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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

LEAD AGENCIES: Federal Transit Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation and Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2007091148
TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION: Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project

ABSTRACT: The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) proposes to
improve transit services in the Crenshaw Transit Corridor, a heavily traveled north-south oriented
corridor in Los Angeles County, California. Alternatives under consideration include a No-Build
Alternative, a Transportation Systems Management Alternative, a Bus Rapid Transit Alternative, and
a Light Rail Transit Alternative with six design options.

This report is a combined Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) / Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), satisfying the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Draft EIS/EIR defines the alternatives under consideration
and describes each alternative’s associated operating and maintenance and capital costs and potential
funding sources and potential transportation and environmental impacts. Potential areas of impact
include transit, traffic, parking, land use / neighborhoods, land acquisition, displacement and
relocation, equity and environmental justice considerations, visual quality, air quality, noise and
vibration, geology, soils and seismicity, exposure to hazardous substances, water resources, biological
resources, energy resources, safety and security, historic, archaeological and paleontological
resources, community facilities and parklands, construction impacts, and other CEQA
determinations. Mitigation measures for the impacts of the alternatives are also identified. The
information contained in this document will be used by the LACMTA Board of Directors to make a
decision on whether to implement the project and to select from among the alternatives and design
options under consideration a locally preferred alternative for implementation.

COMMENTS ON THIS DOCUMENT: There is a minimum 45-day public review and comment period
on the Draft EIS/EIR that starts on September 11, 2009 and ends on October 26, 2009. Public
hearings will be held at the following locations:

B Wilshire United Methodist Church “Hall of Fellowship”
Wednesday, September 30, 2009, 6-8 p.m.
4350 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90010

B West Angeles Church “Crystal Room”
Thursday, October 1, 2009, 6-8 p.m.
3045 Crenshaw Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90016

B Inglewood High School “Cafeteria”
Saturday, October 3, 2009, 10 a.m.-Noon
231 S. Grevillea Ave., Inglewood, CA 90301

B Transfiguration Church Hall
Tuesday, October 6, 2009, 6-8 p.m.
2515 W. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90008



All public hearing locations are accessible to persons with disabilities. Any individual who requires
special assistance, such as a sign language interpreter, to participate in a public hearing should
contact David Monks at least 72 hours prior to the hearing at (213) 922-7456. Comments may be
submitted at the public hearings in written or oral form. Comments must be received no later than
October 26, 2009 for inclusion in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact
Report.

Additional written comments and/or questions concerning this document should be directed to:

Mr. Roderick Diaz Mr. Raymond Sukys Mr. Ray Tellis

Project Manager Office of Planning and Program Federal Transit Administration
Los Angeles County Metropolitan ~ Development Region IX

Transportation Authority Federal Transit Administration Los Angeles Metropolitan Office
One Gateway Plaza 201 Region IX 888 S. Figueroa St., Suite 1850
Los Angeles, CA 90012 201 Mission Street, Suite 1650 Los Angeles, CA 90017

Phone (213) 922-3018 San Francisco, CA 94105 Phone (213) 202-3950

Phone (415) 744-3133
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