fh: 

23 the Expo L foe. 

2, i:or the ;;ientl ettan M'lo spoke earlter fr<m. windsor 

2S Hills, Y.ho sdd h e •-oul d hat« to s u an y of tflo bordering 

• l 

1 coniii,iit1es 9e.t • ra"' deal , t he Expo Line i s• case i n 

point that th~t•s al ready in p1au . t t h i nl: it' s 

unconsdona1>1e that u. e.ru. t.a c1 eneoa. R.ot>Ertson, and 

overlartd would have ovupasses: but <"rensl\aw. ~steM Mid 

ve l"lloot "-o~,l d l"IOt. 

• 

' 7 

8 

• 
10 

IL 

12 

13 ,.. 
15 ,. 
17 .. 

V.h9n wt ~lk ;,.txn,n: 9qvity, ,ii nod tie$ .,,e 
consl.llltrs extraorctinail"e, And a half a cent s•les tax as 

of Jvl y 1st ooes tor e-1eas11~ R 11oru!y . Nino r't tY 

coru,i,ii ~ies are not gettir.,g .sn equit..'lbl o r ctum on their 

tax 6o11ars. 

V.he n y<,11 t;:) l k; M-out: the $1.lbw.:iy to the $4a goin-9 

fro.ft Fairfax aoo wllsMre to santa MOn1ca by way ot ucLA 

conpl etel y unc!e1"9rcund, and you can' t sateg11al"d the 

stud"uits at f'.Osh.a)' 4'1iddb. school or iX>r ~ey High or in tilh 

cue <:Nnshaw, soosething is aniss. 

!'rt a sheer a-Glvocat:e fo r public uansoort:a tioo . 

I ' ve s~n raH l fr1es 1'11 t1oa.ced 1n the c1th s of <:ottptoo 

and l.ynWQQd t;hrough 1;:h• Ai:i1H1da Corridor boing cut; and 

Page 31 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1696 August 2011 

--------------~ Metro 

54 .A 

SS.l\11 

091006 f:09765 
19 c:ovel"td or t-rel\Ched . tt j ust: dotSJ\ ' t have t o be sul1ffay, 

20 per Se . Gut below g rade i s the .ay to 90. >\!id there 

2l shoul d be equit'y wi t h in ccntni1 Los AAge1es comncmsurate. 

22 1:0 wtwlt's befog pr-oposed for ~•n L.A. 

23 1-1s. Aeeves: Thank 1011. ,. 
2S 

Fon o-111 tng AHs1a 1 have Charles ! rtsur. 

And 1;htt ' $ tht h.st $PO«k.e r <;,>rd t.hl t l ht'J',"1-, SQ .. 
i f t:hcni• s 11.nyar.e oho thnt: v.'Ou1d li ko to n11.h a connont, 

p1ou« 9 r4b ,1, SPtslkor c«l"d fron 11.odlello or Stoi;h,1,ni e. , a.nd 

3 they'11 br1no 1t up tone. 

4 A11.s1a Faj1n11Jf1: HI , wy ne.tie 1s A11S1a Fa.)lnl t1! . 1.• ~ 

f'rOll oio!. tnt~m4tioru1.l MhSionll. r)' Church. t.'m .s youtti 

ii diNct.or and a <.Q!l'tu,ini._y l iaison officer-. 

7 t wo1.1l d 11ke to suooort the L10ht -~ai1 Transi t 

8 A1 tem ai:1ve. 1 be1 1eve t:l\a:t tr1-e S1lou1d have S-<lff'ie th1ng. at. 

9 ,1,11 ttuin nothing. f bol i evo t hat once wo sta.rt fron 

10 , one'Wlel"9, l at er Qfi things <;Of.lld e)(p.111d. $ () let ' , all 

1l svpport this project , al')(! 1,ner on thinos can oet ben.er , 

12 1 w~t to CriMU\aw High s diool : t Qr<lduated l'r0m 

13 Cro:nshaw w;gh sehcol . ~111 l h 11.ve 11. eachttl or ' s in 

l4 p5ycho1ogy. l 11ndctrn11nd f ttctling s-1fo and 1'111 of that. 

15 And h :1 s foporun t for 'the cettnun11:y co feel safe. $0 

16 i et's s1.1pool' t this i1g!\t -ra1l trilllSl t . ana later on things 

l 7 ean Qet. better. 

U: l hank. YQu. 

1'9 Ms. Reeves: l hank. 1ou. 

20 dt.arles &r1sur: Good e\tentn~. ,ey nane 1s Charles 

21 Brister fron 1-400 UIIITE us . 

?2 Ono thing that c::oncorn5 lllfl .about t;ho constr-uc:dct1 

23 I ' "t seen tllvs f41r on "tM Metro and o t her 9Qvem1Jent 

24 pro, ten 1s the scare1t)" ot Al'"r 1car.- ..vter-'ican worters. AAd 

25 also contracts; very. Ver')" f'ew go to Afr1can M..er1c:ans. 

,s 

l 111-e' ve ~t chese proj ects r1{1ht 11'1 our co11nlJI\ \ CV. 

2 rhor i> ' s., lot of r,,9op1t- 10Ql:,ing for wo-r- . .And Wat I ' d 
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4 

• 
7 

• 
' 10 

11 

12 

ll .. 
15 

16 

17 

18 .. 
20 

21 ,, 
2l 

2, 

25 

091006 f:09765 

11ke t o kno11; h l'klat 'lli11 be don!! t:0 ensure tfla t •c're 

proper-ly N!pre s.en ted on the!.c c:ontnsct:s and jobs? 

l hank )'()ti . 

1-1s. Aeeves: Thank 1ot1 • 

IS there anyone else that: wou1d H ite t<> 11ake a 

vci:ri>:sl com14nt? That was my h.st Sl)ll.:ilcor .;ord. 

TQny l, Cl ;,rke, Sr,: Ny l'l,\fle i& T<iny Ch,r t , Sr,, Mel 

[ j11n want to ina.lte this shor-t and si~ le. 

The ligh t rai l h the r i ght t hinQ t o d o, but 

you' ve got to do the thing right . Ok,1y? r t: 's not a.bou t 

j ust: doing t h• r ight thi ng, it' s 11boin- doi ng ffl o right 

t h1no r1ohc. Md the d ~ht way ts to puc i t underorot.t'ld . 

MS . Reeves: cl<ay . Wank you . 

wel l , we 'd H ke to t hank. a11 of you fo .- coning 

ovt this ~veni n; ~nd stiaring your tiine with liS Md 

provtdino us wi th your feedback. 

You still have the 09P0l"tW'l1tY co Pr"OV1de 

focd~ck in .ritten forn. 1t,'41 have c titmant cards at thl 

front N gi nr;:,.tion (lq$k. ~nd ~ha.t h o info rn:ition on h ow ~o 

$\lb!nh: your c;onnenu. 1'1ie d@.td1ine i 5 October 2Gth. -..hi<:h 

h a Motlday, S: 00 i). ll. 

so ple:ue feel free to grab s:on.e elltr~ connen't 

fo nns if you have .s ncigflbor o r a fricmd that you think. 

•• 

1 wovl d b4 inurestqd, 

4 

s 

• 
7 

• 
• 

10 

11 

12 

ll 

M d ,:ha.I'll: yov vtry nvc;h fol" co11ino out . 
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Comment: 43-36. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 43-36A.  
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that the Light Rail Alternative would result in more 
construction jobs than the BRT Alternative.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the 
locally preferred alternative.  
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) estimated that 
approximately 7,800 jobs would be created by the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project.  This number 
reflects total jobs, which includes direct, indirect, and induced jobs.  Direct jobs are the result of (1) 
expenditures on capital investment, which primarily occur during the construction phase of the project 
and (2) ongoing operations of a transportation system, which include train operations, maintenance 
activities, and administration.  Indirect jobs occur through supporting industries, who supply goods and 
services to enable the direct spending and jobs.  This includes workers in industries supplying engines and 
equipment needed for building vehicles, guideways and station facilities.  Induced jobs are created through 
the re-spending of worker income on consumer goods and services which include food, clothing, shelter, 
recreation, and personal services.   
 
The estimated jobs created by the construction of Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project would be 400 annual jobs 
over the five-year construction period.  For comparative purposes, the 5.3-year construction period of the 
Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension, a similar light rail transit project that was recently completed, 
generated 432 annual construction jobs (full time equivalent worker hours).  The Gold Line Eastside 
Extension alignment is shorter than the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project, and the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Project could be expected to produce 10 to 20 percent more jobs during construction than the Gold Line 
Eastside Extension.  The 400 estimated annual jobs created during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project represents a conservative estimate that is consistent with Metro Gold Line Eastside 
Extension construction data. 
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Comment: 43-37. Councilmember Bernard Parks. 
 
Response to comment 43-37A.  
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the Final EIS/EIR, provides a comprehensive 
analysis of why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  The factors include 
peak period congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to 
services outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and 
benefit to the environment and improved sustainability.  There has been an extensive public outreach 
process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated and refined.  The evaluation process has 
informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among options (alignment routes, vertical and 
horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of Directors, in selecting an LPA, 
considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as public comments and concerns.  
As the commenter stated, all comments received during the public circulation period have been responded 
to in the FEIS/FEIR.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions have been 
revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation measures 
have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on adjacent 
minority or low-income communities.  The City of Los Angeles agencies referred to by the commenter 
(CRA, Department of Transportation, and Planning Department) have been actively involved in the 
planning and development of the project. 

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1701 August 2011 

Comment 43-38. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 43-38A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Response to comment 43-38B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
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Comment 43-39. Gregory Freeman. 
 
Response to comment 43-39A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 43-39B.  
 
Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would result in approximately 400 jobs per 
year over the five years that would be necessary to complete the project.  In addition, approximately 128 
annual jobs would be created during the operation of the project.  Metro will be implementing a jobs 
program for all the Measure R construction projects.  The jobs program will be designed to maximize 
employment opportunities for residents living in the construction area, provide for apprenticeship 
opportunities, and reduce unemployment for Los Angeles County residents. 
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Comment 43-40. Barbara Lottholland. 
 
Response to comment 43-40A. 
 
Comment noted.  Bus service along Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the proposed project.  Comments 
concerning bus service along Wilshire Boulevard should be directed towards the Metro Passenger relations 
Department. 
 
Response to comment 43-40B. 
 
Comment noted.  Comments regarding the Metro Long Range Plan should be directed towards the 
long range planning process. 
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Comment 43-41. Clint Simmons. 
 
Response to comment 43-41A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 43-42. Masa Alkire. 
 
Response to comment 43-42A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 

© Metrd 



 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report  
Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1706 August 2011 

Comment 43-43. Andrea Canty. 
 
Response to comment 43-43A. 
 
Comment noted.  The large majority of community activities and events occur near Leimert Park or the 
Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plazas, both areas where the alignment is below grade and would not prohibit 
these events from occurring in the future.  Should future events occur in an area where the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Line is operating at grade, either half of Crenshaw Boulevard could still be 
closed for a parade and the other side could maintain restricted traffic flow. 
 
Response to comment 43-43B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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Comment 43-44. Alan Havens. 
 
Response to comment 43-44A. 
 
Comment noted.  An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR to 
identify the transit alignment to be evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis 
are presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the Draft EIS/EIR.  This analysis used criteria 
including but not limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the 
different modes of transit and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried 
forward for further analysis into the Draft EIS/EIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that one 
alignment be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  This alignment begins at 
the southwest corner of the study area at the Imperial/Aviation Green Line Station and travels along the 
Harbor Subdivision Railroad Right-of-Way until it reaches Crenshaw Boulevard, where it would travel in 
the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and connect with the Metro Exposition Line or Wilshire Boulevard.   
The two alternatives identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build 
Alternative and a Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive 
environmental review in the Draft EIS/EIR.   
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
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Comment 43-45. Linda Ricks. 
 
Response to comment 43-45A.  
 
A station community workshop took place to identify the community’s interests, particularly in regards to 
the location of the West Boulevard Station.  There were competing community interests regarding whether 
the station was located in the City of Inglewood, west of West Boulevard or in the City of Los Angeles, east 
of West Boulevard.  The community participation was included as part of the final evaluation for station 
locations.  The West Station will be located to the west of the Florence/West intersection, south of the 
BNSF Railroad tracks in the City of Inglewood.   
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Page K-1709 August 2011 

Comment 43-46. Juliet Boyd-Benton. 
 
Response to comment 43-46A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety 
for the project. 
 
Response to comment 43-46B.  
 
No adverse operational noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts 
from noise and vibration during operation.   
 
There is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. 
In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
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Comment 43-47. Catherine Walker. 
 
Response to comment 43-47A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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Comment 43-48. Addie Arbor. 
 
Response to comment 43-48A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The draft EIS/EIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact.   
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Comment 43-49. Jerard Wright. 
 
Response to comment 43-49A. 
 
Comment noted.  The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
 
In order to comply with FAA rules and guidelines, the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would 
travel in a below-grade configuration when it is adjacent to the LAX runway.  The refined costs of this 
segment can be found in the Financial Analysis and Comparison of Alternatives, of the Final EIS/EIR.   
 
Response to comment 43-49B.  
 
Comment noted. Please see response to comment 43-49-A 
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Comment 43-50. Gary Gless. 
 
Response to comment 43-50A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard.  Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 
2003 to systematically address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has 
been in use as a planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that rail and highway crossings 
be analyzed in a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project 
corridors regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods. 
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Comment 43-51. Doug Barnett. 
 
Response to comment 43-51A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety 
for the project.  In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-thirds majority, committing a 
projected $40 billion to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout the county over the next 30 
years.  Measure R will help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, create more than 210,000 
new construction jobs and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local economy, according to 
estimates by the nonprofit Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation.  The Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project was identified as a project to be funded by Measure R.  

©Metrd 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1715 August 2011 

Comment 43-52. Kevin Fridlington. 
 
Response to comment 43-52A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 43-53. Steve Bagby, Sr. 
 
Response to comment 43-53A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
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Comment 43-54. Alisia Fajinimi. 
 
Response to comment 43-54A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.   Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
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Comment 43-55. Charles Brister. 
 
Response to comment 43-55A. 
 
Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would result in approximately 400 jobs per 
year over the five years that would be necessary to complete the project.  In addition, approximately 128 
annual jobs would be created during the operation of the project.  Metro will be implementing a jobs 
program for all the Measure R construction projects.  The jobs program will be designed to maximize 
employment opportunities for residents living in the construction area, provide for apprenticeship 
opportunities, and reduce unemployment for Los Angeles County residents. 
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Comment 43-56. Tony L. Clarke, Sr. 
 
Response to comment 43-56A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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