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CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE
JUNE 20, 2013

SUBJECT: CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

ACTION: PROJECT DEFINITION CHANGES IN CEQA ADDENDA

RECOMMENDATION

A. Approve and adopt project definition changes, CEQA Addendum and
Findings; and

B. Approve and adopt the second set of project definition changes, CEQA
Addendum and Findings.

ISSUE

On September 22, 2011, the LACMTA Board certified the Final Environmental
Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) and approved
the Project Definition, which was based on the Locally Preferred Alternative for
the FEIS/FEIR, and adopted Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding
Considerations under CEQA. Subsequently, minor technical changes to the
project design have occurred due to further engineering refinements, and a
response to public concerns.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, LACMTA analyzed potential
environmental impacts of the design changes and concluded that an addendum
would be appropriate. The Addendum found that none of the design changes
represent substantial changes to the project, result in new significant impacts, or
result in previously identified significant effects becoming substantially more
severe than shown in the FEIS/FEIR.

Additionally, the Federal Transit Administration issued a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) for these same changes on September 4, 2012. The FONSI can
be found in Attachment A.



The minor technical changes that have been made to the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project include the following:

Revised design and relocation of the optional below-grade light-rail transit
(LRT) station at Crenshaw Boulevard/Vernon Avenue (the optional
Crenshaw/Vernon Station) from the southeast corner of Vernon Avenue
and Crenshaw Boulevard to the northwest corner of Vernon Avenue and
Crenshaw Boulevard or just north of West 43rd Place in street along
Crenshaw Boulevard on the eastern side of the street.

Relocation of the optional at-grade Aviation/Manchester Station to
Florence and Hindry (renamed as the Florence/Hindry Station).

Shift of portions of the LRT alignment into the former Burlington Northern
Santa Fe (BNSF) railroad right-of-way (ROW), which reduces the ROW
acquisitions required for the project and involves the demolition of two
BNSF railroad bridges at Florence Avenue and Interstate 405 (1-405) and
at Century Boulevard and Aviation Boulevard.

Street, driveway, and sidewalk modifications and pedestrian crossing
improvements, including a mid-block pedestrian crossing of the LRT
tracks between Eucalyptus and Inglewood Avenues.

A second set of minor technical changes to the project design have occurred due
to further engineering refinements, and in response to public concerns.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, LACMTA analyzed potential
environmental impacts of the second set of design changes and concluded that
an addendum would be appropriate. The Second Addendum found that none of
the changes substantially change the project, result in new significant impacts, or
result in previously identified significant effects that would be substantially more
severe than shown in the FEIS/FEIR.

Additionally, the Federal Transit Administration concurred with our request for a
Class Il Categorical Exclusion finding for these same design changes. FTA
issued a letter of agreement on March 21, 2013 (Attachment B).

The second set of minor technical changes that have been made to the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project include the following:
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¢ A mid-block pedestrian undercrossing at Faithful Central Bible Church.

This proposed design change would convert the proposed mid-block at-
grade pedestrian crossing of the LRT tracks at the Faithful Central Bible
Church (FCBC) location, approximately 350 feet west of Eucalyptus
Avenue, to a mid-block pedestrian undercrossing at the same location.

e Aerial Guideway Over La Brea Avenue and At-Grade Florence/La Brea
Station

This proposed design change provides cost savings and would convert
the grade separation at La Brea Avenue from a below-grade LRT crossing
to an aerial guideway. While the below-grade configuration was cleared
as part of the approved project by the LACMTA Board, the DEIS/DEIR
also examined an aerial configuration over La Brea Avenue. This aerial
segment was a component of the Base LRT Alternative analyzed in the
DEIS/DEIR, and adopted as the Locally Preferred Alternative by the
LACMTA Board.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

This Board action will not have an impact on established safety standards.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Together, all the design changes described in the Addenda will not add additional
costs to the Project. The funding of $118,087,265 is included in the approved
FY13 budget under Project 865512 (Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project), in
Cost Center 8510 (Construction Project Management) and Account Number
53101. Since this is a multi-year capital project, the Executive Director, Transit
Project Delivery, will be responsible for budgeting in future years.

Impact to Budget

The sources of funds for this project are capital funds identified in the adopted
Long Range Transportation Plan. There is $50.4 million of Proposition A 35%
which is eligible for rail operations. All other funds are not eligible for bus and rail
operating expenditures.
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

One or more of the proposed design changes could be deleted from the Project.
However, the project management team believes each design change described
in the Addenda will enhance the functionality and appeal of the Project.
Removing the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing at Faithful Central Bible
Church could delay the pending CPUC application process at this location
indefinitely, and adversely impact the Project schedule.

NEXT STEPS

Upon the award of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Design-Build contract this
spring, final design and construction of the Project, including the design changes
approved by the Board as described in the Addenda will proceed.

ATTACHMENTS

A. FTA Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) dated Sept. 4, 2012
B. FTA Environmental Re-evaluation letter dated March 21, 2013

Prepared by: Robert Ball, Deputy Executive Officer and Project Director
Executive Office, Project Management (213) 922-7280
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Krishniah N. Murthy
Executive Director, Transit Project Delivery

Jm:f‘ v \;1(4@};"3"
Arthur T. Leahy ’
Chief Executive Officer
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Attachment A

S

REGION IX 201 Mission Street

U.S. Department Arizona, Calffornia, Suite 1650

of Transportation Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, San Francisco, CA 94105
American Samoa, 416-744-3133

Federal Transit Northem Mariana Isiands  415-744-2726 (fax)

Administration

SEP 042012
Mr. Arthur T. Leahy
Chief Executive Officer
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2592

Re: Supplemental Environmental Assessment and Finding
of No Significant Impact for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit

M‘/’, /l( Corridor Project
Dear /e&g(

Based on our review of the Supplemental Environmental Assessment, dated July 2, 2012, for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has issued a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). A copy of the FONSI is enclosed.

The FONSI and supporting documentation should be made available to affected government
agencies and the public and should be posted on the project website. A Notice of Availability for
the FONSI should be published in local newspapers and should also be provided directly to
affected government agencies, including the State intergovernmental review contacts established
under Executive Order 12372,

Please note that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the City of
Los Angeles will be required to undertake the mitigation measures identified in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report and the Supplemental
Environmental Assessnient.

Thank you for your cooperation in meeting the requirements of the National Environmental Policy
Act. If you have questions about our review, please call Ms. Mary Nguyen of our Los Angeles
Metropolitan Office at (213) 202-3960.

Sincerely,

/‘7"\/

6 W)/‘—
Leslie T. Rogers

Regional Administrator

Enclosure
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Finding of No Significant Impact
Grant Applicant: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)
Project Sponsor: Los Angecles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposed Project: Crenshaw/LLAX Transit Corridor Project

The Supplemental Environmental Assessment (EA) for this project was prepared
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act INEPA) (42 U.S.C. § 4332); Federal
Transit Laws (49 U.S.C. §§ 5301(e), 5323(b), and 5324(b)); Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. § 303); and Executive Order 12898
(Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-
Income Populations).

Description: On December 30, 2011, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issued a
Record of Decision (ROD) on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project (Project). The Project consists of an 8.5-mile fixed
guideway that begins from a southern terminus at the Metro Green Line, and follows the
Harbor Subdivision Railroad right-of-way (ROW), adjacent to Aviation Boulevard and
Florence Avenue, and continues northeast to Crenshaw Boulevard where it would travel
north largely within the Crenshaw Boulevard right-of-way to the Exposition/Crenshaw
Station, adjacent to the Exposition Line. The Project will include six transit stations, a
vehicle maintenance storage facility near Arbor Vitae Street and Bellanca Avenue, park-and-
ride lots at the Florence/La Brea, Florence/West and Crenshaw/Exposition Stations, traction
power substations, and the acquisition of rail vehicles and maintenance equipment.

Since the ROD, modifications to the project design have occurred during the preliminary
engineering phase to reduce cost, reduce right-of-way impacts, reduce utility impacts,
improve light rail transit (LRT) operations, and improve traffic circulation and pedestrian
‘crossings. The specific proposed project modifications addressed in the EA include the
following:

1. Relocation of the station and portal for the optional off-street Crenshaw/Vernon
Station

2. Relocation of the station and name change for the optional Aviation/Manchester
Station, now referred to as the optional Florence/Hindry Station

3. Shift of segments of the LRT alignment into the former Burlington Northern Santa Fe
(BNSF) railroad ROW made possible by the abandonment of the freight track. The =
shift of the alignment involves the demolition of two BNSF railroad bridges at
Florence Avenue and 1-405, and at Aviation Boulevard and Century Boulevard.

4. Street, driveway, and pedestrian crossing improvements, which include:
e Street modifications to allow for the provision of bus bays
¢ Driveway and sidewalk modifications to improve traffic circulation and
pedestrian crossings
» Mid-block pedestrian crossing of LRT tracks between Eucalyptus and Inglewood
Avenues
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The relocation of the optional off-street Crenshaw/Vernon Station would reduce the cost of a
below-grade station by reducing property impacts and minimizing other impacts. Similarly,
relocation of the optional Aviation/Manchester Station (now named Florence/Hindry Station)
from an aerial station to an at-grade station would also reduce costs. This optional
Aviation/Manchester Station was shifted to Florence and Hindry Avenues to ensure that the
alignment for the station platforms could accommodate future three car trains (also known as
three light rail vehicles).

During the preparation of the FEIS, negotiations for the abandonment of the BNSF line and
relinquishment of the right-of-way to LACMTA were ongoing. As agreements with BNSF
were finalized in 2012 following the issuance of the ROD, it was determined that the
alignment of the LRT could be shifted into the abandoned railroad right-of-way. This would
reduce construction costs, property acquisitions, and utility relocations required for the
Project. The change in the alignment also would reduce the curves in the alignment which,
in tum, would improve operations.

The FEIS identified the types of equipment at the crossings and features along the corridor
that would be required for the Project. During preliminary engineering and in consultation
with the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), designs for street, driveway and
sidewalk modifications were refined to accommodate, where feasible, crossing gates, center
medians at crossings, equipment, bus bays, and other amenities to facilitate vehicular and
pedestrian circulation. Additional pedestrian crossing improvements, including a mid-block
pedestrian crossing, were included in response to public comments.

Environmental Effects: Pursuant to the requirements of NEPA (42 U.S.C. § 4321 ef seq.;
23 C.F.R. Part 771), FTA and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (LACMTA) prepared a Supplemental Environmental Assessment (EA) on July 2,
2012 to evaluate potential environmental effects of the Project. FTA served as lead agency
under NEPA for the Project and LACMTA was a joint lead agency. The EA concluded that
implementation of the project modifications would cause no significant adverse effects that
could not be mitigated. This applies to all applicable environmental elements, including
aesthetic and visual resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources,
environmental justice, hazardous materials, land use and zoning, noise and vibration, public
services and utilities, recreation and Section 4(f) resources, safety and security, social
impacts, transportation and circulation. Mitigations identified in the EA had previously been
identified in the FEIS.

After reviewing the EA and supporting documents, including public comments and responses
to those comments, FTA finds under 23 C.F.R. § 771.121 that the proposed project, with
mitigation measures LACMTA has committed to implement, will have no significant adverse
impact on the environment. The record provides sufficient evidence and analysis for
determining that a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement is not required. FTA also
finds, in accordance with Federal Transit Law at 49 U.S.C. § 5324(b), that an adequate
opportunity to present views was given to all parties with significant economic, social,
cultural, or environmental interests and that the preservation and enhancement of the
environment and the interest of the community in which the Project is located were
considered.

FTA has issued an errata to the EA, clarifying statements related to the number and types of
property acquisitions required for the Project and a temporary construction easement
proposed at the May Company Building. That errata is attached as Attachment C. The
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proposed action would result in two full acquisitions, 20 partial acquisitions, and nine
temporary construction easements, and the demolition of the two BNSF railroad bridges.
Shifting the alignment into the former BNSF ROW reduces the ROW required for the
Project and avoids 29 full acquisitions, 23 partial acquisitions and 28 subsurface easements
(a total of 80 parcels avoided). One of the temporary construction easements, consisting of
165 square feet, is located at the former May Company Building, now a Macy’s department
store, a historic property eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. On
June 26, 2012, FTA received concurrence from the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) that the project modifications would occur within the Area of Potential Effects, as
identified in the FEIS, and the project modifications would have no adverse effect on the
historic property, thereby satisfying the requirements and recommendations of 36 C.F.R.
Part 800. The letters of consultation with SHPO are provided in Appendix E of the EA.

The proposed project modifications, including the temporary occupancy of a 165 square feet
temporary construction easement located at the former May Company Building will not result
1n a use of any Section 4(f) property.

As required by NEPA, a Notice of Availability (NOA) of the EA for the project
modifications was mailed directly to agencies and individuals. Over 4,000 notifications were
mailed and emailed to four local news publications, federal, state and local agencies, and
elected officials, as well as to community organizations, stakeholders, and individuals,
residents, and businesses within a quarter-mile of the project site. A complete list of agencies
and organizations notified and receiving the EA is included in Section 6 of the EA. In
addition, the NOA and the EA were also posted on the project web site. Hard copies of the
EA were also available for public review at fifteen libraries.

The public has been afforded adequate opportunity to comment on the EA. Public comment
was sought, and comments were received during the 30-day public review period from July 2
to August 2, 2012, A public hearing was also held on July 17, 2012. Ten public agencies
commented on the EA. Nineteen individuals and representatives of community organizations
also provided comments, five in the form of letters and e-mail and 14 provided orally at the
public hearing. A summary of comments and responses to those comments is attached as
Attachment A.

Environmental Findings: In accordance with 23 C.F.R. Part 771, finds, on the basis of the
analysis, reviews, and mitigation measures discussed above, that there are no significant
impacts associated with implementation of the proposed project modifications. LACMTA
has incorporated mitigation measures into the Project to reduce or eliminate potentially
adverse environmental impacts during the construction period on transportation, visual and
aesthetics, air quality, noise and vibration, and ecosystems (modification and removal of

trees).
£ O. 7%/ SFP 04 2012

P4

eslie T. Rogers Date
Regional Administrator

FTA Region IX
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e Attachment B

U.S. Department ;u;mow Cl:xl'f | ég:tel\ﬂizsslgn Street
. rizona, Catiromia,
of Transportation waii. Nevad San Francisco, CA 94105-1839
Hawaii, Nevada, Guam
Federal Transit American Samoa, 415-744-3133
Administration Northern Mariana Islands 415-744-2726 (fax)

Mr. Arthur T. Leahy HAR 2 ] 2013

Chief Executive Officer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2592

Attention: Mr. Emmanuel Liban
Re: Environmental Determination Request;
L Crenshaw/LAX Pedestrian Undercrossing and

e{'w Design Refinements at Florence/La Brea Station
Dear Mr. I}k/

The Federal Transit Administration has completed its review of the March 4, 2013 letter from the
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and supporting documentation
requesting an environmental determination in accordance with 23 CFR Part 771.115, 771.118,
and 771.130(c) for the following design changes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project:
e change of a proposed mid-block at-grade pedestrian crossing to an undercrossing near the
Faithful Central Bible Church,
reconfiguration of a below-grade trench to an aerial guideway over La Brea Avenue, and
reconfiguration of the Florence/La Brea Station from below grade to street level,

Based on the information submitted, we agree with your assessment that the proposed project
changes are consistent with the criteria under the requirements for a Class II Categorical
Exclusion, and neither the preparation of a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement nor an
Environmental Assessment is necessary.

Further, this review which is based on past experience with similar projects, finds that the design
changes: do not induce significant environmental impacts to planned growth or land use for the
area; do not require the relocation of significant numbers of people; do not have a significant
impact on natural, cultural, recreational, historical or other resource; do not involve significant air,
noise, or water qualily impacts; do not have significant impacts on travel patterns; or do not
otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant environmental impacts.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Mary Nguyen of our Los Angeles Metropolitan
Office at (213) 202-3960.

Regional Administrator

!
|
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Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor

Design Changes - Environmental Technical Memorandum

December 2012

Metro
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Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project
Design Changes —
Environmental Technical Memorandum

Federal Transit Administration

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

December 2012
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Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project
Design Changes — Environmental Technical Memorandum

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Scope of Environmental Technical Memorandum

This environmental technical memorandum (memo) has been prepared pursuant to the MNational
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, and the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT)
regulation 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 771.130, which stipulates that the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) must be immediately notified of proposed changes to the base project and determine
whether additional environmental analysis is necessary before the lead agency can take any action related to
the proposed changes. The purpose of this memo is to address design changes proposed to the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project by the Los Angeles County Metropelitan Transit Authority (LACMTA)
for review by the FTA in accordance with environmental procedures (23 CFR § 771.130).

The scope of the memo considers project modifications that have been made since approval of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR, August 2011) and the
FTA's issuance of the Record of Decision {ROD, December 2011) for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
Project, as well as project modifications that have been made since approval of the Supplemental
Environmental Assessment (SEA, June 2012) and the FTA's issuance of a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI, September 2012). The cumulative collection of these reports composes the environmental record
for the project. For the purposes of the memo, the project’s existing documents, including the FEIS/FEIR,
ROD. SEA, and FONSI. will be referred to as the “"environmental record”, except when clarifications are
required.

Project Location and Setting

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is located in a highly urbanized part of Los Angeles County and would
encompass the cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, and El Segundo, as well as unincorporated areas of Los
Angeles County (Figure 1). The project would operate in a north/south direction between the Expaosition Line
(Expo Line) at the Crenshaw/Expo Station and the existing Green Line Aviation/LAX Station. From its
narthern terminus, the light rail transit (LRT) alignment would travel within the Crenshaw Boulevard right-of-
way below-grade from Exposition Boulevard to just north of 48™ Street, at-grade in the median from
48" Street to 59” Street, and below-grade from south of 59™ Street to 677 Street. The LRT alignment would
then travel within the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way in a southwest direction, between 67" Street
and the Aviation Boulevard/Manchester Avenue intersection. before heading due south and reaching its
terminus at the Green Line near Imperial Highway and Aviation Boulevard. The Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project would provide transit improvements that would enhance mobility throughout the project
corridor and connect it to existing transit in the region.

Project Description

The purpose of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Comidor Project is to provide for the implementation of transit
improvements that addresses the identified transportation needs in the corridor. The project would address
the needs by expanding transit capacity in the corridor to accommodate existing and future travel demand
and by providing a higher speed and reliable transit alternative that improves mobility in the corridor by
connecting with or extending existing lines or transit lines under construction, such as the Green and
Expo Lines.

The LRT alignment would extend approximately §.5 miles from the Expo Line at the Crenshaw/Exposition
Boulevards intersection and connect to the Green Line. The LRT alignment would be double-tracked and
would be comprised of at-grade street, at-grade railroad, aenal, and below grade sections. The project
would be operated using high-floor articulated vehicles, electrically powered by a overhead catenary system,
and operating along a new, two-direction fixed guideway, located in both exclusive and semi-exclusive rights-
of-way. The project would include six stations, two optional stations, park-and-ride and bus transfer facilities,
a vehicle maintenance and operations facility, and traction power substations.

Crershaw LAX Transit Corrcor Fraect H December 2012
Desigr Charges — Eaviramments! Techmical Memoarandum
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Figure 1: Existing Project
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Los Angeles County Metreoalimn Transpcrascn Autionty

Description of Design Changes
Thers are two dasign changes currently proposed by the project.

1

2)

A Mid-Bicck Pedastrian Undercrossing atl Faithfl Contral Bible Church

This peoposed design change would convert the mid-block at-grade pedestrian crossing of the LRT
tracks at the Faithful Central Bible Church {FCBC} location. approximately 350 feet west of Eucalyptus
Avenue, to a mid-bleck pedestrian undercrossing at the same location.

The envirorynental record determined that sidewalk improvements would be necessary at Eucalyptus
Avenue in order to accommodate pedestrian movements associated with Sunday service and other
major events at FCBC, in the City of Inglewcod. The primary issue is thal the church sanctuary
{Tabernaclke} is separated from the majority of the church parking (surface and structured) by the project
right-of-way. Pedestrians from the church would have to pass along the existing Eucalyptus Avenue
sidewalk, which & relatively narrow and shared by utility poles, in order to cross the LRT tracks.

LACMTA has had ongoing coordination with the church throughout the enviromnmental ptanning and
design process. Although a widening of the sidewalk and improvements to the pedaestrian crossing
surface ware pravicusly evaluated in the environmantal record and proposed by LACMTA, the church
has requested further analysis on the crossing and potential additional improvements for parishioners.
LACMTA previously proposed the addition of a mid-block abgrade pedestrian crossing of the project
approximately 3530 feet west of Eucalyptus Avenue. The cressing would be a supplementary pedestrian
crassing for the church, connacting the Tabernacle area on the north to church parking fots south of the
project alignment. The primary access betwean the Tabernacle and the parking lots would continue to
be the public sidewalk along the waest side of Eucalyptus Avenue. Subject to review and approval by the
CPUC, the crossing would be designated as a private crossing with locked gates on both sides of the
right-of-way to be used for special church events with high pedestrian volumes, such as Sunday church
sarvices and large funeral events or other special events. The church would confrol when the gates
would be unlocksd for use. As shovm in Figure 2, the crossing woukd be approximately 20 fest wids and
would have proper eguipment, including a pedestrian gate arm, safety gates and visual and audible
crossing warnings.  The mid-block padestrian crossing wascleared in the SEA as partof the
environmental record {(June 2012}

The proposed design change would create a pedestrian undercrossing rather than an at-grade
pedestrian crossing at the sama mid-block location. This propesed design changs would snable church
usars to valk from the parking lot to the Tabernacle through a pedestnian undercrossing {or tunnel). This
design changs allows for increased pedestrian safety as church visitors are routed beneath the LRT
tracks and aveid pedestrian queuing ard pedestrian-vehicle conflict  The church would mamtain control
over access to the pedestran undercrossing, which would be locked when not in usae.

The mid-block pedestrian undercrossing at FCBC would cost an additional $2.2 million to mmptenent
when compared to the mid-block at-grade pedestrian crossing at the same location, which has an
astmated cost of $200,000. A prelimnary drawing of the propossed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing
is shown in Figure 3.

Aarial Guideway Over La Brea Avenue

This proposed design change would convert the grade separaben at La Brea Avenue from a below-
grade LRT crossing to an aerial guideway. The below-grade configuration referred to in this memo was
cleared as the approved project by the LACTMA board. The emironmental record alse examined an
aerial configuration over La Brea Avenue in the DEIS/DEIR. This aerial segment was considered part of
the Base LRT Alternative, was assumed during circulation of the DEIS/DEIR, and adoptad as the Locally
Preferred Alternative by the LACMTA Board.

The aerial configuraton considered in the DEIS/DEIR transitioned from at-grade to aerial east of La Brea
Avenue near Market Street and west of Eucalyptus Avenus. The aerial alignment evaluated in the
DEIS/DEIR extended to a height of approsimately 50 feet to provide clearance from the Burlington
Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF) freight rail tracks.

During the advanced conceptual design phase of the project, it was determined that potential seismic
constraints, from the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, would prohibit the construction of a station at or
immediately adiacent to La Brea Avenus.
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Figure 2
Faithful Central Bible Church At Grade Mid-Biock Pedestrian Crossing
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Figure 3
Faithful Central Bible Church Mid-Block Pedestrian Undarcrossing
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As part of value enginearing for the design build process, the station location was moved further east
where the aslignment camae back to grade near Market Street, and the crossing at La Brea Avenue was
changed from an aerial configuration to a below-grade trench configuration to provide polential cost
savings. YWithout a station adjacent to La Brea Avenus, the trench section sliminated the need for a
relativefy long and hugh struclure required to avoid BMNSF freight clearance requirements. No adverse
aeffects ware determined to ocour for the aerial guideway evaluated in the envircnmental record and mo
pubtlic comments were received related to the La Brea Avenus crossing.

The curfently proposed aerial guideway across La Brea Awvenue became feasible after LACMTA and
BNSF negotated the abandonment of the freight tracks. The BNSF abandonment allows the aenal
guideway to be constructed at a much lower elevation {approximately 25 feet). Lowsring the hewght of
the aerial guideway would also require a shorter aerial segment (approximately 1 000-fest shorter than
the original aerial structure assumed in the DEIS/DEIR), as the guideway would transition back to grads
level sconer on the wast side of La Brea Avenue, sast of vy Streel

As part of the design change, the Flerence/La Brea Staton, located in the same location approved as
part of the project, is proposed to be at-grade and lavel with Florence Avenue. instead of approximately
17-fest below Florence Avenus. This design change would alsc include refaining walls approaching
sach side of La Brea Avenue. Figure 4 depicts the aerial guideway design change. The cost savings
aszociated with this option would be approximately $10 mition

The currently proposed design change would provide significant improvements in station design, access
and visibilfy as it would be at strest level and along the weli-trafficked La Brea Avenue thoroughfare.
The proposed design changs would also improve the galeway area fo the City of Inglewcod's
commercial district and enhance opportunties for future transit-crented development in the City.
Additionally, substantial cost-savings benefits are assocrated with the proposed design change, including
decreased construction costs, as a result of the following:

* Shortening the length and height of the approved aenal alignment - an estimated $7.8 millicn cost
savings

¢« Eliminating the required relocaton of cty-owned utiliies currently within the LACMTA right-of-way -
an estynated 33 mulion cost savings

To date, the envirenmental record for the project has analyzed project features rekevant to the currently
proposed design changes including the pedastrian crossing of the LRT tracks at FCBC, and below-grade
saparation at La Brea Avenus. The project's environmental record determined that these previously
proposed actions would not result in adverse social. economic, or environmentat impacts.

2.0 IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

This memo identifies the impacts associated with the currently proposad design changes and, where
potential affects exist, identifies recommended mitigation measures. The following sections confirm that the
proposed desgn changes would net result in new or substanbially mors severs impacts, and that the
project's environmental record has identified all impacts and mitgation measures associated with the project,
incleding wmpact evaluations associnted with the mid-block pedestran crossing, and grade separation at
La Brea Avenus.

As part of the prewwous envirorymental analyses conducted for the preject, the following topics were
considered in the environmental recerd, but no potential new effects weare identfisd. Therefore, there 15 no
further discussicn regarding these issues in this memo.

*  Economics and Fiscal Effects: The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercressing and the proposed
aerial guideway would have no new adverse effects related to economics and fiscals eflects. The mid-
block undercrossing would hawe no new fiscal impact while the aerial guideway would create a gateway
sffect to Downtown [nglewood, heiping to define a sense of place and increase the attractiveness of
development in the area. Whila the retaining wall would block potential site hnes along La Brea Avenue
which could influence esxposure to signage, the businesses within this segment are community crentad
and their locations are knowen fo residents and their business associates. Therefore, the proposed mid-
block pedestrian undercrossing and asrial guideway wouki have no effect on sconomic and fiscal
conditions.
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Figure 4
La Broa Avenus Grade Separation and Station
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¢ Ecosystemns (Vegelation and Widiife): The proposed mid-block pedeslrian undercrossing and the
proposed aerial guideway would have no new adverse effect related to scosystems. The proposed
design changes would not ccour in areas of natrve habitat or have an effect on sensitive spacies. No
additional trees would be damaged or removed as a result of the proposed design changes, and as a
result, the proposed design changes would not have a sinificant impact on biclogkal resources.
Therefore, no addtional analysis is neaded and no adverse effects related to scosystems would cccur.

« Energy: The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the proposed aarial guideway woukd
have no new adverse sflects related to energy. Opsration of the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing
would require addiienal ighting and drainage provisions by use of sump pumps than the mid-block at
grade pedestrian crossing previcusly analyzed. However, the increase in energy usage would be
negligible when compared to the ovarall energy usage of the project and would not result 1n an inafficient
use of energy. The proposed aerial gudeway would require less energy for lighting and drainage than
underground scenario previously analyzed since an aerial guidevay would no longer require lighting.
Therefore, no additional analys:s is needed and no adverse affects related to anergy would occur.

¢ Geotechnical/Subsurface/Selsmic/Hazardous Maderials: The operation of the proposed mid-block
pedestrian undercrossing and aerial guideway would have no new adverse effects related to gecology.
soils, and hazardous materials. The seismic hazards, ground shaking resulting from an earthguake
occurring along any of several major active faulls in Southern California, and subsurface gases from oif
frelds would net be affected by the mid-block pedsestrian undercrossing or aerial guideway. Operation of
the mid-block crossing and aerial guideway wouid not result in the exposure to hazardous materials or
cause unstable soil conditions. Therefore, no additional analysis is needed and no adverse effacts
related to gevlegy, soils. and hazardous materials would occur.

e Public Services: The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the propesed aerial gudeway
would have no new adverse offects related to public services. No facilibes would be displaced by the
proposed design changes. Given the limited scope and scale of the proposed design changes and the
absance of public service and emergency facilties adjacent to the locations where these actons would
be impemented, the proposed design changes would not interfere with the peovision of emergency or
other public services. Therefore, no addibonal analysis is needed and no adverse effects related to
public services would occcur.

« Safety and Security. Pedestrian safety would be improved with the mid-block undercrossing as potential
pedestnan vehicular conflict would be aliminated to FCBC patrons when the undercrossing is in use.
The mid-block undercrossing would be lit and would comtain access ramps that comply with ADA
requirements.  Access to the undercrossing would be secured and controlled by FCBC amd it is
anticipated that the undercrossing would only be open to handle peak events. The undercrossing would
be gated when not in use and would not result in impacts to safety and security. The aerial guideway
would be lit bemeath the overcrossing and weouid be more wvisible than the below-grade trench
configuration. By continuing to be grade-separated, no impacts to safety and securty would occur. The
proposed new staion configuration would be level with Florence Avenue and wouid result in more
visibilty than the previcusly identified station configuration which would be approximately 17 feat below
Florence Avenue. This would lead to an snvironmant that is easier to monitor and be seen. No adverse
sffocts to safety and securty would cccur for the aeral gudevay.

* Section 4¢f): The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercressing and the preposed aerial guideway would
have no new adverse effects related to Section 4A(f}. The proposed dasign changas would not result in a
usa of a Secbon Hf) resource. No wildlife or waterfowl refuges exist in the wvicinity of the project
alignment. Furthar descussion of effects on historical sites is included below under Histore
(Secton 106), Cultural, and Archasolegical Resources. The proposed design changes would have no
eftact on parklands or recreational facilties. Therefore, no additional analysis 15 needsd and no adverse
sffocts related to Section 4{f) resources would cccur.

e Utilites: Mo utility relocation or new effects on ulility service would occcur as a result of the proposed mid-
block padestrian undercrossing and the proposed aerial guideway. Measures to protect uliity servie
and provide proper notfication in case of temporary disruption would still be implemented as part of the
modifications. Therefore, no addiional analysis is needed and no adverse effects related to utilities
would ocour.
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e Water Resources: The proposad mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the proposed asrial guideway
would have no new adwerse effects related to municipal water supply, flooding. local surface water
bodies, groundwater resources, local drainage basins, or water quality. The scope of the proposad
design changes would net modify the existing conditions, would nct affect or require the rekcation of
storm drains and fire hydrants. or include actions that wrould further affect watsr quality. water supply, or
hydrolegy at 2 local or regional level. Therefore. no additional analysis is needed and no adverse effects
reiated to water resources would cccur.

The environmental issues listed below could potentialty result in new effects from implementation of the
proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrosming and the proposed aerial guideway. The following sections
descnbe polential impacts specific to sach dasign change and list the mitigation measures identified in the
environmental record that are pertinent to the design changes.

2.1 TRANSPORTATION

Impacts
2.1 Mid-Bilook Pedesiian Uodarcrossing

The environmental recard {Secticn 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed transportation impacts resulting from
an at-grade mid-block pedesinan crossing. The proposed mid-biock pedestrian undercrossing would be in
the same location. approximately 350 fest west of Eucalyptus Avenus, and solely dedicated to pedastrian
use. The proposed design change would create an improved pedestrian flow for the majpr source of
pedestrian activity at the church as pedestrians would not have to wait during train crossings and could
instead flow proceed withoul interruption beneath the alignment. The proposed design change would not
have an effact on vehicular circulation. No adverse effects related to transportation would occur from the
proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing. Therefore, operation of the proposed mid-biock padestrian
undercrossing would not result in any transportation impacts that would exceed those already analyzed
under the midblock pedestrian crossing, identfied in the environmental record.

2.1.2 Aenil Gitleway Ovar La Hrger Avanive

The environmental record (Section 3.2 of the FEIS/IFEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed transportation impacts
resuiting from resufting from the project. The environmental record found that the peoject would provide new
LRT sarvice in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, and that the project improved transit service in terms of
faster and more reliable service compared to the Mo-Builkd Alternative. The asrial guideway would continue to
be grade-separated ot La Brea Avenue and would not affect the flow of vehicular traffic. Oparation of the
proposed aeral guideway would not result in any transportation impacts that would exceed those alkeady
analyzed under either the below grade or aearial alignmaent, idenlified in the environmaental record. Therefore,
no adverse effects related to transpartation would scour from the proposed asrnal gudeway.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedesirian undercrossing and the aenal guideway would not result in any rew o
more substantialty, sewere transportation impacts that would excead those already identified in the
environmental record. Therefore, no additional mitigation is requirad.

22 COMMUNITIES AND NEIGHBORHOODS

Impacts

221 Mig-Biock Posesican Lindacrossing

The environmental record {Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed community impacts resubting from
an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercressing would
improve the function of an important community resource. MNo significant displacemsnt or disruption to the
local community, business, or residents would ocour from the proposed design change. Therefors, mo
adverse effects related to communities and neighborhoods weuld occur frem the proposed mid-block
pedestrian undarcrossing. Operation of the proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would not result in
any impacts to communitias and neighborheods that would exceed those already analyzed under the mid-
block pedestnan crossing, identified in the environmental recoed.
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22.2 Apowl Gudesay Over La Bros Avanue

The envirenmental record (Section 4 of the FEIS/FEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to communities and
neighborhoods resulting from the project. The enwironmental record analyzed a below-grade (FEIS/FEIR)
and aerial alignment (DEIS/DEIR) and determined thal neither would create additional barriers or disruption
in the existing established communities and neighborhoeds, as they would be grade-separated and operate
akng an existing freight raitway and not affect traffic flow on La Brea Avenue.

The currently prepesed aerial gquikdeway would contnue to be grada-separated and maintain traffic flow along
La Brea Avenue. The proposed aerial gudeway would not alter or block access to any community assatls,
displace on- or offstrest parking spaces. negatvely impact sconomic developmaent, result in changes to
population. commumity cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of Ife, or result in isolaton. No
adverse environmental effects are anticipated related to communities for the design options. Operation of
the proposed asrial guideway would not result in impacts o communities and neighberhoods that would
excesd thosse already analyzed under the aerial alignmert, identified in the environmental record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block padaestrian undercrossing and the aerial gudeway would not result in any new or
mere substantally, severe impacts to communities and neighborhoods that would exceed those already
identified in the enviconmental record. Therefers, no addibional mitigation is required.

23 LANDUSE
Impacts

231 Mid-Biock Fooesingn Undercrossing

The environmental record (Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed land use impacts resulting from an
al-grade mid-block pedestnan crossing. The propesed mid-block paedestrian undercrossing would improwe
the function of FCBC and the adjacent parkung lot land use by enhancing accessibility. Scme of the FCBC
property that vs currantly used as parking woukd be repurposed as ramps for pedestrian access to the
undercrossing. No adverse effects relatsd to land use would occur from the proposed mid-block pedastrian
undercrossing. Operation of the proposed mid-block pedaestrian undercrossing would not result in any new
or more substantiatly, severe land use \mpacts that would excesd those aiready analyzed undar the mid-
block pedestrian crossing, kdentified in the envirenmental record.

2.3.2 Aenw Guitesay Overls Bres Avenue

The environmental record (Section 4.1 of the FEISFEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to land use
rasuttng from the project. The environmental record anatyzed the below-grade [FEIS/FEIR) and aernal
alignment (DEIS/DEIR) and determined that the project would be compatible with light industrial and
manufacturing land uses exist along the railroad right-of-way and Florence Avenue. The envircnmental
record concluded that for both the below-grade and aenal alignmeant configurations, the station areas could
likely underge substantial fand use changes because of thew proximity to downtown Ingkwood and the
smerging frend of development and redevelopment in the area. Furthermore, due to the location of each
station area. future pedestrian access to doentown Inglewoed and City Hall would be enhanced through
increased mokbility.

The currently proposed aerial guideway at La Brea Avenue and associated station that would be at street
level would increase the accessibility and visibility of the station entrance, which could lead to further
development of adjacent street-leval pedestrian-oriented uses. Additionally. this developmsnt weuld be
consistent with the City of inglewood's land use goals and polces of creating a vibrant downtown area. No
adverse effects assocated with land uses around the aerial guideway area are anticipated. Operation of the
proposed aerial guideway would not result in any land use impacts that would exceed those already
analyzed under the aenal aignment, identfied in the environmental fecord.

Mitigation Measuros
The proposed mid-biock pedestrian undercrossing and the aenal guwdeway would not result in any new or

more substantially, severs impacts to land use that wouki exceed those already denlified in the
anvironmental record. Therefore, no additional mitigation is required.
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24 ACQUISITIONS AND DISPLACEMENTS
Impacts

2.4 fEdBiock Podesinan Undorcrossing

The environmental record {Section 3 of the SEA, Jurne 2012) addressed acquisition and displacement
impacts resulting from an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. No property acquisition from FCBC would
be required to accommedate ramps for the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing, as the ramps would be built
and then owned by FCBC. However, a nght-oFentry would be regquired o buikd these ramps and to provide
access to Metro for periodic inspections of the undercrossing structure. Right-of-entry swould ocour
temporarily, in coordination with the FCBC, and would not resull in adverse effects from acquisrthon.
Operation of the mid-bleck pedestrian undercrossing would satisfy FCBC concerns about circulation and
would not affact the function or use of FCBC. Operation of the proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing
would not result in any acquisitions and displacements impacts that would exceed those already analyzed
under the mid-block pedestrian crossing, identfied in the environmental recerd.

2.4.2 Asrial! Guivsany Over La Breas Avenue

The environmental record (Sections 4.2 of the FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts related to
acquisitions and displacement resulting from the project. The environmental record (FEIS/FEIR) stated that
private property acquisitions would not be required as part of the below-grade or aenal configurations over
La Brea Avenue. The currently proposed aerial guideway would not require acquisitions or impact properties
different from, or in addition o, those previcusly analyzed. As a resuit. nc adverse effects related to
disptacement and refocation would ocour. Operation of the proposad aerial guideway would not result in any
acquisitions and displacements impacts that would exceed those already analyzed wunder the aerial
alignment, identdied in the snvironmantal record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedsstrian undercrossing and the aenal guideway would not result in any new or
more substantially, severe impacts lo acquisitions and displacements that would exceed those already
identified in the snvironmental record. Therefore, no additional mitigation s required.

25 VISUAL RESOURCES AND AESTHETICS
Impacts
251 Ain-Bilook Frosstiosn Uindercrossing

The erwircnmental record (Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012} addressed visual resources and aesthalics
resuting from an atgrade mid-block pedestrian crossing. The visual effects associated with a mid-block
pedestrian crossing would net be adverse because the akignment would be in an existing raifirocad right-of-
way and compatible with surrounding commercial and industrial and uses.

The mid-block pedsstrian undercrossing would be constructed approximately 350 feet west of Eucalyptus
Avenue and woulkd be less visible than the at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing most of the crossing
woulkd occur underneath the tracks. Additional railing and sidewalks would be required for the ramps to
access the undercrossmg, however, these features woulkd be compatible with existing pedestrian
infrastructure and the adjacent parking lot and no adverse effects would occur. Operation of the proposed
mid-bleck pedestrian undercrossing would not result in any impacts to visual resources and aesthetics that
would exceed those already arnalyzed under the mid-block pedestrian crossing. idenfified in the
environmantal record.

25.2 Asrial Cuidewsy Qvarls Sraa Avenus

The anvironmental record {Sections 4.4 of the FEIS/FEIR, CEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to visual
resources and aesthatics resulting from the grade separation at La Brea fvenue. The environmental record
({OEIS/DEIR) determined that the aerial alignment would operate within the railroad right-of-way, an industrial
area north of Flerence Avenue, but woukd not affect visual resources or community character. Tha
gnviranmental record stated that the aenal alignment would be compatible with the existing character of
Downtown Inglewood which has several destinct features that add height and dimension to the streetscape,
including the Inglewwood Civic Center, County Courthousa and adjacent mid-rise office towers.
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The proposed daesign change would not creale additional impacts to vrsual resources and aesthetics as the
design change would be smaller in scale {shorter length and lowst height) and mass, as compared o the
previously proposed aenal guideway. Therefors, no adverse effects to visual resources and aesthetics are
associated with the proposed asrial guideway. Operation of the proposed asrial guideway would not result in
any viswal resource and aesthetics impacts thal would exceed those already analyzed under the aerial
alignment, identfied in the environmental record.

Mitigation Moasures

The proposed mid-block pedaestrian undercrossing and the aerial gudeway would not result in any new or
more substantially, severs impacts to visual resources and aesthetics that would exceed those already
identified in the environmental recerd. Therefore, no additional mitigation is required.

26 AIRQUALITY
Impacts

281 PA0-fook Podestian Undercrossing

The environmental record (Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressad air quality impacts resulting from an
at-grade mid-block pedaestrian crossing. Operational air quality effects for the project were based on vehicla
miles traveled (WMT). The mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would nat affect wehicular circulation on local
streets which woukd change VMT, and would, therefare, have mo impact on air qualty. Operation of the
proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would not result in any new or more substantially, sevare air

guality impacts that would excesd those already analyzed under the mid-block pedestrian crossmg, dentified
in the envircnmental record.

26.2 Acra! Guigeway Over L Hres Avenie

The environmental record (Sectiens 4.5 of the FEIS'FEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to air quality
rasuiting from the project The enwironmental record (FEIS/FEIR) found that a grade separation at La Braa
Avenue would decrease mobike source emessions when compared to bassline (MNo-Build Alternatve)]. The
proposed design change would contnue to be grade separated and would not alter the previously estimated
air quakty emissions. Oparaton of the propesed aerial guideway would not result in any air quality impacts
that would exceed those already analyzed under the aenal configuraton and denthed in the envircnmental
record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aeral guideway would nol result in any new or
more substantially, severe impacts o air quality that would exceed those already identified in the
anvironmental record. Tharefere, no additional mitigation is required.

2.7 NOISE AND VIBRATION
Impacts

274 A fiook Pedesinan Undercrossing

The environmental record {(Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed noise and vibration impacts resulting
from an al-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. The mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would no longer
require California Public Utlities Commission right-of-way crossing features, including warmning bells. as
church padestrians would travel under the tracks. This would result in less cperational noise than dentified
in the environmental record and no adverse nome effects related to noise and vibration would occur.
Operation of the proposed md-block pedestrian undercrossing would not! result it any new or more
substantially, severe noise and vibration impacts that would exceed those already analyzed under the mid-
block pedestrnian crossing, identified in the environmental record.

272 Acvisd Guedoway OverLa Hrea Avonii

The snvironmental record (Sections 4.6 of the FEIS'FEIR, DEIS/CEIR} addressed impacts to noise and
vitwation resulting from grade-separated crossing of La Brea Avenue. The environmental record
(CEISDEIR}) found that the aerial alignment would not result in moderate or adverse nose and vibration
effacts to sansitive receptors rwar the La Brea Avenus grade separation. The proposed design change would
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continue to be grade-separated and would net require waming bells that would be required for an at-grade
crossing. Therefore. no adverse effects related to noiss and vibration would occur frem the proposed aerial
guideway. Oparation of the proposed aenal guideway woukl not result in any noise and vibration impacts
that would exceed those already analyzed under the aernial alignmert, identified in the environmental record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aenal gudeway would not result in any news or
more substantally, severe impacts to noise and vibration that would exceed those already identified in the
environmental record. Thersfore, no additional mitigation is required.

2.8 HISTORIC (Section 106), CULTURAL, AND ARCHAECLOGICAL RESOURCES
Impacts
284 M Bicck Prdestian Undororossing

The environmental record (Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed impacts to historic, cultural, ard
archasological rescurces resulting from an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. The proposad mid-block
pedestrian undercrossing would require addtional excavation to a depth of approximately 9 feet required for
the pedestrian ramps to access the undercrossing. The mid-biock undercrossing would not affect significant
architectural or historical resources identified in the area of potential affect for the project. In this area of the
alignment, thers are no known archaeclogical resources which would polentially be unsarthed. Tharefore,
no adverse effects related to historic, cultural, and archasciogical resources would cccur from the propossd
mid-block pedestrian undarcressing.  Mitigation measures were dentified in the environmental record in the
unlikely event that a cultural resource is dmscovered. The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing
woukd not result in any new or more substantiaily, severe impacts to historic, cultural, and archasological
resources that would exceed those already analyzed under the mid-block pedestrian crossing, idenbfied in
the envirenmental record.

2.8.2 Aeral Cuidewsy Over La Breg Avenue

The snvircnmental record (Sections 4.11 of the FEIS/FEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to hustornic,
cultural, and archaeclogical resources resutting from a below-grade crossing at La Brea Avenue. There are
no identified cuttural resources which would be directly or indirectly affected by the aserial structure. In
addition, the aenal guideway would require much kess excavation than the balow-grade crossing. Thersfore,
no adverse effects related to histonc, cultural or archeclogical woukd eccur. Operation of the proposad aenal
guideway would not result in any historic, cultural or archeological resource impacts that would excead thoss
already analyzed under the aerial alignment, ientified in the environmental record.

Mitigation Measures

No adverse effects related to historic, cultural or archeelogical resources would cccur from the proposed
mud-bleck pedestrian undercrossing and aerial gudeway. However, miigation measures were identified in
the environmental record in the unlikely event that a cultural resource is discovered. Mitigation Measures
CR1 and CR2. identified in the envirenmental record (and listed bekw). will ensure that no adverse effects
would ocour.

CR1  Treatment of Undiscovered Archasological Resources. Construction personnel shall be informed of
the potential for enmcountenng signficant archasological and paleontological resources akong
Crenshaw Boulevard in the vicinity of the Crenshaw/King Staton, and insbructsd in the identification
of fossils and other potential rescurces. Al construction personnal shall be informed of the need to
stop work on the project site untif a qualfied archasoleogist or paleontclogist has been provided the
opportunity to assess the significance of the find and implement appropriate measures to protect or
sciantifically remove the find. Monitors with Native Amerncan gqualfications shall be used at a
minimum for construction within a 4 mile of the Crenshaw/King Station. {f human remains are
encountered during construction, all work shall cease in the area of potential affect and the Los
Angeles County Coroner's Office shall be contacted pursuant o procedures set forth in Public
Resourcas Code Section S097 et seq. and Health and Safety Code in Sections 7050.5, 7051, and
7054 with respect to treatment and removal, Native Amarican involvemeant, burial treatment. and re-
bural, if necessary.
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A detailed CRMMFP has been prepared. implementaton of a TRMMP during ground disturbance in
highly sensitive archasological areas would ensure that cultural resources are identifisd and
adequalely protected. If cultural resources are discovered or if previously identified resources are
affected in an unanticipated manner. the Moniloring Plan would also ensure that such rescurces
recerve mitigation to reduce the impact to less-than-significant leveis. This plan would include, but
not be limited to, the following elements:

e Worker training

Archasological monitoring

The scientific evaluation and mitigaton of archaeological discoveries
Nathve American participation, as needed

Appropriate treatment of human remains, if applicable

Reporting of monitoring and mitigation results

CR2 Pakontological Monitoring. & qualified palecntelogist shalf produce a Palecontological Menitoring and
Mitgation Plan (PMMP) for the proposed project and supervise montoring of construction
sxcavations. Paleontological rescurce monitoring shall include inspection of exposad rock units
during active excavations within sensitive geclogic sediments. The monitor shall have authority to
temporarily divert grading away from exposad fossiks to professionally and efficiently recever the
fossi specimens and collect associated dota. All efforts to avoid delays in project schedules shall be
made. All project-related ground disturbances that could potentially affect previously undisturbed
CQuaternary older alluvial depesits shall be menitered by a qualified paleontological moner under the
suparvision of a qualfied palecntologist on a fulkbme basis because these geologic units are
detarmined to have a high palaontological sensitivity. \Very shallow surficial excavations (less than 5
feet) within areas of previous disturbance or areas mapped as Quaternary younger alluvial deposits
or Artficial fili shalt be monitored on a part-time basis to snsure that underlying sensitive units (1e.,
older alluvium} are not adversely affected. The location of subsurface sensitive sedimants shall be
determined by the qualified paleontolegist upon review of project grading plans.

Palecntological monitors shall be equipped with the necessary teols for the rapid removal of fossiks
and retrieval of associated data fo prevent construction delays. This equipment shalf include
handheld global posioning system (GPS) recewers, digial cameras and cell phones, as well as a
tool kit containing specimen containers and matrix sampling bags. field labels. field tools {awls,
hammers, chisals, shovels, etc.) and plaster kits. Al each fossil lecality, field data forms shall be used
to record pertinent geclogic data, strabgraphic sactions shall be measured, and appropriate sedimant
sampies shall be collected and submitted for analysis.

Any collscted fossils shall be transported to a palecntelogical laboratory for processing where thay
will be prepared to the point of curation, identified by qualifisd experts. Isted in a database to
factitate analysis and reposited in a designated paleontological curation facility {such as the Natural
History Museum of Los Angebes County).

The gquakfied pakeontologist shall prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report to be filed. at a
minimum with LACBATA and the repository. The final report shall include, but not be limited to, a
discussion of the results of the mitigation and monitoring pregram, an evaluation and analysis of the
fossils collected (including an assessment of thew significance, age and geclogk context), an
itemized inventory of fossils collected. a confidential appendix of locality and specimen data with
lecalty maps and photographs, an appendix of curation agreements and other appropnate
communications, and a copy of the project-specific peleontologkal monitoring and mitigation plan.

2.9 PARKLANDS AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES
Impacts

291 (id-Block Padesinan Undevcrossing

The environmental record {Section 3 of the SEA, Juns 2012} addressed parkland and recreational impacts
resuiting from an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. The mid-block pedastrian undercrossing would not
result in the acquistion or access and function of parks or recreational facilities. Therefore, no adverse

effects related to parklands and recreational facilities would occur from the proposed mid-black pedestrian
undercrossing. Operation of the proposed mid-block pedestnan undercrossing weould not result n any
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impacts to parks and recreational facilities that would exceed those already analyzed under the mid-block
pedestrian crossing, dentified in the snvironmental record.

2.8.2 Awriad Grodemay Owar L Srea Aveaues

The envronmantal record (Sections 4,12 of the FEIS/FEIR, CEIS/DEIR) addressed impacts to parklands and
recreational facilties resulting from the grade separabion and associated station ot La Btea Avenue. The
station at La Brea Avenue is located approximately one-halfmile west of the Edward Vincent Jr. Park and
the LRT would potentialty make this and other parklands and community facibhes more accessible. Howaver,
oparation of the LRT woulkd not create a demand of such magnituds that parklands and recreational facilities
would be overburdened by increased useags.

The proposed aerial guideway and station would net change access or funchon of parklands and recreational
facilities and would consequently have no impact on the demand or the use of existing neighborhood and
regioral parks or other community facilities. Operation of the proposed asrial guideway would not result in
parkfands and recreational facilities impacts that would exceed those almady analyzed under the aenal
alignment, idertified in the snvironmental record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aenal guideway waould not result in any new or
more substantally, severe impacts to parklands and recreational faciities that would exceed those already
idantified in the environmental record. Therefore, mo additional mitigation s reguired.

210 CONSTRUCTIONM

The follovang s expected to resulf from corstructon activities associated with both the propesed mid-block
pedesinan undsrcressing and aerial guideway over La Brea:

2.10.1 Transportation
Impacts

Eictdlicok Povinginin Lagarcronsng

The mid-block pedestrian undercrossing woukd be designated as a prvals crossing as it would allow
pedestrian access between two parking lots owned by FCBC. Construction of the proposed design change
would not affect circulation local streets such as Eucalyplus Avenue andfor Florence Avenus and impacts to
circulation would not be adverse. Curing construchon, four to six parking spaces will be permanently placed
out of sarvice thereby incrementally decreasing the parking supply. FCBC has a supply of over
1,000 parking spaces and, with the request for the underground crossing being made by FCBC, the loss of
parking would not be adverse. Therefore, construction of the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing weuld rot
result in transportation impacts that would exceed those already identified in the environmental record.

Ao Guidloway Over La Eroa Avonus
Construction of the proposed aerial guideway would not affect local parking, but woukl include temporary
road and sidewalk closures. Such closures were assumed for the below-grade crossing and the initial aeral

configuration and would not result in any new or more substantially, severe impacts to transportation that
would exceed those already identfied in the environmental record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aernal guideway would be included in the existing
traffic management plan required for the Crenshaw!/LAX Transit Corridor Project, so that any potantial effects
resuiting from these actions are minimized to the extent feasible. Mitigaticn Measures T2 and T3 listed
below shall be applied o the proposed peopct design changes. With implemertation of mitigation, ma
adverse construction effects related to transportation would ccour from the proposed project modifications.

T-2 LACMTA shall prepare a traffic management plan to faciltate the flow of traffic in and around the
construction zome. This traffic management plan shall identdfy a community liaison and include the
followring measures:

* Schedule a majority of construction-related travel (i.e., delwveries, hauling, and worker trips) during
the off-peak hours;
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« Develop datour routes to facildate raffic movement through constructon zones without significantly
increasing cut-through traffic in adjacent residential areas.

« Where feasible, temporarily re-stripe rcadway to maximize the wehicular capacity at those locations
affectsd by construction closures.

+« Where feasibie, temporarily remove cn-strest parking o maximize the vehicular capacity at those
locations alfected by construction closures;

o \Where foasible, station traffic control officers should be at major intersections during peak hours to
minimze delays related to constructon activitias;

¢ Dwevelop and implamant an cudreach program to inform the general public about the construction
process and planned roadway closures, and

¢« Develop and implement a program with business owners to minimize impacts to businesses during
construction activity, ncluding but not limited, to signage programs.

T-3 LACMTA shall include in the traffic management plan measures thal minimize any potential adverse
effects to pedestnian movement in the corridor and to maximize pedestrian safely to the sxtent
feasible.

2.10.2 Land Use and Development Impacts
Impacts

fdig-Block Fedesingn Lindaromssig

The staging of equipement, and the stockpiling or hauling of dirt and material associated with the construction
of proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would result in a construction duration of approximately
three months longer {than what was assumed in the proposed mid-block at-grade crossing) but would not
affect the land use compatibdity of the surrcunding primanly industrial area. Construction would be
temporary and the proposed design change would not result in an increase of the overall preject scheduls or
an increased intensity of construction which voould result in permanent adverse affects to surrounding land
uses. Thera is no new and'or change in effect beyond what was determined in the enwvironmental record
(FEISFEIR).

Agricd Guideway Over Lo Hroa Awsoue

Censtruction of proposed aerial guideway would not affect the land use compatibility of the surrounding
commercial and municipal uses. The construction period and levsl of intensity would be similar to what was
assumed in the environmental record. The proposed design change would not result permanent adverse

impacts o the surrounding land uses. There is no new andfor change in effect beyond what was determined
in the environmental record (DEIS/DEIR).

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedsstrian undercrossing and the aenal guideway would not result in any mevw or
more substantalty, severe impacts to land use and development. Thersfore, no additional mitigation is
requlired.

2.10.3 Displacement and Relocation

Impacts

SdifBlook Fodestian Undororossing

The constructen of the proposed mid-block pedestrian undercressing would require temporary construction
sasements for access ramps and to tie into small areas of the adjacent church parking lots. FCBC woukd
maintain control of access to the ramps and undercrossing once construction s completed. No adverse
sffects from acquisittion would occur. Construction of the proposed mid-block pedestrran undercrossing

woukd not result in any new or more substantially, severe impacts to displacement and relocation than
praviously identfied in the environmental recerd.

Asrial Guitesay Cwver ba Bres Avenue

The construction of the proposed aerial guideway would require temporary easements but would not
displace businesses beyond those previcusly identified in the environmental record and the property would
be returned to the owner after compietion of construction. Censtruction of the proposed aerial guideway

Cranskaws LAY Trans s Comdlor Frpiact 18 Decamoer 2058
Sergn CRonges — Encvoaments’ Teck v'ca’ Memorandom

Crenshaw/LAX - Project Definition Changes in CEQA Addenda

29



Los Angeles County Matropolian Transporatcn Authority

would not result 10 any new or more substantialty, severe impacts to displacement and relocation than
previously identified in the environmantal record.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aenal guideway would not result in any new or
more substantially, severe impacts to displacement and relocation. Therefore, no addticnal mitigaticn is
required.

2104 Community and Nelghborhood
Impacts

Fii-dilack Podeslrian Uaderormssey

Naghborhoods adjacent to the proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing woukl not be adversely
affacted by comstruction activities.  Access would continue to be available to neighborhoods For both
residents and smergency response.  No adverse construction effects related to communities and
neighborhoods woulkd ocour fram the proposed design change. Construction of the proposed mid-block
pedestrian undercrossing would not resuft in any new or more substantially, severe impacts to communities
and neighborhoeds than previously identified in the environmental record.

Aeral Gindeaay Over L reg Avanue

The proposed aerial guideway is primarily adjacent o commercal and industrial uses. The surrounding
neighborhoods would be disrupdied and detoured for short nighttime closure periods during censtruction, but
access would contirwe to be available to neighborhoods for both residents and smergency responss at alt
times. Mo adverse construction effects related to communities and neighborhoods would coccur from the
proposed design change. Constructon of the proposed aerial guideway would not result in any new or more
substantially, severs impacts o communities and neighborhoods than previously identified in the
snvironmental record.

Mitigation Measures

Transportation, air quality, and neise and mitigation measures identified in the FEIS/FEIR would ensure that
traffic, air qualily and nocisa construction effacts to communities and neighborhoods would remain not
adverse from the proposad design change. Therefore, no additional mitigation is required.

2.105 Visual Quakty

Impacts

Ag-Riook Pevesinagn Underarossing

Mo additional vegetation beyond what was identified in the enwironmental record would be removed as a
resuft of the proposed mud-block pedestnian undercrossing. Construction of the mid-block crossing would
require the creaton of a small staging area for squipment, and paving matedials. 1t is anticipated that this
area would be primarily located within the existing LACMTA right-cf-way and no adverse sffects relaled to
visual impacts would occur. Construction of the proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would not
result in any new or more substantalty, severe impacts to visual gualbty than previously dentfed in the
environmental record.

Al Guiclesny Cvar g Brew Avenue

Mo additional vegetation beyond what was identified in the environmental record would be removed as a
result of the proposed aerial guideway. The proposed asrial guideway would be lesser in scale and mass
than the previcusly proposed asrial alignment and no adverse visual effects related would occur from the
proposed design change. Construchon of the proposed aerial guideway would mot result in any new or more
substantially, severs impacts {o visual quality than praviously identfied in the environmentat record.

Mitigation Measures

Mihgaton Measures Y1 through V4 and CONY through CON3 identified in the environmental record wouid
reduce construction affects on visual and aesthetic resources resulting from propesed project modifications
to not adverse. Therefore, no additionat mitigation is required.
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W1 To munmize visual clutter, mtegrate system components, and reduce the potential for conflicts
between the transit system and adjacent communites, design of the system slations and
components shall follow the recommendations and principles doeveloped in the project urban design
axplorations to the extent feasible. Thess principles include, but are nct limited to. 1) preserve and
anhance the unique cultural identity of each siation area and its surrcunding community by
implementing art and landscaping; and 2} promote a sense of place. safety, and walkability by
providing street trees, walkways or sidewalks, lighting, awnings. public arl. andlor street furniturs.
Prior to final design, community input shall alse be used to help achieve these guidelines.

V2 At locations where existing land uses or vegelaton s removed and neighboring residential or
sensitive uses are exposaed to new wews of the transit systern, additicnal landscaping shall be
provided within the right-ofway ar in remnant acquisition parcels whara practical to create a buffer
between the uses, but not necessanky to complately screen uses. Community input from adjacent
residences of senstive land uses shall be incorporated to the greatest extent feasible on the
landscaping design elements to be incorporated.

V3 Mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project
shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar species. or if inappropriate for climate conditions,
a species that is low-water use and compliant with the applicable City's landscape ordinance.
Reptacemant showuld occur in consultation with the Los Angsles Bureau of Strest Services Street
Trea Division and with the City af Inglewwood Department of Publkc Works.

V4 Where practical and appropriate. additional landscaping and enhanced design fealures will be used
to minimize the visual image of the TPSS sites and other ancillary facilities.

CON{ Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover, and straw bales
should be removad as soon as the area is stabilized.

CON2 Stockpile areas should be bocated in less visibly sensilive areas and, whenever possible, not be
visible from the read or to reskents and businesses.

CON3  During nighttime construction activittes, lighting shall be aimed downward and away from residential
and cther sensitive uses adjacent to the alignment and stations.

2.10.6 Air Quality
Impacts

Analyses in the environmoenial record include an assessment of construction emissions associated with
equipment and truck exhaust along with fugitive dust. Estimaled emissions were based on broad,
conservative, and reasonable assumptions that included the simuttaneous operation of 20 pieces of heavy-
duty equipment per day and 200 heavy-duty truck rcundtrips per day. [t is still anticipated that intensity of
daily constructon activity, including periods of would be consistent with assumptions used in the
environmental record.

fio-Biock Pedesingn Undercrossing

Construction of the mid-block undercrossing would take place at the location examined in the envircnmental
record and would take place primarily within the LACMTA right-of-way and in small areas of the ad@cent two
church parking lots. MNo adverse effects related to air quality would occur from the mid-block pedestrian
undercrossing as a resut of traffic disruption. Construction of the proposed mid-block pedestrian
undercrossing woukl require standard excavation to hollow the pedestrian path and reinforce the LRT right
of-way section abowe the undercrossing. The mid-block pedestrian undarcrossing would require
approximately 1,583 cubic yards of dirt to ba removed from the FCBC site (for the undercrossing and two
pedestrian access ramps. The undercrossing would take approximately three months to complete and would
require approximately 6 truck loads per day, primarily in the first menth. This amount of soil export would be
consistent with what was assumed in the environmental record. Censtruction emissions, which were based
on daily activity, would remain the same and would not result in any long-term adverse effects. Therefors,
no adverse effects related to air quality would occur from the proposed mid-block padestrian undercrossing.
Construction of the proposed mid-block padestrian undercrossing would not result in any new or more
substantially, severs impacts to air qualty than previcusty entified in the environmental record.
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Aenz Guideaay Over La Broa Avenue

Construction of the proposed aerial gudevay weould employ standard excavation practices in order to build
retaning walls and foundation columns. Construction of the proposed aenal guideway would create less
impact on air quality than the cut-and-cover technique posed by construction of the underground scenarno
(assumed in the FEIS/FEIR) because less excavation would be required and because cut-and-cover activity
requires mora diesel-powsarad construction equipment (i.e., excavators and baders) than what would be
required for aerial guidevray construction {i.e., cranes, compressors, concrete and haul trucks, loaders, rigs).
Additionally, the construction duration under the peoposed aerial guideway scenario would be shortened by
an sstmated two to six months. The below-grade crossing at La Brea Avenue, assumed in the
anvironmantal recerd. would have resulted in approximately 12,000 cubk yards of exported scil that would
no longer need exporting for tha proposed aerial gudeway. This would result in fewer haul trips, kower
emissions and shorter construction duration. As a resuft, regional emissions gensrated under the proposed
aenal gudeway would not exceaed those idantified in the envirenmental record. Ceonstruction emissions
would still be temporary, and would not result in any long-term adverse effects. Construction of the proposed
aenal guideway would not result in any new or more substanbally, severe impacts to air qualty than
previously identfied in the environmaental record.

Mitigation Measures

Overall, the proposed mid-biock pedestnan undercrossing and the proposed aerial guideway would rasult in
approximately 10,000 fewer cubic yards of sod sxpart. Daily regional emissions would be similar to those
assumed in the environmental record, althcugh the construction pariod for the design changes would
potentially be alterad (increased and shortened, respectively). Implementation of Mitgation Measures CON4
through CON24 would ensure that fugitive dust and exhaust emissions are controlled at the sowrce.
Therefore with mittlgation, no adverse effects related to air quality would occur as a result of construction of
the design changes.

CONd ‘Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to prevent
genaraton of dust plumes.

CONS Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or mere from an active operation and track-cut shall be removed
at the conclusion of each workday.

CONG Contractors shall be required to utilize at keast one of the measures set forth in South Toast Air
Quality Management District Rubs 403 section {d}(S) to remove butk material from tires and vehicle
undercarmages before vehicles exit the project site.

CONT  All haul trucks hauling soif, sand, and other loose matenals shall maintain at least 6 inches of
freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114,

CONE  Alt hau! trucks hauling seil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered {(e.g., with tarps or
cther enciosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissicns}.

CONG  Traffic speeds on unpavad roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
CON10 Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph.
CON11 Heavy eguipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts.

CON12 On-site stockpiles of debris or rusty malerials shall be covered al all times when not being used.
Or-site stockpiles of dirt shail be watered at least two times par day or covered at all times whan
not being used.

CON13 Contracters shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper tune par
manufacturers” specifications.

CON14 Contractors shall wutilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gascline
generafers, as feasible.

CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prehibiled frem idling m excess of five minutes. both on- and offsite.
CON16 Constructon parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference.

CON17 Construction activity that alfects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to off-paak hours,
as feasible.
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CON18 Construction staging and vehicle parking. including workers' wehicles, shalf be prohibited on sireets
adjacent to sensitve receptors such as schools, daycare centers, senior faciities, and hospitals.

CON19 The construction process shall utilize an on-site rock crushing facility with water control to suppress
dust, when feastble.

CON20 Portable genarators shall be bow-emifting and use ultra low suffur diese! (<15 parts per million) or
gasolnae.

CON21 Construction equipment shall use a combination of low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per million) and
axhaust amisson controls.

CON22 The construction proocess shall use equipment having the minimum practcal engine size (1e.,
lowest appropriate horsepower rating for the intended job).

CON23 Contracters shall be prohibited from tampering with construction equipment to increase horsepawer
or defeat emission control devices.

COM24 LACMTA shall designate a person to ensure the implementaton of air qualty miigation measures
through direct inspections, records reviews. and complaint investigations.

2.10.7 Noize and Vibration
Impacts

Atk Fodestiean Undororossing

The major sources of noise and wvibration associated with construction of the mid-bleck pedestrian
undercrossing would be frem construction squipment and truck achvity. Addrionally, intermitfent scund from
prgumatic tocls and workar voices would also be sources of sound, which would be typical to the noise from
sirnilar sidewalk or street repair activities that take place along kocal streets. Sensitive receplors near the
proposed mid-bleck pedestrian undercrossing include the FCBC and resedential wuses.  Construction-
generated notse would exceed existing ambeent noise levals at these land uses but remain within the range
axamined in the envwronmental recerd. As a result, no additional adverse effects as a result of construction
naise and vibration veould ocouwr for the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing.

Aans! Guidsscy Over L5 Brea Avane

Censtruction of the proposed asrial guideway woulkd entail the use of major equipment and standard
excavation. Local business and sensitive receplors located in proximity to construction of the proposed
aerial guideway will be expesed to vibration. Howevar, impacts to business and sensiive receplors as resuit
of construchon-related vibration will not exceed those impacts staled in the snvironmental record given that
construction of the aerial guideway will involve the use of fewsr vibration-generating constructon practices
as compared fo the cut-and-cover scenarno.

Mitigation Measures

Implementaticn of Mitigaton Measures CON25 and CON2E from the envirenmental record would reduce the
affects of construction nocise and vibration. No substantial adverse construction effects are articipated from
the proposed design changses. Mitigation Measure CON25 is consistent wath the gukdance in Section 12.1.3,
Construction Nosse Criteria, in the FTA Transit Noise and Vibraton Impact Assessment thal states noise
criteria should be developed using local ordinances when possible. This migation measure acts as a
performance standard tied to the requirements of the cede and includes a Nowse Conbrol Plan to be
completed by the construction contractor using construction details specific 1o the methodology employed by
the construction contractor arnd that are not known at this time. Monitoring is also reguired to demonstrate
compliance wath contract noise and vibration limits. Mitigabon Measure CON2SB lisls additional best
management practices that comply with the LACMTA Design criteria to eliminate constructon noise and
vibration impacts at sensthve receptors. Mitigation Measures CON25 and COMN28 would reduce the effects of
this construction noise and vibration impact associated with the proposed project modifications to not
adverse. No addrional mitigation measures are necessary.

CON25 The construction confractor shall develop and wnplement a Noise and Vibration Controf Plan that
demonstrates how to achievs the more restrictive LACMTA design critena neise limits and the noise
timits of the city ncisa contrel ordinance. The plan shoukd also show how to achieve FTA vibration
limits. The plan shall include measurements of existing conditions, a list of the major pieces of
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consiruction equipment that will be used. and predictions of the noise and wibration levels at the
closast noise-sensitive receptors (residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar
facilties). The Noise and Vibration Control Plan will need to be approved by LACMTA prior to
iniiating construction. Where the construction cannct be perfermed i accordarce with the
requirements of LACMTA, the confractor shall investigate alternative construction measures that
would result i lower noise and vibration levels. The contractor shall conduct momtoning lo
demonstrate compliance with LACMTA and city norse limits.

CON26 The construction contractor shall utilize a combination of the following options of best management
practices for neise abatement to comply with the LACMTA Design Critaria:

e The contractor shall wtilize specialty equipment equipped with enciosed engines andor high-
performance mufflers as commarcially available.

¢ The contractor shall locate equipment and staging areas as far from noise-sensdive receplors
as possible.

« The confractor shall limit unnecessary idling of equipment

e The condractor shall install temporary noise barriers as determined by the Noise Control Plan.

* The contractor shall reroute construction-related truck traffic away from residential sreets to the
extent parmitted by the relevant municipality.

¢« The confractor shall avoid impact pile driving near noise-sensitive receptors (residences, hotals,
schoals, churches, templas, and similar faciities). Where geclogical conditions permit their use,
drilled piles or a vibratary pile driver s genarally quister.

2.10.8 Historic, Cultural, and Archaoological Resources
Impacts

Phi-Black Podosirian Undercrosssy

Mo known archasological or paleontalogical sites would be affected by construction of the proposed mid-
block pedaesirian undercressing. No adverse effects related to historic, cubtural, or archaeology resources
would sceur from the propesed project modifications. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CR1 and CR2

described previously would ensurs that no adverse effects on archaeological and palecntological resources
would ocour.

Avrial Gaddesay Ovior La Broa Avecive

Nec known archaeokgical or palecniological sites would be affectad by construction of the propossd gerial
guideveay. Mo adverse effects related lo historic, cultural, or archasclogy resources woubd occur from the
proposed project modifications.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures CR{ and CR2 described previously would ensure that no adverse
effects on archasological and palsontological resources would occur.  Therefore, no additional mitigation is
required.

2 10.9 GaotechnicalSubsurface/Seismic/Hazardous Materials
Impacts

flict ek PLdesinan Wndvrerossing

The preposed mid-biock pedestrian undercressing would have no new adverse effects related io geclogy
and soils. Excavation associated with the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing is not anticipated to affoct
geology or soi conditions. The seismic hazards, ground shaking resulting from an earthquake ccourring
aking any of several major active faults in Southern California, and subsurface gases from oil fields would
not be affected by the mid-block pedestran undercrossing. The additional excavation would increase the
potential to encounter contaminated scil, however, mitigations measures identified in the environmertal
record would reduce effects from potental exposure to less than significant. Therefore, no adverse effects
related to geatechnicalisubsurface/seismicity woukl occur.
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Aerfal Guideweay Ower La Srea Avenue

The proposed aerial guideway would have no new adverse effects related fo geclogy and soils. Excavation
associated with the aerial guideway s not anticipated to affect geology or soil cenditions and exposure to
hazardous materals would not ocour. The seismic hazards, ground shaking resulting from an earthquake
occurring along any of several major active fauts in Southern Calffornia, and subsurface gasses from cil fields
would not be affected by the proposed aerial. The propesed asnal guideway would not introduce substantial
excavation that would result in an adverse effect on geclogy, seismic hazards, subsurface gases or soils
beyond that which was assumed in the environmental record.

Mitigation Measures

Mrhgation Measures GEQ1 through GEQG identified in the environmental record would stilf be applied to
minimize effects due to soil instability or contaminated scils. Therefore. no additional mitgation is required.

GEQ1 A geotechnical study for proposed at-grade. aenal, and below-grade structures and improvements
shall be required. This technical study shall identfy design specificatiens for maintaining structural
integrity under static and sersmic loading and operational demands. The geotschmical study shall
tnciude a soilgas investigation at planned below-grade structures and where deap excavations are
anticipated to dewslop mitigation measures to be impiemented during construction and incorporated
in the design. Mitigation measures typically include installation of soil gas barners, mondoring,
venting, and purging. The study shall be performed before the commencement of Final Design.

GEO2 Corduct a limited Phase || ESA prior 1o construchon in areas where construction workers may be
exposed to mpacted soil. A base line soil sampling protocel shall be established with special
attertion to these areas of potential envirenmertal concern identifisd in the Phase | report. The seil
shall be assessed for constituents ikely te be present in the subsurface inciuding. but not limited to,
total petroleum  hydreocarbons  (TPH), VOCs, semivolatie orgamnic compounds (SVOCs}),
polychiorinated biphenyls {PCBs), polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons {PAMs), peshcdes, bead
arsenates, and Title 22 metals. The depth of the sampling shall be bazed on the dapth of grading
or cul and fill activities. In addition, in areas where groundwaler will be encountered, samples shall
alse be analyzed for suspected contaminants prior to dewatering. This witl snsure that National
Pollutant Descharge Elimination System (NPOES) discharge requirements are satisfied.

GEOA A soid mitigation plan shall be prepared after final construction plans are prepared showing the
lateral and vertical extsnt of soil excavation during construction. The scil mitigation plan shall
establsh soil rewse critaria, astablish a8 sampling plan for stockpded materials, describe the
disposiion of matenals that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidaiines for imported
materials. The soil mitigation plan shall inciude a provision that during grading or excavation
activities. soi shall be screened for contamination by visual observations and Feld screening for
volatile organic compounds with a phote ionzation detecter {(PiD}. Scil samples that are suspected
of contamination based on fisld observations and PID readings shall be analyzed for suspected
chemicals by a California certified taboratory. |f contaminated soil is found, it shall be removed,
transported to an approved disposal location. and remediated or disposed according to State and
federal laws.

GEQ4 Al hazardous matenals, drums, trash, and debris shall be removed ard disposed of in accordance
with regulatory gurdelines.

GEOQS A health and salety plan shall be devekped for persons with potential exposure to the constituents
of concern idertified in the limited Phass 1| ESA

GEQS Historical and presemt ste usags along the many arsas of the proposed alignment included
businesses that stored hazardous materials and'or waste and used USTs, from at least the 1820s
te the present. It is possible that areas with soil andior groundwater impacts may be present that
ware not identified in this report, or were considered a low potential to adversely impact the subject
property. In general, cbsarvations should be made during any future development activities for
features of concern or areas of possible contammabon such as, but not kmited to, the presence of
ursderground faciities, buried debns, waste drums, tanks, soil staining or odorous soids. Further
investigation and analysis may be necessary, shouid such materiaks be encountered.

gk 2wl Trangy Oo oo Frofect 2 Oecemoer 1012
Daspn CFanges - Exuviamenta’ Tachn'ca’ Mesmorans'sm

Crenshaw/LAX — Project Definition Changes in CEQA Addenda

35



Los Angetes Lounty Metrczoi@n | ransporaucn Smonty

2.10.10 Paridands and Cther Community Facilitios
Impacts

Mook Podestnan Undecciossing

Construction of the mud-block pedestrian undercrossing would not result tn a change in reduced access or
wse o parklands and recreational facilities than whatl was described in the enwironmental record. Mo
adverse effects refated to parklands and recreabonal faciities would occur from the proposed project
modifications.

Asdad Gurogway Ower Lz Breg Avenue
Construction of the aerial guideway would not result in a change in reduced access or use to parklands and

recreational facilies than what was descnbed in the environmental record. No adwerse effects related to
parklands and recreational facilites would ocowr from the proposed project modifications.

Mitigation Measures
Mo addiional mitigation is regquirsd.

2.10.11 Safety & Security
Impacts

St Bloek Pedesingn Undaromsasing

Construction of the mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would not result in a change to safety and security
from what was described in the envronmaental record. Construction areas would bs secured to eliminate the
threat to safety and security of anyons nct dwectly invelved in construction activity. it is assumad that all
additional related activty would be implemerted in accordance with all federal and State requirements and
permuts during the construction process. No adverse effects related to safety and security would occur from
the proposed project modifications.

Avray Guidvsvdy Ovar Lo Broa Avenue

Censtruction of the aerial guideway would not result in a change to safety and security from what was
described i the environmental record. Construction areas would be securad to eliminate the threat to safaty
and security of anyone nol directly involved in construction activity. It is assumed that ail additional related
achvity would be implemented in accordance with alf federal and State requirements and permits during the
construction process. Mo adverse effects related to safety and securty would occur from the construction of
the asrial guideway.

Mitigation Measures
M addtional mtigation is required.

211 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Impacts
2.11.14 W@-Block Pedesirian Underorossing

The enviconmental record {Seclion 3 of the SEA, June 2012) addressed transportation impacts resulting from
an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing.  The environmental recerd sstabished that the largest
proportions of the population in the CrenshawLAX Transit Corridor Propect are mincrity populations.  Also
the corndor represents 8 significant population that is also low income. Executive Order 12898 alang with
subsequent FTA guidance requires consideration of impacts on environmental justice qualified populations.
and careful consideration as whethar there are high and substantial adverse effects on these populabions,
and whether these effects are dispreporticnate compared lo population that are not environmental justice
gualified. As described in the preceding sections of the memo, none of the impacts rasulting from the
proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing are considered adverse. Morsover. nene of the impacts are
considered high and substantial. In this cortext, there are no overrding environmental justice consideralions
raised by the preject modifications. The effects on environmental justice qualffied populations are temized
and discussed balow.
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The mid-bicck undercrossing i3 being proposed by LACMTA to improve pedestrian access to FCBC from the
church’s parking fots, and to reduce the concentration of pedestnans at the Eucalyptus Avenue Crossing.
The church congregation is a predominantly mimority poputation. The undercrossing is itended to privatize
and shield an additional pedestrian connection between the Sanctuary and ds parking faciliies. The
improvemeant is a considered beneficial for this minerity institution and would not have snwironmental justice
implications. Operation of the proposed mikd-block pedestnan undercrossing would not result in impacts to
anvironmantal jusbce communitres that would exceed those that would exceed those already analyzed under
the mid-block pedestrian crossing, identfied in the environmental record. Therefore, no adverse effacts
relatad environmental justice would occur from the proposed mid-block pedestrian undsercrossing.

2112 Aans’ Sudewsy OverLa Brea Avonue

The environmental record (Sections 4.18 of the FEIS/FEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed envircnmental justice
impacts resulting from the project. MNone of the impacts resulting from the proposed aerial gudeway are
considered adverse. Moreover, none of the impacts are considered high and substantial. In this context,
there are no overrding environmental justice considerations rarsed by the propect modifications. Operation of
the proposed aerial guideway weould not result in impacts to environmental pistice communities that would
axcesd those that would excesd those already analyzed under the aerial alignment, identified in the
anvironmental record.  Therefore, no adverse effects related to environmental justice would occur from the
proposed aenal guideway.

Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedesirian undercrossing and the aerial gudevay would not result tn any new or
more substantially, severe impacts to environmantal justice that would exceed those already identified in the
environmental recerd. Therefere, no additional mitigaton ks required.

2.12 SECONDARY AND CUMULATIVE
Impacts

2A2 M ok Pegesioan DRdenossing

The environmental record {Section 3 of the SEA, June 2012} addressed secondary and cumulative impacts
resutttng from an at-grade mid-block pedestrian crossing. Secondary affects are caused by an action and
are later in time or farther remowved in distance but are stili reasonably foresesable” (40 CFR § 1508.8). The
proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing would not include any elements that would result in addittonal
growth or new secondary develpmant, given its hmited scops, scale, and location. It would not increase or
aftract new traffic or developmeant in the area. Any new develbpment that occurs subsequent o the proposed
mid-block padestrian undercrossing is unlikely to be related to the proposed design change. Rathar, it would
be the result of angoing infill development in the surrounding communrty.

Cumulative effects are caused by the aggregate effects of past present. and reasonably foresesable
achons. These include the sifects (past, present, and future) of the propesed mid-block pedestrian
undercrossing on a given resource and the effects (past, present. and future}. if any, caused by all related
achons that affect the same resourca.

The proposed mid-bicck pedesfrian undercrossing would not change secondary and cumulative impacts.
Operation of the mid-block pedasitrian undercrossing woukd not result in secondary and cumulative impacts
that would exceed those already analyzed under mid-block pedestrian crossing, identified in the
environmental record. Therefora, the proposed design change would nct result in adverse secondary or
cumutative impacts.

2.12.2 Asnsl Guidevway Over La Brea Avenue

The environmental record (Sections 4.17 of the FEIS/FEIR, DEIS/DEIR) addressed secondary and
cumutative impacts resulting from the project The proposed aerial guideway would not change secondary

and cumulative impacts. Operation of the proposed asrial guideway would not result in secendary and
cumulative impacts that would exceed those already analyzed, and identified in the environmental record.
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Mitigation Measures

The proposed mid-block pedestrian undercrossing and the aerial guideway would not result in any new or
more substartially, severe impacts to secondary and cumulative impacts that would exceed those already
identified in the envronmantal racord. Therefore. no additicnal mitgaton is required.

213 SUMMARY OF EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
As descnbed above, no adverse effects would occur as a result of the proposed mid-block pedestrian

undercrossing and aerial guideway. Al feasible, prudent, and reasonable actions have been taken {o avoid
or minimize adverse impacts.
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