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SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

In May 1991, the LACTC authorized the preparation of a Route Refinement Study and 
Environmental Impact Report for the easterly extension of the Metro Green tine. This extension 
would begin at the present Green tine eastern terminus at 1-605 and Studebaker Road in the Ci 
of Norwalk and proceed eastward approximately 2.8 miles to the proposed Norwalk 
Transportation Center, located south of lmperial Highway and east of Bloomfield Avenue, also 
in the City of Norwalk. The Metro Green Line Easterly Extension is one of eight fundable 
candidate corridors included in the 30-Year Integrated Transportation Plan that was adopted by 
the LACTC in April 1992. 

The Norwalk-to-El Segundo Metro Green Line project, currently under construction, will provide 
direct rail access from Norwalk to Los Angeles International Airport and the El Segundo 
employment area, and through its connection with the Metro Blue Line, the Green Line will 
provide regional light rail accessibility to downtown Los Angeles. The City of Norwalk is desirous 
of developing a Transportation Center that would integrate its local bus service with regional rail 
service, including the proposed commuter rail service from Orange and Riverside counties. The 
Metro Green tine Easterly Extension is a regional rail gap closure that would complete the 
linkages required for fully integrated regional rail service. The Orange County Transportation 
Authority is currently exploring the connection between its urban rail system and the Los 
Angeles County urban rail network at the Norwalk Transportation Center. 

Three alternative routes were evaluated for the easterly extension, each of which would connect 
the easterly terminus of the Green tine at 1-605 with the proposed Norwalk Transportation 
Center. After preliminary engineering evaluation of the three routes, which included extensive 
discussions on community, environmental and land use impacts, and inputs received at a public 
meeting, the preferred route was identified. This route would begin at the Green Line station east 
of 1-605, proceed northward to lmperial Highway and east along lmperial Highway to the Norwalk 
Transportation Center. 

Based on the results of the preliminary evaluation, the LACTC directed staff to analyze the 
impacts of both an aerial alignment and a subway alignment along the Imperial Highway route 
and document the analysis in the Environmental Impact Report. These two alignments have 
been defined and are documented in the EIR. 

S.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

S.2.1 Aerial Alignment 

The aerial alignment (shown in Figure S-1) would begin in a cut approximately 20 feet below 
grade at the Metro Green Line station located west of Studebaker Road and south of lmperial 
Highway. It would proceed eastward a short distance and before reaching Studebaker Road, 
it would turn to the north. Before reaching Studebaker Road, the guideway would pass over 
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Payment of fair market value and 
provision of relocation assistance. 

The aerial alignment would resutt in partial Placement of columns to reduce 
acquisitions, affecting 9 parcels, for placement of intrusion as much as possible. 

assistance. Use 

traffic, noise and accessibility impads that would advanced notice, auto and pedestrian 
affect parks, schools, churches, libraries and health 

No effea or slightly 

most public services. Emergency response should 
not be adversely affected. No adverse effects on 
schools are expected. Adverse effects am not 
expected for libraries, parks, and medicel faciliies. 
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inches to 10 inches. A 79 inch diameter Metropolitan 
Water District main line runs beneath Imperial 

power poles in the vicinity of the Southern 
acks would be potentially subject to 
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and it would become a significant visual element in 
the post-project environment. The guideway support to reduce adverse visual effects. 
columns would constitute a significant change from 
the existing visual setting. The number, size and 

Historical and Appropriate landscaping should be 
National Register property that would be adversely provided to reduce the visual 
affected by: (a) the taking of an 8-foot wide strip of prominence of the project structures. 

s-i 6 
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I IMPACTS I AUGNMENT I POTENTIAL ENVIRONMEWAL EFFECT8 I SIGNIFICANCE I I RESIDUAL 11 
I I I I I IMPACT 

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCUUllON .. : . . 

One lane of lmperial Highway (in each direction) 
would be dosed during the construction period. This I 
would result in diversion of some traffic to parallel 
local streets. Some north-south streets may also be 
affected. Closure of traffic lanes near 1-5 and 
possible temporary dosure of 1-5 may be necessary. I 

Significant 

Traffic disruption would be confined to the staging Not significant 
area and surrounding streets where trucks hauling 
away excavated material would be added to existing 
traffic. The intersection of Studebaker Road and 

A traffic management plan would be 
developed prior to cnnsmdon. 

A traffic management plan would be 
developed prior to construction. 

Potentially 
significant 

Not significant 

Imperial Highway could be adversely affected, if the I I I 
west end staging area is used. I I I 
Roadway geometry must be altered along lmperial Significant 
Highway to accommodate columns placed in the 
median. Sight distances would be reduced from I I Right-of-way should be purchased for 

required roadway widening. 

present conditions. I I 

Potentially 
significant 

This alternative should have a minimal effect on Not significant None required. Not significant 
traffic 

Effects on study area intersection levels of senrice Not significant at A M-tum pocket should be added to Not significant 
would be the same for both alternatives. In the I any intersaction in I the M southbound ramp at Norwalk I 
morning peak, 7 intersections would experience A.M. peak. 
improved level of service, 4 intersections would Significant at 
remain unchanged, and 5 intersections would have intersection of 
an inferior level of service. In the afternoon peak, 9 Notwalk Bhrd and 

Boulevard. 

intersections would experience improved level of I W southbound 1 I 
service, 3 intersections would remain unchanged, ramp in P.M. peak. 
and 4 intmec?ions would have an inferior level of 
service. I 
An estimated 750 total parking spaces would be Potentially 
recommended for commuter rail and g m n  line significant 

I None ~fopoud. 
1 

patrons. A total of 400 spaces are to be provided. I 
The shortfall could resultin overflow w n g  onto 
local streets. I 

Potentially 
significant 
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Standard con- padces. 
Adherence to SCAQMD nrles. 

oxides. Localbed emissions would occur along the 
length of the conidor. 

Pmject is mitigation 

condition. Both project alternatives would result in 
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Project is mitigadion 






