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Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 1. Introduction

1. INTRODUCTION

This chapter provides an overview of the purpose of this Final Environmental Impact Report
(Final EIR) for the Airport Metro Connector (AMC) 96t Street Transit Station Project
(proposed project). This Final EIR has been prepared to comply with the requirements of
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000 et
seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14, Chapter 3,
Section 15000 et seg.).

1.1. PROJECT SUMMARY

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is proposing a new
multi-modal transportation center with three at-grade light rail transit (LRT) platforms, bus
plaza, bicycle hub, pedestrian plaza, passenger vehicle pick-up and drop-off area and Metro
transit center/terminal building (“Metro Hub") to connect passengers between the multiple
transportation modes. The west side of Aviation Boulevard would include a 15-foot sidewalk
to promote pedestrian accessibility. Site amenities would include benches, trash receptacles,
bollards or other low level fixtures, public art, and signage and wayfinding. The proposed
project components would be linked together by a continuous system of elevated mezzanine
walkways.

The proposed project does not include the Landside Access Modernization Program (LAMP)
associated with the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA). For purposes of this EIR, the LAMP
is assessed as a related project in the cumulative condition. The LAMP includes:

e An Automated People Mover (APM) to be built and operated by LAWA that would connect
the Central Terminal Area (CTA) to new ground transportation facilities proposed between
Sepulveda Boulevard and Interstate 405 (1-405);

e Intermodal Transportation Facilities (ITFs) that would provide pick-up and drop-off areas
outside the CTA for airport passengers and commercial shuttles, parking and access to
the APM;

e A Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC);

e Roadway and utility improvements; and

e Potential future collateral land use development (approximately 900,000 square feet) on
LAWA-owned property adjacent to the proposed ground transportation facilities.

For additional details regarding the proposed project, please refer to Chapter 2.0, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR.

1.2. INTENDED USES OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

As the Lead Agency, Metro has initiated a Final EIR for the proposed project. The intended
use of this Final EIR is to assist Metro in making decisions regarding the adoption of the
proposed project. This Final EIR is required under Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines to
include the Draft EIR or a revision of the draft; comments and recommendations received on
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the Draft EIR (either verbatim or in summary); a list of persons, organizations, and public
agencies who commented on the Draft EIR; responses to significant environmental
comments raised in the review and consultation process; and any other relevant information
added by the lead agency. There have been no changes to the proposed project since
publication of the Draft EIR. This document contains comments and responses to comments
received on the Draft EIR, and updates and clarifications to the text and graphics of the Draft
EIR. This Final EIR format is used by Metro to save paper and not reprint the Draft EIR.

1.3. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH

As defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15050, Metro is the Lead Agency responsible for
preparing the EIR for the proposed project. In compliance with CEQA Guidelines

Section 15082, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was issued on February 3, 2015, and sent to the
State Clearinghouse, various public agencies, and other interested parties for the required 45-
day review and comment period. A Public Scoping Meeting was held on February 23, 2015 to
initiate the public engagement process. Ongoing public engagement and community
outreach occurred throughout the environmental process. A fact sheet was produced and
updated as needed, an information hotline and email were set up and monitored regularly,
and the proposed project web page was used as a resource for ongoing access to project
information. Metro managed social media for the proposed project throughout the
environmental review process, engaging with the online Twitter and Facebook communities.

Preceding the Draft EIR public review period, Metro hosted a briefing for local, state and
federal elected officials on June 20, 2016 from 1:30 to 3:30 p.m. at the Westchester Municipal
Building Community Room. Notices for the Public Hearing and the project fact sheets were
provided. The public hearing was attended by eight elected officials and/or staff
representatives, including:

e City of Los Angeles, Council District 11

e City of El Segundo

o City of Lawndale

e State of California, Assembly District 62

e State of California, Senate District 30

e State of California, Senate District 35

e U.S. Senator for California, Barbara Boxer

e U.S. Senator for California, Dianne Feinstein

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR was distributed on June 22, 2016 by certified
mail to a total of 120 federal, state and local agencies. The NOA identified July 13, 2016 for
the mandated Public Hearing to be held by Metro. The Metro outreach efforts included the
following prior to the Public Hearing:

e Bilingual tri-fold notices were mailed to 1,500 project stakeholders on June 24, 2016. The
mailers informed the community about the Public Hearing and invited public comment on
the Draft EIR. Additional “take ones” were provided on Metro bus and rail and to local
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municipal bus operators, including Beach Cities Transit, Culver CityBus, Big Blue Bus,
Gardena Municipal Bus Lines, and Torrance Transit.

e The proposed project information hotline and web page were updated to reflect the Public
Hearing date and public comment period.

e Four email notices were sent to over 1,200 stakeholders in the proposed project database.

¢ Notifications were sent to targeted local, multi-cultural print and on-line news media,
blogs and social media. The following list of media were contacted to encourage
attendance at and coverage of the Public Hearing: The Argonaut, Daily Breeze (on-line and
print versions), ImpactoUSA (Spanish language), Inglewood Today, Los Angeles Sentinel,
Los Angeles Wave, Our Weekly, Streetsblog LA, UrbanizeLA, and Planetizen.

e Formal legal advertisements were placed in the Daily Breeze, La Opinion (Spanish
language) and the Los Angeles Sentinel. Additionally, print display advertisements were
placed in Argonaut, Daily Breeze, Herald Publications, ImpactoUSA (Spanish language),
Inglewood Today, Los Angeles Sentinel, Los Angeles Wave and Our Weekly; online
advertisements appeared on Facebook, Twitter, Streetsblog LA, Daily Breeze, Urbanize LA
and Planetizen.

e Metro reached out to approximately 20 key local and regional project stakeholders to offer
project updates during the development of the environmental document. Meetings were
conducted with organizations such as Gateway to Los Angeles Business Improvement
District, the LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles Area Regional Chamber of
Commerce, City of Inglewood Commiissioners (Airport and Planning) the Valley Industry
and Commerce Association, and the Community Leadership Council Economic
Development Workgroup.

As indicated in the NOA, the Draft EIR was circulated for a 46-day public review period

(a 45-day review period is required by CEQA) from June 22, 2016 to August 6, 2016. During
the public review period, a Public Hearing was held by Metro on July 13, 2016 at the Flight
Path Museum where comments were gathered in the form of public testimony and written
comments on the Draft EIR. The Public Hearing on the Draft EIR was attended by

45 stakeholders with 10 people providing verbal and written comment. The format of the
meeting included an open house followed by a PowerPoint presentation, and concluded with
verbal public comment which was recorded by a court reporter. Attendees were also invited
to provide written comment on forms provided at the meeting. Spanish translation was made
available at the meeting. The Public Hearing was recorded, which was subsequently posted
for viewing by the public on the Metro website. Links to the video were posted on the
project’s Twitter and Facebook accounts, and included in an email that was sent to
stakeholders following the hearing.

Following the Public Hearing, social media outlets, including Facebook and Twitter, were
used as an avenue for the public to provide their input on the project during the public
comment period. Metro managed the social media for the project, engaging with the online
community and posting regularly about the project, the release of the Draft EIR and
reminding people about the Public Hearing and deadline. Public input posted to social media
on the Draft EIR was accepted by Metro as part of the official public comment.
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Three email notices were sent out including a “thank you” to stakeholders who attended and
two reminders to submit comments prior to the public comment deadline. The emails
provided a link to the webcast video, the project website, and the methods to provide public
comment. The last reminder email was sent on August 4, 2016 and served as a final call for
comments prior to the deadline.

A total of 74 public comment submissions were received via letters, Facebook, Twitter, email
and the project hotline during the public comment period. An additional & individuals
submitted oral comments during the Public Hearing on the Draft EIR. The public comments
are addressed in Chapter 3.0, Responses to Comments of this Final EIR.

1.4. CONTENTS OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
This Final EIR is comprised of the following chapters:

1.0  Introduction. This chapter includes an overview of the Final EIR, including a project
summary, the intended uses of this Final EIR, the environmental review process and
the contents of this Final EIR.

2.0  Corrections and Additions. This chapter identifies any revisions made to clarify and/or
correct the text and graphics contained within the Draft EIR based on comments
received. These revisions are either a result of comments received from interested
parties during the public review period or initiated by the Lead Agency.

3.0 Responses to Comments. This chapter contains a list of commenting agencies and
individuals and a copy of each comment letter received by Metro during the public
review period for the Draft EIR, as well as a copy of the public hearing transcript on
July 13, 2016. Consistent with Section 51088 of the CEQA Guidelines, each of the
comment letters is followed by the corresponding responses to each of the comments
within each letter that pertain to the analysis and findings contained in the Draft EIR.

4.0  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). This chapter includes the
MMRP for the proposed project. The MMRP lists the required mitigation measures
and identifies the enforcement agency, monitoring agency, monitoring phase,
monitoring frequency and the action indicating compliance with each measure.
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2. CORRECTIONS AND ADDITIONS

As required by Section 15088 (d) of the CEQA Guidelines, this chapter provides corrections or
clarifications to the Draft EIR. None of the corrections and additions constitute significant
new information or substantial project changes, as defined by Section 15088.5 of the CEQA
Guidelines, and thus, recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required. The changes to text and
graphics contained in the Draft EIR are indicated below under the corresponding Draft EIR
section heading. Deletions are shown in strikeeut text and additions in underlined text.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Ground-Level Conceptual Site Plan (Access Option 2) shown on page ES-3 has been revised
to show the location of crosswalks. The revised figure is shown on page 2-3 of this document.

Title of the bottom Figure on page ES-4 has been revised as follows:

Conceptual Sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 2)

The revised figure is shown on page 2-4 of this document.

Title of the bottom Figure on page ES-5 has been revised as follows:

Conceptual Sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 1)

The revised figure is shown on page 2-5 of this document.

Cumulative Conceptual Ground-Level Site Plan figure shown on page ES-11 has been revised
to remove crosswalks near the passenger pickup/drop-off area. The revised figure is shown
on page 2-16 of this document.

The subtitles for the images on page ES-13 have been revised as follows:

Northwest view of the project site (Access Option 2)

Southwest view of the project site (Access Option 1)

The revised figure is shown on page 2-17 of this document.
CHAPTER 2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The first bullet on page 2-9 has been revised as follows:

Three at-grade LRT platforms to be served by the Crenshaw/LAX Line and the service an
extension of the Metro Green Line;

Figure 2.5 (Ground-Level Conceptual Site Plan (Access Option 2) on page 2-11 of the Draft
EIR has been revised to show the location of crosswalks. The revised figure is shown on page
2-3 of this document.
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The subtitle of the bottom image on Figure 2-8 on page 2-14 of the Draft EIR has been revised
as follows:

Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 2).

The revised figure is shown on page 2-4 of this document.

The subtitle of the bottom image on Figure 2-9 on page 2-15 of the Draft EIR has been revised
as follows:

Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 1).

The revised figure is shown on page 2-5 of this document.

The first sentence on page 2-16 has been revised as follows:

The LRT platforms, running north and south, to be served by the Metro Crenshaw/LAX
Line and the service extension of the Metro Green Line, would be located at the
southwestern portion of the project site (refer to Figure 2.5).

Figure 2.10 (Proposed Driveway Options) on page 2-18 of the Draft EIR has been corrected to
remove the traffic signal icon from the northern driveway for Option 1 (which would not be
signalized). The revised figure is shown on page 2-6 of this document.
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Figure 2.5 Ground-Level Conceptual Site Plan (Access Option 2)
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Note: Similar change to the figure on page ES-3 of the Executive Summary.
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Figure 2.8 Northwest View of the Project Site - Existing Conditions and Proposed Project
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Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 2)

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016.
Note: Similar change to the figure title on page ES-4 of the Executive Summary.

@ Page 2-4
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 2. Corrections & Additions

Figure 2.9 Southwest View of the Project Site - Existing Conditions and Proposed Project
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Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 1)
Source: Cityworks Design, 2016.

Note: Similar change to the figure title on page ES-5 of the Executive Summary.
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Figure 2.10 Proposed Driveway Options
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SECTION 3.1. AIR QUALITY
The second complete sentence on page 3.1-10 has been revised as follows:

High Quality Transit Areas reflect areas within one-half mile of a fixed guideway transit
stop or a bus transit corridor where buses pick up passengers at a frequency of every 15
minutes or less during peak commuting hours-withrailtransit serviceorbussepvice

wherelines-have peak-headways-ofless-than15-minutes.

The last paragraph on page 3.1-22 including the first complete sentence on page 3.1-23 has
been revised as follows:

The VMT analysis for the Draft EIR was conducted on two levels: both a regional scale that
encompassed the entire SCAG region, and a local scale that considered additional
passenger vehicle trips directly to the project site and reconfiguration of bus routes. The
regional analysis examined SCAG daily regional VMT under existing conditions, as well as
in the future with and without project conditions. The increase of 164,521,177 daily VMT
between the existing conditions (395,080,999) and the future without project conditions
(559,602,176) results from forecasted regional growth that is not associated with the
proposed project. The focus of the air quality assessment is the incremental change in
regional VMT directly attributable to implementation of the proposed project, which is
represented by the difference between the future with and without project conditions.
Subtracting the daily regional VMT under the future without project condition
(559,602,176) from the daily regional VMT under the future with project condition
(559,605,824) yields the VMT increase attributed to the proposed project (2,602). The
revised air quality assessment considers this regional increase in combination with the
local changes in VMT (1,546 additional daily pick-up and drop-off vehicle miles and 287
additional daily bus miles) and estimates emissions using emissions factors applicable to
the existing condition. Table 3.1.7 summarizes the incremental increase in daily air
pollutant emissions from the proposed project beyond the existing conditions, which
represent the appropriate CEQA baseline. The data demonstrate that emissions resulting
from the proposed project relative to the existing condition would be substantially below

the SCAQMD significance thresholds, and air quallty |mpacts would be less than
significant.

@ Page 2-7
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 2. Corrections & Additions

Table 3.1.7 on page 3.1-23 has been revised as follows:

Table 3.1.7 Daily Operational Emissions — Future With Project Compared
to Existing Conditions

Emissions Source Daily VOC NOx co SOx PM1o PM2.s
VMT | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day)
Stationary
Area - <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Energy - <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Stationary Subtotal - <] <] <] <] <] <]
Mobile
Regional Passenger Vehicles | 2,602 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Local Pick-Up and Drop-Off Trips | 1,546 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Buses | 287 <1 6 6 <1 <1 <1
Mobile Subtotal| 4,435 <] 7 16 <] <] <]
Total Daily Emissions Above Existing Conditions 1 7 17 <1 1 <1
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No
Source: Terry A. Hayes Associates Inc., 2016.
Table 3.1.7 Daily.-O H | Emissi Ful With Proiect C |
Existine Conditi
. . Voc NOx co SOx PMio PMas
: {ibfday) | {lbfday} | {ibfday) | {ibfday) | {ibfday} | {lbjday}
Stationary
Area 5 <} <} <} <} <}
Energy <t 3 3 < < <}
Stationary-Subtotal 6 3 3 <7 <7 <7
Mobile
Passenger-Vehicles 57459 274316 289,599 2321 56,206 22.817
Buses 3 61 He <} 29 r
Mobile Subtotal 5499 272316 289599 2327 56235 22829
.. VOcC NOx co SOx PMaio PMas
T (bjday) | (bfday) | (bjday) | (bfday) | (byday) | (bjday
Stationary
Area <} <} <} <} <} <}
Energy <} <} <} <} <} <}
Stationary-Subtotal <7 <7 <7 </ </ <7
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Mebile
Passenger-Vehieles 25.846 100,474 842307 3,025 40,583 16,945
Buses 1S 37 341 <t 30 13
<} 2 1 <} <} <}
25,862 3,025 40,614 16,959
PMas
{b/day}
5877

p+epesed—p¥efeet—Tab|e 3 1.8 aJrse—presents the net dally air pollutant emissions that would
result from the proposed project relative to the future without project condition.

SECTION 3.2. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
The fourth sentence in the second paragraph on page 3.2-8 has been revised as follows:

High Quality Transit Areas reflect areas within one-half mile of a fixed guideway transit
stop or a bus transit corridor where buses pick up passengers at a frequency of every 15

minutes or less during peak commuting hours-with-rail-transitservice-or-bus-senvice
where-lines-have peal-headways-of-lessthan15-minutes.

SECTION 3.3. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

As discussed in Section 3.3, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, existing
groundwater monitoring wells are located on the project site. The site design has not been
finalized and it possible that one or more groundwater monitoring wells would be relocated
during the construction process. If an existing well must be disturbed, groundwater
monitoring wells would be relocated in coordination with the responsible party (Honeywell
International Inc.) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). No new
undisclosed or secondary impacts associated with the relocated groundwater wells are
anticipated as the groundwater monitoring wells would be relocated in accordance with
RWQCB requirements. The following corrections and additions address the potential
relocation of groundwater monitoring wells.

The second sentence in the second full paragraph on page 6-13 has been revised as follows:

The construction contractor shall take precautions to identify groundwater monitoring well

Iocatlons and av0|d interfering ensure-that-demeolition;site-clearing,and-excavation

with the integrity of the wells. If an existing well must be
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disturbed, the construction contractor shall coordinate with the responsible party
(Honeywell International Inc.) and the RWQCB to establish a replacement location. No
new undisclosed or secondary impacts associated with the relocated groundwater wells
are anticipated as the groundwater monitoring wells would be relocated in accordance
with RWQCB requirements.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-5 on page 3.3-20 has been revised as follows:

Metro shall coordinate with the responsible party (Honeywell International Inc.) under the
direction of the Regional Water Quality Control Board to monitor potential disruptions to
ensure-that-the-existing groundwater monitoring wells at 9225 and 9601 Aviation
Boulevard wewuld-net-be-disturbed-during construction activities or operation of the
proposed project. If an existing well must be disturbed, Metro shall coordinate with the
responsible party (Honeywell International Inc.) and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board to relocate the monitoring wells.

The fifth sentence in the first paragraph on page 3.3-20 has been revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure HAZ-5 would protect the groundwater well network ensture-the

protection-of the-existinggroundwaterwells and prevent any further contamination of

groundwater on the project site and at adjoining properties.

SECTION 3.4. LAND USE AND PLANNING
The last sentence on page 3.4-4 has been revised as follows:

High Quality Transit Areas reflect areas within one-half mile of a fixed guideway transit
stop or a bus transit corridor where buses pick up passengers at a frequency of every 15

mmutes or less during peak commuting hourswrth—rmmaﬂat—sewee—e#b%—se#wee

SECTION 3.6. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

The information for Culver CityBus in Table 3.6.1 on page 3.6-7 has been corrected as follows:

Operator & Route Service Area Average Peak Hour Headway (min)
Culver CityBus (CC) Line 6-3 UCLA to Green Line Aviation 20
CC Rapid 6-3 Station via Sepulveda Blvd. 15

@ Page 2-10
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Intersections 1, 9, and 12 in Table 3.6.2 on page 3.6-11 have been updated with revised
jurisdictional descriptions and corrections to the table footnotes as follows:

Existing Conditions
AM PM
# N/S Street E/W Street Jurisdiction vV/C | LOS | V/C | LOS
1 | Sepulveda Blvd. Manchester Ave. fCity of Los 0.715 C ]0.808 D
Angeles
9 |LaTijera Blvd. Manchester Ave. fCity of Los 0508 | A |0504| A
Angeles
12 | Airport Blvd. Manchester Ave. fCity of Los 0.573 A 0.651 B
Angeles
LOS results based on CMA methodology;. LOS worksheets are included in Appendix E - Transportation and Traffic Data.
Intersections on the border of the City of Los Angeles were also analyzed using the ICU methodology and the LOS results
are included in the Traffic Appendix—E.

The last sentence in the second paragraph on page 3.6-15 has been revised as follows:

Under Access Option 1, lane Lane-configuration changes on Aviation Boulevard would
include a northbound left-turn lane at the fully signalized intersection. Both the secondary
driveway and fully signalized intersections would also include a southbound right turn lane.
Under Access Option 2, adding up-te-twe a northbound left-turn lane lanes would be provided
at both the fully and partially signalized driveway intersections and a southbound right-turn
poeket lane would be provided for the fully signalized intersection only. lecations-that-acecess

the-project-driveways.

The last sentence in the third paragraph on page 3.6-15 has been revised as follows:

No additional signals or crosswalks would be added to cross Aviation Boulevard at the

pick-up and drop-off area (driveways)-pick-upfdrop-off-driveways.

Figure 3.6.3 (Proposed Driveway Options) on page 3.6-17 has been corrected to remove the
traffic signal icon from the northern driveway for Option 1 (which would not be signalized).
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Figure 3.6.3 Proposed Driveway Options

Access Option 1 Access Option 2
, W. ARBOR VITAE ST. } W. ARBOR VITAE ST.
| g— B | [ g— |
| ‘: Bus Loop E : | '
| [ |
| | ) , 1
il ] i
| |
) { | \-Bus Loop
| Secondary! | /
| Driveway | /
| (Right-in/ | :
¥ Right-out) | |
il | / [
| ‘ o Lrul
8 | 1} | /S F‘_‘I Y d |
| ‘ < Signalized |
(1) ! Y | :
L1 Fully ] ‘ A4 g ntersection
I l Signalize.d | f i1 = .
| Intersection I} I
8 . i1 N
It f I <
| / |
1L /. *Pick-Up and 8 | Pick-Up and ‘
L //Q ' Drop-Off Area i S Drop-Off Area ‘
| /&~ l |
| VD | |
| O |
| |
| IS |
| X | =
|/ |/ Partially
|/ | ! Signalized
I}’ 1[’ Intersection 1
5 '>

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016.

Table 3.6.6 on page 3.6-22 and Table 3.6.7 on page 3.6-24 have been updated with revised
driveway analysis results and corrections to the table footnotes as follows:
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Table 3.6.6 Existing With Project Conditions

EXISTING EXISTING - WITH PROJECT
AM PM AM PM AM PM
Int # Intersection V/C | LOS | V/C LOS V/C LOS | V/C LOS | Delta | Impact? | Delta | Impact?

ProjectDriveway— Option 1 - - - - 0238 A 0233 A - NO - NO
Fully Signalized Intersection 0.217 0.239

Project-Briveway— Option 2 0219 0242

Fully Signalized Intersection -- -- -- -- 0.219 A 0.213 A -- NO -- NO
Partially Signalized Intersection B B B B 0.210 A 0.222 A B NO B NO

LOS results based on CMA methodology;. LOS worksheets are included in Appendix E - Transportation and Traffic Data. Intersections on the border of
the City of Los Angeles were also analyzed using the ICU methodology and the LOS results are included in Appendix E;-Fransportation-and Fraffic Data.
For a conservative analysis, all outbound project traffic, and all inbound traffic, with the exception of one route approaching from the north was assumed
to use the Fully Signalized Intersection in Option 1. For Option 2 bus routes approaching from the south would use the Partially Signalized Intersection,
and bus routes approaching from the north would use the Fully Signalized Intersection. No impacts occur under the CMA or ICU methodologies.

Table 3.6.7 2035 Proposed Project Conditions

FUTURE WITHOUT PROJECT
(2035) FUTURE WITH PROJECT
AM PM AM PM AM PM
Int # Intersection V/C | LOS | V/C LOS V/C LOS | V/C LOS | Delta | Impact? | Delta | Impact?

ProjectDriveway—Option 1

. : . 0238 A 0.233 A
Fully Signalized Intersection -- -- -- -- 0273 0288 - NO -- NO

‘ \ Optlo.n 2 B B B B A 0:242 A B NO B NO
Fully Signalized Intersection 0.259 0.262
Partially Signalized Intersection - -- - - 0.259 A 0.269 A B NO NO

LOS results based on CMA methodology; LOS worksheets are included in Appendix E - Transportation and Traffic Data. Intersections on the border of the
City of Los Angeles were also analyzed using the ICU methodology and the LOS results are included in Appendix E;-Franspertationand Fraffie Data. For
a conservative analysis, all outbound project traffic, and all inbound traffic, with the exception of one route approaching from the north was assumed to
use the Fully Signalized Intersection in Option 1. For Option 2 bus routes approaching from the south would use the Partially Signalized Intersection, and
bus routes approaching from the north would use the Fully Signalized Intersection. No impacts occur under the CMA or ICU methodologies.
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CHAPTER 5. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Figure 5.2 (Cumulative Conceptual Ground-Level Site Plan) on page 5-6 of the Draft EIR has
been revised to remove crosswalks near the passenger pickup/drop-off area. The revised
figure is shown on page 2-16 of this document.

The subtitles for Figure 5.5 on page 5-9 of the Draft EIR have been revised as follows:

Northwest view of the project site (Access Option 2)

Southwest view of the project site (Access Option 1)

The revised figure is shown on page 2-17 of this document.
The third sentence in the second paragraph on page 5-15 has been revised as follows:

The Bright Star Secondary Charter Academy is being relocated from Manchester Square by
LAWA as part of their Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program tAMP.

The last sentence in the second paragraph on page 5-17 has been revised as follows:

In the future, residences and the Bright Star Secondary Charter Academy within the
Manchester Square area would be relocated by LAWA as part of their Aircraft Noise
Mitigation Program FAMP.

Table 5.3 on page 5-24 has been updated with revised driveway analysis results and
corrections to the table footnote as follows:
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Table 5.3 Cumulative Intersection Conditions
FUTURE WITHOUT PROJECT FUTURE WITH PROJECT
AM PM AM PM AM PM
Int # Intersection vV/C | LOS | V/C LOS v/C LOS | V/C LOS | Delta | Impact? | Delta | Impact?
Project-Briveway— Option 1 0539 A 0-692 B
Fully Signalized Intersection 0.428 0.426 A - NO NO
. . Option 2 0539 A 0660 B
Projeet-Driveway—
i pro” 0.407 0416 | A : NO NO
Fully Signalized Intersection
Partially Signalized Intersection 0.203 A 0.228 A - NO NO

LOS results based on CMA methodology; LOS worksheets are included in Appendix E - Transportation and Traffic Data. Intersections on the border of the

City of Los Angeles were also analyzed using the ICU methodology and the LOS results are included in Appendix XE, Fraffie Study. For a conservative
analysis, all outbound project traffic, and all inbound traffic, with the exception of one route approaching from the north was assumed to use the Fully

Signalized Intersection in Option 1. For Option 2 bus routes approaching from the south would use the Partially Signalized Intersection, and bus routes

approaching from the north would use the Fully Signalized Intersection. No impacts occur under the CMA or ICU methodologies.
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Figure 5.2 Cumulative Conceptual Ground-Level Site Plan (Access Option 2)
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Note: Similar change to the figure on page ES-11 of the Executive Summary.
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Figure 2.5 Cumulative Conceptual Views of the Project Site
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Southwest view of the project site (Access Option 1)

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016.
Note: Similar change to the figure titles on page ES-13 of the Executive Summary.
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CHAPTER 6. ALTERNATIVES
The first sentence in the second paragraph on page 6-2 has been corrected as follows:

To achieve one of the primary objectives of the proposed project, a key consideration is
whether the alternate site has direct access to the Metro’s regional rail system, specifically
via the Crenshaw/LAX Line and the proposed service extension of the Metro Green Line,
as well as satisfy additional objectives of providing an efficient connection for buses to
reach the airport area and provide shuttle access into the CTA.

The last sentence in the second paragraph on page 6-2 has been corrected as follows:

West East-of the Metro ROW there is multi-level airport parking structure (Wally Park) in
the southwest portion, which is too small for the proposed project, and Metro is
constructing a light rail maintenance facility in the northwest portion.

The fourth sentence in the third paragraph on page 6-6 has been corrected as follows:

The Crenshaw/LAX Line, including the Aviation/Century station, the service extension of
Metro’s Green Line and a proposed bus facility, were studied in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project EIS/EIR, which was certified by the Metro Board in September 2011 and
issued a Record of Decision from the Federal Transit Administration in December 2011.

The second sentence in the second full paragraph on page 6-13 has been corrected as follows:

The proposed project consists of series of significant transportation elements and
associated infrastructure components, including the LRT platforms, to be served by the
Crenshaw/LAX Line and a service an-extension of the Metro Green Line, a bus plaza and
terminal facility for Metro and municipal bus operators, bicycle hub with secured parking
for up to 150 bicycles, pedestrian plaza, passenger vehicle pick-up and drop-off area and
Metro transit center/terminal building (“Metro Hub”) that connects passengers between
the various modes of transportation.

APPENDIX A PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING REPORT
Appendix A has been revised to include the following NOP comment letters:

e Alliance for Regional Solution to Airport Congestion

e State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
e CD 11 Transportation Advisory Committee

e Citizens for Better Mobility

e City of Culver City

¢ City of Inglewood

o City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation

o City of Los Angeles, Council District 11
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County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation
Hertz (K. Erik Friess)

Gateway to Los Angeles Business Improvement District
Los Angeles World Airports

LA County Bicycle Coalition

Los Angeles County, Department of Public Works

Mar Vista Community Council

South Bay Cities Council of Governments

Southern California Association of Governments

US Air Force

US Environmental Protection Agency

West Adams Neighborhood Council

APPENDIX E ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC DATA

Appendix E has been revised as follows:

Updates to scenario names for all volume figures

Revisions to the Future with Project and Cumulative with Project traffic volume figures
to include the southern driveway under Option 2

Revisions to the Cumulative traffic volume figure at the north driveway reflecting
updated traffic volumes provided by LAWA

Addition of project-only traffic volume figures for the proposed project under Future
and Cumulative conditions

The September 29, 2015 Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Station Bus Rerouting
Methodology memorandum was removed because it is duplicative of the information
contained in the Draft EIR. The bus rerouting maps from the memorandum are
replaced in the new appendix with revised maps consistent with the traffic analysis in
the Draft EIR.

Inclusion of Level of Service Worksheets for all scenarios omitted in the Draft EIR for
CMA and ICU analysis methodologies

Removal of the CMA analysis portions from the summary LOS table in Appendix E
because it is duplicative with the CMA analysis results in the LOS tables in the DEIR
chapters.
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3. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

3.1. INTRODUCTION

Section 15088 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that the “lead agency shall evaluate
comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and
shall prepare a written response. The Lead Agency shall respond to comments that were
received during the noticed comment period and any extensions and may respond to late
comments.” This section of the Final EIR provides a list of persons, organizations, and public
agencies that commented on the Draft EIR, along with the responses of the Lead Agency to
significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation process.

The Draft EIR was submitted to the State Clearinghouse Office of Planning and Research and
circulated for public review on June 22, 2016. The 46-day comment period concluded on
August 6, 2016. A total of 74 public comment submissions were received via letters,
Facebook, Twitter, email and the project hotline during the public comment period. An
additional 8 individuals submitted oral comments during the Public Hearing on the Draft EIR.
The majority of public comments on the Draft EIR were related to the cumulative interface
with the LAMP and associated APM, transit connectivity, operational and construction traffic,
station design and aesthetics, and site access.

3.2. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

In accordance with Section 15088 (c) of CEQA, reasoned, factual responses have been
provided to all comments received during the public review period, with a particular emphasis
on significant environmental issues. The comments and responses are organized as follows:
agencies and organizations, individuals, written comments received at the Draft EIR public
hearing, comments received via Facebook, Twitter, Project Email, Online Comment Card, and
Information Hotline, and oral comments received at the Draft EIR public hearing. All
comments and responses to comments are included in this Final EIR and will be considered
by the Metro Board prior to certification of this EIR and in any approval of the proposed
project.

Each comment letter, email, social media comment, hotline comment, comment card, and
hearing testimony have been assigned a number. The body of each comment letter, email,
social media comment, hotline comment, comment card, or hearing testimony has been
separated into individual comments, which also have been numbered. This results in a tiered
numbering system, whereby the first comment in Comment Letter No. 1 is depicted as
Comment No. 1-1 and so on. Copies of each comment letter, email, social media comment,
hotline comment, comment card, and hearing testimony are provided prior to each response.
All of the comments received are listed in Table 3.1. In response to some of the comments
received, the text of the EIR chapters has been revised. Refer to Chapter 2.0, Corrections and
Additions, for specific corrections.
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Table 3.1 List of Comment Letters on the Draft EIR

Letter No.

Commenter

Public Agencies

Date

Facebook, Twitter, Project Email, Online Comment Card, and Information Hotline

1 State Clearinghouse August 8, 2016
2 California Department of Transportation August 4, 2016
3 Los Angeles World Airports August 5, 2016
4 Southern California Association of Governments August 6, 2016
5 City of Los Angeles, Councilmember, Eleventh District August 5, 2016
6 City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation August 5, 2016
7 Buchalter Nemer, City of Culver City August 5, 2016
8 City of Lawndale, Office of the Mayor August 4, 2016
9 City of Inglewood, Economic and Community Development Department, August 3, 2016
Planning Division
Community and Business Interest Groups
10 Alliance for a Regional Solution to Airport Congestion (ARSAC) August 6, 2016
11 Gateway Los Angeles Airport Business District July 22, 2016
12 Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce August 5, 2016
13 Allen Matkins behalf of Hertz August 5, 2016
Public Hearing Written Comments
14 David Mach July 13,2016
15 Andrew Wang July 13, 2016
16 Mark R. Johnston July 13, 2016

@ Metro

17 Risa Sher June 22, 2016
18 Benjamin Page July 1, 2016
19 Mark De Fazio July 1, 2016
20 Lee Johnson July 1, 2016
21 Rey Santos July 2, 2016
22 Coco Shanelle July 3, 2016
23 Cartellia Marie Bryant July 3, 2016
24 Saul Lara July 3, 2016
25 Elijah Tanner Il July 3, 2016
26 Jordan Levin July 3, 2016
27 Elijah Tanner 111 July 4, 2016
28 Mauricio Ortiz July 4, 2016
29 lan Hardy July 4, 2016
30 lan Hardy July 4, 2016
31 Kamran Firouzi July 4, 2016
32 Maria Chang July 4, 2016
33 Tere Roe July 4, 2016
34 Jason Elepano July 5, 2016
35 Mia Becker Eloy July 5, 2016
Page 3-2




Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station

Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments
Letter No. Commenter Date
36 Juan Carlos Suarez July 5, 2016
37 Carmen Ramairez July 5, 2016
38 Eric Hartmann July 5, 2016
39 Jay Gavin July 6, 2016
40 Bader Hasson July 7, 2016
47 Brandon Casas July 7, 2016
42 Jorge F. Castillo July 7, 2016
43 Jay Gavin July 8, 2016
44 Antonio Dela Paz July 8, 2016
45 Theary Monh July 8, 2016
46 Theary Monh July 8, 2016
47 Brandon Whalen July 8, 2016
48 Beatriz Rivera July 9, 2016
49 John Ursich July 9, 2016
50 Harry ). Cross July 10, 2016
51 Rob Marohn July 10, 2016
52 Rob Marohn July 10, 2016
53 Marco Marchelli July 12, 2016
54 Jay Peterson July 13,2016
55 Jason Elepano August 2, 2016
56 Kenny Uong June 28, 2016
57 Sean Leonard June 22, 2016
58 Aram Hacobian June 23, 2016
59 T F Forester June 25, 2016
60 Mehmet Berker June 29, 2016
61 Partho Kalyani July 8, 2016
62 John Bailey July 13, 2016
63 Silvio Nunez Jr. July 13, 2016
64 Annemarie Pazmino July 13, 2016
65 Richard Purdy July 16, 2016
66 Jonathan Eldridge August 1, 2016
67 Jonathan Baty August 2, 2016
68 Chris Wilson June 23, 2016
69 Unknown Female July 4, 2016
70 Gordon Mise July 6, 2016
71 Mrs. Robinson July 18, 2016
72 Todd Lowenstwin August 2, 2016
73 Linden Nishinaga July 13, 2016
74 Jacqueline Hamilton August 6, 2016
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Letter No. Commenter ‘ Date
Public Hearing Speaker Comments
PH1 Mr. Acherman July 13, 2016
PH2 Mr. Acherman July 13,2016
PH3 Mr. Acherman July 13,2016
PH4 Mr. Koppelman July 13, 2016
PH5 Mr. Wang July 13, 2016
PH6 Mr. Purdy July 13, 2016
PH7 Mr. Nishinaga July 13, 2016
PH8 Mr. Mach July 13, 2016
PH9 Mr. Mach July 13, 2016
PH10 Mr. Purdy July 13, 2016
PH11 Mr. Purdy July 13,2016
PH12 Mr. Koppelman July 13, 2016
PH13 Mr. Buch July 13, 2016
PH14 Ms. Nicholson July 13,2016
Page 3-4
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Eomuud G. Brown Jr.

Goveror

‘the enclosed Document Details Report-please note that the Clearingbouse has listed the state agencies that

3.3. RESPONSES TO PuBLIC AGENCIES’ WRITTEN COMMENTS

COMMENT LETTER NO. 1
STAT.E OF CALIFORNIA : 3 ﬁ%

Governor's Office of Planning and Research

‘State Clearinghcouse and Planning Unit
‘Ken Alex
Direcior

August 8, 2016

Cory Zelmer :

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Piaza i

Los Angeles, CA 20012

Subject: Airpart Metro Connector
SCH#: 20150621009

Dear Cory Zelmer:

The State Clearinghouse submitied the abovenamed Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. On

reviewed your document. The review period closed on August 3, 2016, and the comments from the
responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, picase notify the State
Clearinghouse immediaiely. Please refer 1o the-project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future
correspondence so that we may respond promptiy.

Please note that Section 21 104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states tiiat:

“A responsible or other public agency sbiall only make substantive comments reparding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required:to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific docirmentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use i preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
‘more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the

commenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghause review requirements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review .
process. 3

Sincerely,
et

=7 i oLt
= 7

Scotf Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.0.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTQ, CALIFORNIA 85812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (816) §23-3018 www.0pr.ca.gov

Metro
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SCH
- Project Title
Lead Agsncy-

‘Pocument Details ‘Report
‘State Clea_:inghouse ‘Data‘Base

215021009 o2
Aimport Metro Connecior ) 2% [
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transporiation-Aulharily

Type
Description

EiR DmftEIR

The.proposed project includes a new mulli modal ransportation center to cannect the Los Angeles
intermational Airport.to:the regional bus and rail transil system with 2 light rzil‘platforms, bus hub,
-pedestrian and bicycle amenilies on parcets 4128-001-008,-004,-005, and -B02. Proposed project
components inciude: Thrae al grade LRT platforms o be ssrved hy the Crenshaw/LAX Line and an
exiension of the Mefro Green Line; Bus plaza.and tenminal facilily for Mefro and municipai-bus
.operators; Bicycle Hub with secured parking for.up to-t50 bicycles; Pedestrian plazas; passenger

—vehicIepick-up:and.dmp.oﬁ»areé;-and:matro-transtl.centerltenninal.building.thai.oonriecls.passengersu -

.between the various modes of trahsportat}on.

Lead Agency ‘Contact

Name
-Agency
‘Phone
-emall
Address

City

Cory Zeimer
Los-Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autharity
213-822-107¢
taxconnector@meiro.nel
One Galeway Plaza

Los Angeles

Fax

State CA  Zip 90012

Project.Location

County

City

‘Ragion
Lat/Long
Cross Streets
-Parcel No.

Township -

Los Angeles
Los Angeles, City of, Inglewood

33°57' 04" N/ 118°22'41" W

W.-Arbor Vitae St/Aviation Bivd

-4128-001-008, -004, -005, and -B02
Range

Sectlon .Basa

Proximity to:

Highways

Airports
Railways’
Waterways’

.Schools
Land Use

[105,-405
LA bt
Metra'and BNSF

Brightster Academy L ) . : ‘
Car rental faciity, CNG fueiing station, SoCal gas easement, and fowing storage yard M1-1 limited
industrial/manufacturing.

Project Issues

AestheficMisual; Agricultural Land; Alr Quality; Archasologic-Historic; Blological Resources;
Geologic!Seismic; Minarats; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Pubiic Services; Recrealion/Parks;
Soll Erosien/Compaction/Grading; Solid Wasie; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quaiity;
Waier Supply; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Efiects; Other Issuzs

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Dapariment of Fish and Wildlife, Regior 5; Department of Parks and Recraation;
Depariment of Water Resources; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; Califomia Highway Patral; -
Caltrans, District 7; Caltrans, Division of Transporiation Planning; Air Resources Board; Air Resources
Board, Transpartatian Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Native American
Heritage Commission; Public Uiilities Commission

Date Received

062212018 Start of Review . 06/22/2016 End of Review DB/05/20186

Metro
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LETTER NO. 1 RESPONSE

Scott Morgan

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
1400 Tenth Street

Sacramento, CA 95812

1-1  The State Clearinghouse acknowledges that Metro has complied with public review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to CEQA. The letter also
forwards a comment letter submitted by the State of California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans).
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COMMENT LETTEﬁ NO. 2
SEATE OF CALGORNIA CBHF_QEEM ﬂaﬁ:nauﬁmmnnb AGENCY EDRMUNI €, BHCWN Jr.” m

! Gl -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION B- e
DISTRICT. 7-OFFICE-OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 'E
180 €. MAIN STRELTT, MS 16
1.0S ANGELES, CA 90012
PLHONE (213)897-9140 5 ; - Surioax drovght,

FAX (213)897-1327 ; . Help save witer!
www.dot.cagov © X )

Auygust4.2016 "“""’mﬂl‘sDfrfceaﬂ’lanm,,g;;lR,,sear :

Mr, Cory Zelmer oy Al 04 ZMﬁ
. Los Angeles:County ATE
Metropolitan Transit-Anthority : _.CLEAB'NGHDuSE ,
Qne Gateway Plaza:
Los Angeles,-CA 90012-2952 -

‘RE: - -Airport Metro-Connector
Wic. LAAOS/PM 22,74
:SCH# 2015023009 ]
Ref. 1IGR/CEQA No. 15021 TAL-NOP
IGR/CEQA. No. 160647AT-DEIR

Dear Mr. Zelmer:

Thaok vou for mcludmg ‘the -California’ Department of- “Transportation {(Caltrans) in “the -
environmental review process for:the above referenced project. The proposed project includes a:
aew multi-modal tmnsportanon center with three aé-grade LRT platforms, bus plaze; bicycle 2.1
‘b, pedestrian plaze, passenger véhicle pick-up and drop-off arca..and Metro iransic
center/Termimal building (“Metro Hub™) t copnect passengers “between . the. mlﬂnple
u'ansponatmnmodes :

- As the owner/operator of the State Highway System (SHS), Caltrans is responsible for
obtaining measuces that will off-set project-vehicle trip generation-that ‘weirsens-the State .
facilities and hence, it does not adhere to the CMP miide of 156/50 or:more vehicle trips .
added. before freeway/hlghway analysis is meeded. MTA’s Congestion Management:
Program in-acknowledging ‘the Caltrans’ rale, shpuimcs timt Caltrans must be consulted .

- 10 identify specific locatxuns t0'be analyzed untheSHS

522

“Please be reminded ‘that " although the lead agency is veguired %o cmnply with Lds Angeles =

County Congestion Management Program (CMP) standards and thresholds of sigmificance, -

* Caltrans does not consider the Los Angeles OountysCMPcntmaalonetobendeqnate for the 23

analysis of trensportation impacts pursuant-to:a: CEQA review. Caltrans’ Guide directs preparers

of tmaffic impact analysis to consalt with the local District as carly as possible to determine the
appropriate Tequirements and eriteria of significance to-be used:in-the traffic impact analysis.

Gemerally, ‘when traffic is added to aiready deficient highway conditions ‘(LOS *“F™), it is
.considered a cumulatively significant fmpect, as it ay contribute to the extension. of the
congestion period. Since the existing LOS at imtersection locafion # 6 and 7 are already at Jevel 24
E/F, comulative traffic impact may occur. Asz reminder, the decision makers shonid. be aware
ofthlsrsue and be ptepmed1o mmgate curmulative fraffic impacts it the futwre. -

"Provide a s, inahle, ’mn‘qﬂhmf Lition gysiens
waﬂmwﬂbmbemmn’hm&my‘
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Mr. Cory Zelmer
Aupust4 32016
Page2

Per conversation betwesn you and Caltvans project coordinator, Mr. Alan Lin on Angust 4, 2016,
please provide = Tesponse 1o Caltrans comment letter dated March'9, 2015 (see-atiacked). The 25
existing traffic anglysis does ot provide the tip generation, ‘trip ass;gnmmt/dismbutlon, and
State facilities analysis, in Table 3:62, inersection # 1, 9, and T2 are ‘pot under Calirans’
jurisdiction.

Storm water rrm~ai‘f is a sensitive jssue for Los Anneles and Venmrs counties. Plemse be
‘mindfisl thet projects ghould be deSigned to dlscharge clean run-off. water. Additionalty, 26
discharge of storm water nn-off is aot permitted onto State hlghway facilities thhoutx storm.
'waﬂarmmzagemmtphn.

Tmnsponatmn of hea\{y constructian ‘equipment andfcn- manenals, which requires the use of
- oversizad-wansport vehicles on ‘State highways, will tequire 2 transporiation permit from 7
Calirans. Htis ecormmended-that large size truck-irips be limited to off-pesk coromute-periods.

Calirens will ‘work with ‘the Lead Agency in an sffort to evaluate iraffic impacts. identify
porential improvements, and establish a fonding ‘mecharism that helps mitigate cuguilative 2-8
transportation inpacts in the project viciaiiy.

Ifyou have any questions, please feel fies to contact Alar Lin the pmjeci coordinator at (213)
$97-8391 and sefer to IGR/CEQA No. I60647AL~DEHL

- “Sincetely,

[0 W, ==
LR g

' DIANNA WATSOM

Bramch Thiel

-Commumty Planning & LD f]GRRmevu

ce: ScottMongml, StateClaanngnouse

“Provide asafs, eistohble, intgraied and efficias trarportation ysien
* Sa anfance Califorma’s ec A"’""'W
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mmmmm&mnmmw SyC ek 1 DL SR A LN - 2

DEPARTMENT OF ’Il'RANS"OR”"ATlOI\

DISTRICT 7-OFFICE OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

100 SCMAINSTREET, MS 16 A’L sehnt ent
¢ Mt

108 ANGELES, CA 90012

. -PHONF. (213)857-9540
FAX (203Y897-1337

wwdalcagov

March9, 2015

M. Artheir T, T.eéshy

Los ‘Angeies Coumty MTA

One Gateway Plaza

Los#Anesgles,.CAS00i2

RE; Airport Metro.Connector Project

Vic, LA-405/FM22.74
SCH#2015021009
IGRICEQA No, 15021 1AT-NOP

Droarr. Lealty:

Thank you. for mclmhng the California Dapartment of Transportation {Caltzans) in fhe
envirarsmental review process for the. dbove teferenced project. The proposed praject includes 2
new. intermodal Aipori Metro Connector- (AMC) “transit .station’ Jocated :glong  the

" Crenshaw/LAX Tight'Rail" Ttansxt‘(LK’I‘) ‘Project. The: Cmshawm ‘ERT Project is curmently
under-construction. The-projest site’is sonffiwast of the Asbor Vitas'StrestfAviation Botilevard .

imerscetion wmd' -will be located :mmcdmclyadjacemtoi\wmsﬁombwesrmmcnmee“

Facility.

“To assist in mhmﬁng th’ unpacs of this pro_lcct ‘on Statc tramp(matmn “facmues.a tmﬁ':c stud_y
Shoufd s prépared prior to preparing the Draft Exvironmental ‘impact Repost; {DEIR): Please :

mfed]mpmjedt’s u'aﬁic consiiltent to Cahrans tzafﬁcmdy gmdc chsnte
CEBS ﬁlmﬂmgmde.ndf

Lasteti below are some. elmts of what 3sgemmlbv expactcd in the*n'aﬁcmdy

I Pmeumnonsofmsmnphom mldmetlndsmedm devélop staﬁonmpgenerﬁ:on,mp
d:stn'bunon.chmce of travél mode, and assipnments of trips 1o I-485.and &l off remps at
the project Wicinity including Hit-not Timit to Northibound (NB) 1405 at W Arbor Vitae

Nerious drought

Help seve warer?

St, Southbound (SB) 1-405 at W Arbor Witas St The traffic conssiliant should work %4
with Caltrans 1o identify and confirm off mmp stady locations prior to:the preparation of
* the teaffic-study. ‘The traffic study shogid dlso andlyze the storage for Jefistum poclnelm
on/offramps. ’
“Pravids o safe, inal { and efficient spttem
10 enhance Cnl;fm'r[a s ecanomy and. Invb[fh}
Page 3-10
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M. ArfhuerT. Leahy
Mk 9. 2015

Pege2

Caltrans has:serious sdfety concems When an excessive amoumt o vehicles are sxpesied

© to'nse:an offwamp. thes cawsing congestion 10 back up-onto the maikiine, ‘which i hma

may lead to Tear-zmil accidents. For this project, ‘the City should :eonduct ot offvamp
qustimg analysis wilizing the Highway Capacity Mannzl (HCM) queting. mbm

methodology with the actual wignal ‘timmgs. Capscity of the .offramp should: be

caleulated by the actust lengih of the off-mmp betwesn ks terminuses to the gore point,
The existing geeue iength shoald be ealcilated from the tmific comts, inohuding the

| parcamage- of‘lm..k.asszglmm 10 the Tarap with -« passsnper-car equivalent factor-of 3:0

f+

" Yorecests .and travel dats  Celtans wnses the indices fo Vefify fhe sesults and amy

(worst case sceperio) with 30 fest per er. Theemalyzed result-may need 1o b2 ealibrated
with zchwl sipoal forns whem ne ey, Pleass include mitisation messures if
forseasied veliicle gueuss ave sxpeersd Jo excesd 83% of the o1l available storage
capac:tv‘snch‘tharme mmgscxv‘ﬂla‘!iowaﬁ%saﬂxymr:wr J

Prajmtmlmndﬁhsgﬁuﬂdhacmmﬂ“' ainer tegiona! and locel medsiing

© differences or inconsistencies mmst be thotoughly expldined. Plesse submit modeling
2 amnﬁensﬁxrcmrm*ewmdsomm

. B

2 ﬁi‘mrsﬁasecmnﬂhnhmm\vmﬁ

. Ffip generation mates Tor the mec:shonldb. passd on the nafionally Tecogpized
~Tecommendations contained in “Trip. Gm:ratmn"’mual, ?.ﬂ&m;uhhﬂnqdh}ihe

Tnstitute af]‘mspmaﬁm Engmesrs. m

'condmommtheaﬁhcmimmthaudmnﬁwntmm Diifization of transit Hines and
vehicles, gnit of all $acilities, Shodld beredlistically astimated. }imeconﬁinomshoﬁd

mclndebml&-ouz of: allpm_]ectsand any'o'lm«hm’lmwrs.

: uclude: #@l aprrophate et voilines; %:mﬂymsbmﬂdmﬂnﬂémsﬁngmm:
tesffic genemted by the projécs; cummlative traffis generard from all speciiicapproved

developments m.ti:exme,nn&mﬁc trowth nth:rthmﬁcmtnemeciand
developments,

. A giscassion dmmwmmmmmﬁcw
. shéaild :also be inchuded. Any mifigafion: involving transit or Traosportation Demend:

Mmagmmmwhejmﬁadmdibﬂmmﬂts conservatively eshmnted.

Eﬁgimyﬂysmxs conskizred’ anccptab‘le m‘uigsﬁnn. (FlmeseeAp_acrmx“B” of the
Gmﬂcﬁ:rmmmm)

ik orﬁ:mmmmnsanmems

2-9

2-14
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M. Arthur T. Leahy
‘Merek 9, 2015
Page 3

‘We look forward to reviewing the trzffic study and expsct to recsive = copy from the State

Clearinphouse when the DEIR s completed. ‘Shoild you wish to expediie the review process or 2-18

‘receive early feedback fromthe Depanment please fec] free te send a-copy of the DEIR directly
_ioouroffics. T - '

Caltrans would like to formally invite the Lead Agercy and the traffic consultants to & formal 2147

‘scoping meeting 1o discuss preparation of traffie tmpact siudy, potential traffic direct/cumulative
impacts, and possible teaffic mitigation for the State facilities.

If yot have any quesiions,-please feel free to contact Mz, Alan Lin the project coordinator al
(213) 897-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA Ne. 15021TAL,

‘Sincerely,

s Azt T L
y _

4

DIANNA WATSON
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

‘e Seot Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Provide @ sqfe. sustoinable, integrated and affickn? iran<portotion syt
2o exihomoe California’s ecomony and dvapllis™ -
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LETTER NO. 2 RESPONSE

State of California

Department of Transportation

District 7 — Office of Transportation Planning
100 S. Main Street, MS 16

Los Angeles, CA 90012

2-1

2-2

2-3

2-4

The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Specific comments
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

The primary traffic effect of the proposed project would be the rerouting of existing bus
routes that serve the LAX City Bus Center and the Aviation/LAX bus plaza to serve the
proposed project. These routes do not travel on any state freeway facilities in the
study area (i.e., I-405 and Interstate 105 (I-105)), and therefore, do not add any traffic
to any state freeway facilities. The proposed project is estimated to generate 18
passenger pick-up and drop-off trips during the AM and PM peak hours, but these
trips are expected to primarily use local roadways to access the project site. Therefore,
vehicle trip generation associated with the proposed project on state freeway facilities
would be zero or near zero.

Route 1 (Sepulveda Boulevard) is a state facility, and several study intersections on
Sepulveda Boulevard were analyzed using the City of Los Angeles traffic impact
criteria. These intersections were selected in coordination with LAWA, who scoped
these locations with the City of Los Angeles and Caltrans for LAWA’'s LAMP. As shown
in Tables 3.6.6, 3.6.7, and 5.3 in the Draft EIR, there would be no significant project-
related impacts associated with the study intersections. Therefore, no further impact
analysis is needed.

Potential traffic impacts were analyzed using the City of Los Angeles traffic impact
criteria, which are more stringent than the Congestion Management Plan standards
and thresholds of significance. No significant impacts were identified.

The Draft EIR assessed potential impacts at Sepulveda Boulevard and 1-105
Westbound Ramps (Intersection No. 6) and Sepulveda Boulevard and Imperial
Highway Intersection (No. 7). As shown in Table 5.3, the proposed project related
incremental increase in peak hour volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is 0.001 or less at
these intersections during both peak hours, one-tenth of the minimum amount
needed to trigger a significant traffic impact based on City of Los Angeles traffic
impact criteria for level of service (LOS) F, as shown in Table 3.6.3. Additionally, as
shown in Table 3.6.2, Sepulveda Boulevard and I-105 Westbound Ramps already
operates at LOS E or F during both peak hours and Sepulveda Boulevard and Imperial
Highway operates at LOS C and LOS F during the AM and PM peak hours,
respectively. Therefore, these intersections currently operate at poor LOS and the
proposed project will not cause these intersections to operate at poor LOS.
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Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

2-5

2-6

2-7

As the average increase in V/C was less than one percent under the Critical Movement
Analysis and Intersection Capacity Utilization methods, significance thresholds for
impacts will not exceed. As determined in the Draft EIR, the proposed project
combined with past, present, and reasonably probable future projects would not create
a cumulative impact and no mitigation measures are required.

Trip generation is detailed in Table 3.6.4 of the Draft EIR. Rerouted Bus Transit Trips
and Rerouted LAX Shuttle G Trips do not represent net new traffic generation on the
roadway network, as the rerouting simply results in changes to existing routes. Trip
Distribution/Assignment is incorporated into the existing with project traffic volumes
and the Future with Project traffic volumes and Cumulative with Project are included in
Appendix E of the Draft EIR, but for further clarity, an additional figure has been added
to the Appendix to illustrate project-only volumes, including bus rerouting volumes
and passenger pick-up and drop-off trips for both the Future with Project and
Cumulative with Project scenarios. The relevant state facilities are analyzed using the
City of Los Angeles impact criteria and methodologies. As detailed in Response to
Comment 2-2, the proposed project would have zero to negligible effect on any state
facilities, and no further analysis is needed. Table 3.6.2 of the Draft EIR has been
revised to reflect that Intersections Nos. 1, 9, and 12 are not under Caltrans
jurisdiction. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and Additions, for specific
corrections.

Refer to Response to Comments 2-9 through 2-17 related to the March 9, 2015 letter
from Caltrans.

As discussed in Section 4.4.6, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR, Metro
would be required to prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and the
proposed project would be required to obtain coverage under the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction Activity Permit. In
accordance with the requirements of the permit, Metro would prepare and implement
a site-specific SWPPP.

The need for a transportation permit from Caltrans for the use of oversized transport
vehicles on state highways is noted. Prior to the use of oversized-transport vehicles on
state highways, Metro would apply for a transportation permit from Caltrans.
Consistent with the comment, as detailed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, of
the Draft EIR “deliveries and pick-ups of construction material shall be scheduled
during non-peak travel periods to the degree possible.” Section 3.6 also states that
construction activities and related construction worker trips would occur outside of
peak hours.

As detailed in Response to Comment 2-2, the proposed project would not contribute
to any cumulative impacts in the study area. Therefore, there is no need to identify a
funding mechanism for mitigating impacts. As detailed in Chapter 2.0, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR, one of the three key project objectives is to “increase the
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2-9

2-10

2-11

2-12

2-13

2-14
2-15

2-16

2-17

share of transit trips to and from LAX with minimal impact to airport facilities and
surrounding communities and to help reduce air pollution”, which will ultimately
reduce cumulative traffic impacts. Interface and communication between agencies
will be essential to minimizing construction-related disruptions and ensuring that the
projects operate well together. Metro is committed to continued coordination with
stakeholders, including LAWA and Caltrans.

Refer to Response to Comment 2-2. The proposed project would not add trips to
these off-ramps, and therefore will not contribute to off-ramp queue lengths.
Therefore, this analysis is not required.

The estimate of passenger pick-up and drop-off trips was prepared using Metro’s
regional travel model, following typical practice for Metro transit corridor projects.

Bus rerouting maps were developed based on discussions with the operators about
their preferred routes to travel to the project site, and therefore, there are no modeling
assumptions to verify.

The proposed project is a transit station, and, as such, the Institute of Transportation
Engineers Trip Generation manual, which provides trip generation rates for a given
development land use type and not for transit stations, was not used for trip
generation rates. Project-related land uses, such as information kiosks, grab and go
food stands, etc., would be used by transit patrons and would not generate external
trips. Additionally, no parking would be provided at the project site.

The Draft EIR Appendix E includes AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes with and
without the project at the study intersections. Future conditions include growth
projections derived from the Metro regional travel model, and in the Cumulative
scenario, include estimated traffic volumes from LAWA's LAMP. The impact analysis
was prepared in accordance with City of Los Angeles traffic impact study criteria, which
are based on peak hour changes in V/C ratio and level of service, and therefore, an
average daily traffic analysis is not necessary.

Refer to Response to Comment 2-12. Appendix E includes all appropriate traffic
volumes at the study intersections.

The proposed project has no significant traffic impacts and no mitigation is necessary.

The proposed project has no significant traffic impacts to the state Highway System
and no mitigation is necessary.

In response to this comment submitted as part of the scoping process, Caltrans was
provided a copy for the Draft EIR for review.

Refer to Response to Comment 2-15.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 3

Los Angeles
World Airports

August 5, 2016

Ms. Meghna Khanna

Deputy Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-34

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna:

The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) is extremely proud of the partnership forged
with Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and the
tremendous progress made to date toward making a robust connection with the
proposed ground transportation facilities at the Los International Airport (LAX) and the
regional Metro transit system. Over the past several years, both LAWA and Metro
staff have closely collaborated to create a seamless link between the regional transit

Presidietit system and LAWA's proposed Automated People Mover System at LAX. Together, 31
Valeria G, Velasco both agencies have accelerated the planning and environmental work for our
Vice Frestosik respective projects, coordinating closely on the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street
faffery 4. O Transit Station (AMC) EIR and LAX Landside Access Modernization Program (LAMP)
Gebrel L Eshagrlen  FIR |t is our collective goal to improve overall traffic congestion in the LAX area and
an i Rons. increase transit ridership to the airport and in the region.
L Gyrthla A Telles
Debaranfimt o In the spirit of mutual collaboration, LAWA appreciates the opportunity to provide the
following comments on the AMC Project DEIR.
e First, because our two projects will be built during the same
approximate time period and in close proximity to each other, continued 3.2
coordination, interface and communication between the two agencies is
necessary to ensure the successful implementation of both projects.
o Metro and LAWA must promptly initiate a new or amend the existing
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to address design interface,
construction proximity and other issues to ensure compatibility of both
the AMC and LAMP projects. Given AMC’s direct interface with the
APM at the mezzanine level, roadway work along Aviation, and other 3-3
enabling projects such as utility relocations, the agencies must
memorialize through cooperative agreements the coordination of
engineering, design and construction to ensure system integration and
compatibility, as well as develop coordinated construction programs.
e The AMC DEIR references future operation and maintenance of the a4
Metro transit center. Metro and LAWA, through the MOU process,
1 World Wy Los Angeles  California 900455803 Mail RO, Box 92216 Los Angeles  California  90009-2216 Telephorie 310 648 5282 intewrel wwwlaws .o
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Ms. Meghan Khanna

Deputy Project Manager

August 5, 2016

Page 2 of 3
must address the possibility of shared operations and future 3-4
maintenance of connections from the APM station to AMC Station. cont.

e The AMC DEIR identifies two different driveway configuration options
for the AMC Project and acknowledges the proposed widening of
Aviation as part of the LAMP Project; accordingly, the agencies should
continue to coordinate final driveway and circulation plans for the AMC 3.5
Project and LAWA's proposed Intermodal Transportation Facility East
(ITF East) and Consolidated Rental Car Facility, and should coordinate
the proposed location of the AMC pick up and drop off areas to ensure
there are no unintended conflicts with the Aviation Boulevard roadway
work.

e The AMC DEIR identifies that a multi-use shared path will be
constructed on the west side of Aviation Boulevard south of Arbor Vitae
Street as part of LAWA’s LAMP project. While LAWA is committed to
enhancing the pedestrian and bicycle facilities in and around LAX
facilities, LAWA, Metro and the City of Los Angeles must determine the
funding, design and construction of a multi-use shared path on the west
side of Aviation Boulevard that would be coordinated with the proposed
APM and roadway improvements in consideration of the City's Mobility
Plan 2035.

e The AMC DEIR makes reference to acquisition of properties in the
Manchester Square area as part of the LAMP Project. LAWA concurs
that in order to facilitate the construction of the LAMP Project,
acquisition of several properties located along the APM, CONRAC, and
roadways, including property right-of-way for curb cuts, and billboards,
is required. However, LAWA will acquire the majority of these
properties as part of the existing relocation pregram underway to
mitigate aircraft noise impacts on area residences, as part of LAWA’s 3-7
Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program (ANMP); the 2004 LAX Master Plan
EIR also environmentally cleared the acquisition of property in the
Belford area and Manchester Square area through eminent domain.
Should the land acquisition under the existing ANMP Relocation Plan
not be completed by the time the proposed Project is approved and
advanced into implementation, LAWA would begin to explore practical
measures, including voluntary acquisition, leasing, and/or eminent
domain to ensure designated areas are vacated consistent with LAMP's
construction sequencing plan.
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Deputy Project Manager
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Page 30of 3

¢ The AMC DEIR identifies potential cumulative noise impacts related to
the Travelodge Hotel. However, Travelodge may not renew their lease
with LAWA which is set to expire in April 2018. The potential demolition
of the Travelodge is included in the LAMP Project. Therefore, there
may not be cumulative noise impacts at this location.

3-8

e To reduce potential cumulative traffic impacts during construction, close
coordination is required between the two agencies. Both agencies need
to work collaboratively to develop plans for lane closures, maintenance
of access, detour routes and maintain safe and adequate pedestrian 3-9
protection. LAWA suggests that Metro may want to participate in
LAWA’s Construction and Logistics Management process as part of the
AMC Project implementation.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR and we look forward to
working with Metro on this important project. Should you have any questions, please
do not hesitate to contact me at (424) 646-5175.

Lisa Trifiletti
Deputy Executive Director
Environmental Programs Group

LT:RA:0c
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LETTER NO. 3 RESPONSE

Lisa Trifiletti

Los Angeles World Airports
1 World Way

Los Angeles, CA 90045

3-1

3-2

3-3

3-5

3-6

3-7

Metro and LAWA have been and will continue to collaborate during different project
phases including environmental, planning, design and construction and planning
process. Specific comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

LAWA and Metro entered into a mutual voluntary, non-funding Cooperation Protocol
(CP) on January 21, 2016 to establish voluntary, non-funding procedures and protocols
to facilitate timely communication regarding planning, environmental clearances, real
estate acquisitions and implementation of their respective projects, and to serve as a
framework for future interaction between the parties, focusing on key areas of interest
between LAWA and Metro. In adopting the CP, the Parties expressly stated that it
would be necessary to revisit and modify the agreement from time to time to expand
upon the matters addressed in the CP, and to address issues not covered under the
CP. The CP also established Technical Advisory, Oversight and Steering Committees.
The Steering Committee meets on a bi-monthly basis, whereas the Steering and
Oversight Committee and monthly and bi-annual meetings.

LAWA and Metro are working on a Master Cooperative Agreement which will expand
upon the CP to establish clear and reliable processes for providing review and
comments or approvals of design deliverables, coordinating construction efforts,
inspecting work, and allocating responsibility for coordinating elements of the projects
that interface with one another, in order to minimize project costs, risk of delays and
the potential for contractor claims.

Refer to Response to Comment 3-3.

Aviation Boulevard will be widened as part of the LAMP. Metro and LAWA are
coordinating on the driveway locations and Aviation Boulevard configuration,
including the traffic signal phasing at the shared north driveway intersection, length of
left-turn lane and the potential accommodation of a multi-use path on the west side of
Aviation Boulevard south of Arbor Vitae Street.

LAWA’s LAMP proposes amendments to the City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 to
provide bicycle connectivity in and around LAX. Metro is coordinating with LAWA in
enhancing pedestrian and bicycle facilities along Aviation Boulevard. Metro and LAWA
will continue to work together to determine the funding for this multi-use path.

In response to this comment, Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR has
been updated to state that Bright Star Secondary Charter Academy and remaining
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3-9

residences located in the Manchester Square area will be relocated as part of the
Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and Additions,
for specific corrections.

Metro is taking a conservative analysis approach and including the Travelodge Hotel in
the proposed project analysis of cumulative conditions given the uncertainty of
cumulative conditions.

Metro is committed to continued coordination with LAWA to reduce potential
cumulative traffic impacts during construction. Construction measures related to
traffic control are discussed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR.
Interface and communication between the agencies will be essential to addressing
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, reducing construction effects and ensuring that
the projects can be integrated to the best extent possible.
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—® YEARS
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of

COMMENT LETTER NO. 4

August 6, 2016

Ms. Meghna Khanna, Deputy Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro)
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, California 90012

E-mail: laxconnector@metro.net

RE: SCAG Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the

HOXERNMEN LS Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Transit Station Project [SCAG NO. IGR8364]
Main Office
818 West 7th Street
Dear Ms. Khanna,
12th Floor

Los Angeles, California
90017-3435

1{213) 236-1800
f(213) 236-1825

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) for the Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station Project
("proposed project”) to Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) for
review and comment. The proposed project includes a new multi-modal transportation
center to connect LAX to the regional bus and rail transit system. The 9.5-acre project
site includes: (1) three at-grade Light Rail Transit platforms to be used by the

Www.scag.cagov Crenshaw/LAX Line and an extension of the Metro Green Line, (2) Bus plaza and
terminal facility for Metro and municipal bus operators, (3) Bicycle hub with secured
parking for up to 150 bicycles, (4) Pedestrian plaza, (5) Passenger vehicle pick-up and

Officers drop-off area, and (6) Metro transit center/terminal building ("Metro Hub") that connects
Prestdasit passengers between the various modes of transportation.

Michele Martinez, Santa Ana

s Based on SCAG staff's review, the proposed project supports overall the goals of the ol
Margaret E. Finlay, Duarte 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016
) RTP/SCS). The proposed project is included in the financially constrained 2016
Wi o O RTP/SCS (see Project List technical appendix, RTP ID: 1TR0101). SCAG staff
Associated Governments comments are detailed in the attachment to this letter.
PPV e o el When available, please send a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Report to the
attention of the Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) Program at SCAG's office in Los
Executive/Administration Angeles. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact
Com Chalr Lijin Sun, Senior Regional Planner, at (213) 236-1882 or sunl@scag.ca.gov. Thank you.
Michele Martinez, Santa Ana
Policy Committee Chairs Sincerely
Community, Economic and "
Human Development
Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake
E &Envi v
e B s ¥ i Elon g
Transportation Ping Chang
Barbara Me: , Alhambr. * = 5 :
e i Acting Manager, Compliance and Performance Monitoring
The Regional Council consists of 86 elected officials representing 191 cities, six counties, six County Transportation Commissions, one representative
from the Transportation Corridor Agencies, one Tribal Government representative and one representative for the Air Districts within Southern California.
20160509 printed on recycled paper ()
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SCAG STAFF COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
AIRPORT METRO CONNECTOR 96™ STREET TRANSIT STATION PROJECT
[SCAG NO. IGR8364]

SUMMARY

SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law, and is
responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including the Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 375. As the clearinghouse for regionally
significant projects per Execulive Order 12372, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects,
and programs with regional plans.' Guidance provided by these reviews is intended to assist local
agencies such as local jurisdictions and project proponents to take actions that help contribute to the
attainment of the regional goals and policies in the RTP/SCS. 4.2

The proposed project is included in the financially constrained 2016 RTP/SCS (RTP ID: 1TR0101). To
view the project in the Project List technical appendix, please visit
htp://scagrtpscs .net/Documents/2016/final/f2016RTPSCS ProjectList.pdf.

Based on SCAG staff review, the proposed project supports the goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS, and the
analysis in the Draft EIR for the proposed project is based on the growth forecasts adopted as part of the
2016 RTP/SCS.

2016 RTP/SCS REGIONAL GROWTH FORECASTS

Local input plays an important role in developing a reasonable growth forecast for the 2016 RTP/SCS.
SCAG used a bottom-up local review and input process and engaged local jurisdictions in establishing
the base geographic and socioeconomic projections including population, household and employment. At
the time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG jurisdictional-level growth forecasts that were
developed in accordance with the bottom-up local review and input process consist of the 2020, 2035,
and 2040 population, households and employment forecasts. To view them, please visit
http://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2016GrowthForecastByJurisdiction.pdf. The growth forecasts for the
region and applicable jurisdictions are below.

4-3
Adopted SCAG Region Wide Forecasts Adopted City of Los Angeles Forecasts
Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2040 Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2040
| Population 19,663,000 22,091,000 22,138,800 4,017,000 4,442,500 4,609,400
Households 6,458,000 7,325,000 7,412,300 1,441,400 1,618,900 1,690,300
Employment 8,414,000 9,441,000 9.871,500 1,899,500 2,104,100 2,169,100
SCAG Staff Comments
Please review and consider the most recently adopted SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS Regional Growth Forecasts
in the Final Environmental Impact Report.
2016 RTP/SCS LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES
The 2016 RTP/SCS is a long-range vision plan that balances future mobility and housing needs with
economic, environmental and public health goals by integrating land use and transportation planning so 4-4
the region can grow smartly and sustainably. The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for focusing new growth around
transit, which supports the development of High Quality Transit Areas (HQTAs), Livable Corridors, and
! Lead agencies such as local jurisdictions have the sole discretion in determining a local project's consistency with the 2016
RTP/SCS for the purp of ining for CEQA. Any “consistency” finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process
should not be construed as a determination of consistency with the 2016 RTP/SCS for CEQA.
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Neighborhood Mobility Areas (NMAs) so SCAG residents can benefit from increase mobility, more active
lifestyles, increased economic opportunity and an overall higher quality of life. For more information on
integrating land use and transportation planning, please review the Final 2016 RTP/SCS
(hitp://scagrtpscs.net/Documents/2016/final/f2016RTPSCS .pdf).

SCAG Staff Comments

On pages 3.1-10 and 3.4-4 of the Draft EIR, High Quality Transit Areas are defined as “[...] areas with rail
transit service or bus service where lines have peak headways of less than 15 minutes.” High Quality
Transit Areas are defined in the 2016 RTP/SCS as areas within one-half mile of a fixed guideway transit
stop or a bus transit corridor where buses pick up passengers at a lrequency of every 15 minutes or less
during peak commuting hours. (Emphasis added). SCAG suggests the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the proposed project considers and reflects the revised definition, as appropriate.

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS-BASED MITIGATION MEASURES

SCAG staff recommends that you review the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final PEIR) for
the 2016 RTP/SCS for guidance, as appropriate. SCAG's Regional Council certified the Final PEIR for
the 2016 RTP/SCS and adopted the associated Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding
Considerations (FOF/SOC) and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) on April 7, 2016
(please see: http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016PEIR.aspx). The Final PEIR includes a list of project-
level performance standards-based mitigation measures that may be considered for adoption and
implementation by lead, responsible, or trustee agencies in the region, as applicable and feasible.
Project-level mitigation measures are within responsibility, authority, and/or jurisdiction of project-
implementing agency or other public agency serving as lead agency under CEQA in subsequent project-
and site- specific design, CEQA review, and decision-making processes, to meet the performance
standards for each of the CEQA resource categories.

4-4
conl.

45
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LETTER NO. 4 RESPONSE

Ping Chang

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

4-1  The Final EIR with responses to this comment letter have been forwarded to the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Inter-Governmental Review
Program and specific comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

4-2  The comment does not include a specific comment related to the content or
conclusions of the Draft EIR, and no further response is necessary.

4-3  Metro considered the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS growth projections during the Draft EIR
process. The CEQA baseline was established on February 6, 2015 when the NOP was
prepared and distributed by Metro. The Metro planning, modeling and growth
forecasting process has assumed incremental growth in the airport vicinity and
surrounding region consistent with procedures used in other Metro projects. The
2016-2040 RTP/SCS was adopted by SCAG on April 7, 2016, after the relevant analyses
were completed.

4-4  The Draft EIR has been revised to reflect the corrected definition of High Quality
Transit Areas (HQTAs). Revision of the HQTAs definition did not alter the impact
analysis in the Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, or Land Use sections. Refer to the
Chapter 2.0, Correction and Additions, for the corrected definition.

4-5  Asdiscussed in the Draft EIR, less than significant impacts related to Hazards and
Hazardous Materials would occur with Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-6.
Metro reviewed the SCAG Final Program EIR for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS project-level
performance standards-based mitigation measures and determined that Mitigation
Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-6 adequately mitigate potential impacts associated
with the proposed project.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 5
MIKE BONIN

City of Los Angeles
Councilmember, Eleventh District

August 5, 2016

Ms, Meghna Khanna

Dceputy Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna,

‘Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Airport Metro Connector (AMC) 96th Street Transit Station Project.

As a member of the Board of Direclors for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) and the Councilmember representing the Eleventh District in the City of Los Angeles, I
am very proud of the work that both Metro and Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) have completed to
date in their joint efforts to provide a seamless and robust connection between Los Angeles International
Airport {LAX) and the regional Metro Rail system. If designed and built as envisioned, the AMC Project,
together with the LAX Landside Access Modemization Program (LAMP), will create the world-class
transit connection to LAX that we have all been waiting for, and will help us reduce the future traffic
congestion at LAX that we are already experiencing today.

As Metro moves forward with the detailed design of the AMC 'I'ransit Station, and the release of the Final
EIR, I would like to emphasize some of the main items that both Metro and LAWA need to continue
working on together in order to deliver a fully integrated project that provides a seamless experience for
the passenger between LAWA’s Automated People Mover (APM) system and Metro’s AMC Transit
Station.

Construct the Multi-Use Pathway

In various sections throughout the Draft EIR, Metro infers that it will not construct the bicycle
infrastructurc that will be needed for bicyclists to safely access the proposed Bike Hub at the AMC
Transit Station. The Draft EIR states that LAWA will install a multi-use pathway for bicyclists and
pedestrians along the west side of Avialion Boulevard and south of Arbor Vitac Strect. Being that Mceiro
will be constructing a new 157 sidewalk on the west side of Aviation Boulevard as part of this project, 1
encourage Metro to identify how to either entirely fund the construction of a multi-use pathway as part of
the AMC Project, or work in coordination with LAWA to identify a cost-sharing implementation strategy
thal both agencies, and the City ol Los Angeles, agree 10. As slated in the Drafl EIR, site access is

Westchester Office City Hall West Los Angeles Office
7166 W. Manchester Boulevard 200 N. Spring Strect, Room 475 1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201
Los Angeles, CA 90045 1os Angeles, CA 90012 Los Angeles, (A 90025
(310} 568-§772 213) 473-701 (310} 575-8461
(3101 410-3916 Fax (213) 473-6926 Fax {3101 375-8305 Fax
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considered an area of controversyfissue to be resolved. We absolutely must ensure safe bicycle access to 5-2
the AMC Transit Station is provided as part of the AMC Project. cont.

Further Assess 98th Street and Arbor Vitae Street as part of the Bus Rerouting Plan

The proposed AMC Project includes a new bus facility and bus plaza as part of the overall multi-modal
transportation center, As a result, the Draft EIR has prepared a bus rerouting plan shown in Appendix E.
As part of this bus rerouting plan, the segment of 98th Street between Airport Boulevard to the new future 5.3
intersection, 98th Street/Aviation Boulevard, is included as part of the bus-rerouting analysis. As Metro
moves forward with the Final EIR, please assess the (raflic volumes at the new future 98th
Street/Aviation Boulevard intersection.

Coordinate Construction Traffic Management Plan with LAWA and Stakeholders
As a result of LAWA and Metro projects, between 2017 and 2024, there will be an increase in

construction throughout the hotel and office business district surrounding the LAX. Accordingly, please
ensure that an effective traffic management plan is developed with LAWA, and local stakeholders. Both 5.4
agencies must work together to continue providing the traveling public efficient access to LAX during
construction, as well as maintain/improve aceess to the local hotel and office business district.

Intcgrate the AMC Transit Station Design with the LAMP Project
Lastly, as Metro moves forward with detailed design of the AMC Transit Station and it’s integration with

the LAX LAMP Project, Metro must ensure there is a scamless connection provided between the two
facilities that reduces walking distances and improves the quality of the travel experience for passengers.
The continued cooperation between LAWA and Metro design and comstruction teams is critical to 5-5
delivering high quality transportation facilities that best serve the public. We must design the AMC
Transit Station to be a world-class transit facility as it will be the first experience of the Metro Rail system
in Los Angeles for many passengers.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR. This project is vital to building not
only a world-class airport with unmatched passenger conveniences, but also a firstlass neighbor to the
surrounding communities. Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact my Director
of Transportation Policy, Paul Backstrom, at (213) 473-7011 or at paul backstrom@lacity.org.

Regards,

Mol o

MIKE BONIN
Councilmember, 11th District
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LETTER NO. 5 RESPONSE

Mike Bonin

City of Los Angeles
Councilmember, Eleventh District
Westchester Office

7166 W. Manchester Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90045

5-1

5-3

5-4

The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Specific comments
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

The LAMP Draft EIR, released on September 15, 2016, proposes changes to the City of
Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 to include a multi-use path on the west side of
Aviation Boulevard and modify the street designation of Aviation Boulevard. Metro
and LAWA are coordinating on the potential accommodation of a multi-use path on
the west side of Aviation Boulevard south of Arbor Vitae Street. Also, Metro, in
coordination with LAWA will explore funding sources to implement this multi-use
path.

To evaluate the impact of the proposed project at traffic volumes at the new future 98th
Street and Aviation Boulevard intersection that is proposed as part of the LAWA
LAMP, the bus rerouting volumes and the passenger vehicle pick-up and drop-off area
traffic volumes were added to this intersection. The forecast traffic volumes and level
of service at this intersection were obtained from the 2035 Cumulative plus Project
Scenario from the LAX Landside Access Modernization Program Draft Environmental
Impact Report (LAWA, 2016). As shown in the table below, with the addition of
proposed project trips, the intersection is projected to operate at LOS C in the AM
peak hour and LOS D in the PM peak hour. An impact comparison to the baseline is
not shown below, because the intersection doesn't exist, as it will be implemented as
part of the LAWA LAMP. However, if the LAWA LAMP LOS results were used as the
Cumulative baseline to assess project impacts, the proposed project would increase
the V/C ratio by 0.005 in both the AM and PM peak hours. This V/C change is well
below the thresholds of significance for intersection traffic impacts in the City of Los
Angeles.

Intersection AM PM
V/C LOS V/C LOS
Aviation Boulevard & 98t Street 0.772 C 0.900 D

Construction measures related to traffic control are discussed in Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR. LAWA and Metro entered into a mutual
voluntary, non-funding CP on January 21, 2016 to establish voluntary, non-funding
procedures and protocols to facilitate timely communication regarding planning,
environmental clearances, real estate acquisitions and implementation of their
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respective projects, and to serve as a framework for future interaction between the
Parties, focusing on key areas of interest between LAWA and Metro. In adopting the
CP, the parties expressly stated it would be necessary to revisit and modify the
agreement from time to time to expand upon the matters addressed in the CP, and to
address issues not covered under the CP. The CP also established Technical Advisory,
Oversight and Steering Committees. LAWA and Metro are working on a Master
Cooperative Agreement which will expand upon the CP to establish clear and reliable
processes for providing review and comments or approvals of design deliverables,
coordinating construction efforts, inspecting work, and allocating responsibility for
coordinating elements of the projects that interface with one another, in order to
minimize project costs, risk of delays, and the potential for contractor claims.

5-5  Both projects have a primary objective of ensuring a reliable, fast, and convenient
connection between LAX and the regional rail and bus system. Metro and LAWA are
coordinating on the planning, design, engineering, and construction to ensure system
integration and compatibility.

@ Page 3-28
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station

Final EIR

3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 6
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
100 South Main Street, 10th Floor
Los Angeles, Califernia 90012
(213}972-8470
FAX (213 972-6410

Seleta |. Reynolds
GENERAL MANAGER

ERIC GARCETTI
MAYOR

August 5, 2016
Meghna Khanna
Deputy Project Manager, Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, California 80012
Subject: AIRPORT METRO CONNNECTOR PROJECT - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear Ms. Khanna:

In a communication dated March 6, 2015, the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation {LADOT)
submitted the following request, in response to the Airport Metro Connector {AMC) Project, Draft
Environmental Impact Report {DEIR) Notice of Preparation {NOP):

“That the project appropriately consider potential transit connections discussed in the City of Los
Angeles Westside Mobility Plan, particularly the proposed BRT/LRT project being considered on
Lincoln Boulevard between the City of Santa Monica and the 967 Street station.”

Subsequent to providing this comment, LADOT has initiated the process to develop a Project Report /
Environmental Document {PR/ED) for the purpose of widening the Lincoln Bridge over the Ballona Creek

and the Culver Bridge over Lincoln Boulevard, which are the initial steps needed to advance the 6-1
aforementioned Lincoln Boulevard BRT/LRT project. As a result, with respect to your AMC project’s
DEIR, we would like to reiterate the need for consideration of provisions in your project scope to provide
a future access point for our proposed BRT/LRT along this critical north-south corridor. We believe that
with our coordination, we can achieve the important goal of establishing a north-south regional rail
connection that links LAX to the larger regional rail network along the Coastal Corridor. Therefore,
LADOT would like to again request that the final design for the AMC Project include consideration
toward facilitating this connection.
Sincerely,
Sean Haeri
Senior Transportation Engineer
¢: Tomas Carranza, LADOT Development Services

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY — AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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LETTER NO. 6 RESPONSE

Sean Haeri

Los Angeles Department of Transportation
100 S. Main Street, 10t" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90012

6-1  The proposed project would not result in construction on Lincoln Boulevard or near
the Lincoln Boulevard Bus Rapid Transit/Light Rail Transit (BRT/LRT) Project.
Therefore, the proposed project would not affect the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation’s ability to construct the Lincoln Boulevard BRT/LRT Project or
interfere with the related bridge widening projects.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 7

18400 Von KARMAN AVENUE, SUITE 800, IRVINE, CALFORNIA 92612-0514
THELFPIRONE (949) 760-1121 / FAX (949) 720-0182

Buchalter™

A Professienal Law Corporation

Direct Diat Number: (949) 224-6292
Direct Facsimnile Number: (949) 224-6480
E-Mail Address: blichman@ buchaiier.com

August 5, 2016

VIA E-MAIL (LAXCONNECTOR@METRO.NET)

Meghna Khanna

Deputy Project Manager

Los Angcles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station Draft Environmental Impact
Report - Comments of the City of Culver City

Dear Ms. Khanna:

The following constitute the comments of the City of Culver City (“Culver City”)
regarding the Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station (“Metro Project”) Draft
Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”). As a thteshold matter, please be advised that Culver
City commends the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority (“Metro”) for its 7-1
initiative in providing alternative modes of transportation for the citizens of Los Angeles. These
comments are, therefore, submitted in a spirit of cooperation with both the concept and
implementation of the Metro Project. Nevertheless, there remain some matters concerning which
Culver City requests clarification.

L CULVER CITY RECOMMENDS THAT THE CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC IMPACTS
OF THE METRO PROJECT BE DISCUSSED IN MORE DETAIL

The DEIR defines one of the Metro Project’s primary objectives as “to integrate with
existing and future transit connections and LAX facilitics,” ES-9. Moreover, the “goal of the
proposed project is to increase transit ridership and provide a reliable and convenient transit
option to and from LAX . . ,” DEIR, p. 2-9, § 2.3.1. In fact, Metro’s efforts appear to have been 7:9
principally directed at expediting the construction of a regional rail connection to the airport. and
devcloping a “direct interface with LAWA’s [Los Angeles World Airports] proposed LAMP
APM [Automated People Moverj . . .,” DEIR, p. ES-10. Nevertheless, the environmental
impacts of the Metro Project are analyzed separately from those of the Landside Access
Modernization Program (“LAMP”) project. This is especially true with respect to the 900,000
square feet of “collateral development” proposed as part of the LAMP project. On that basis,
despite the broad sweep of the LAMP project, and the clear and direct role of the Metro Project

1 g s PO RPN SIS Jiy
Lon Asigeles » Urange Coungy + San Francizne = Seotisdale
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Buchalteriems

Meghna Khanna
August 5, 2016
Page 2
in implementing it, the DEIR reaches the conclusion that there are no significant traffic impacts, Zozn i
cumulative or direct, resulting from the Metro Project. ¢
Moreover, the DEIR defines the study arca for cumulative impacts as Manchester on the
north, La Cienega on the cast, Imperial Highway and 105 on the south, and Sepulveda Boulevard
7-3

on the west. However, even though Culver City is proximate to the area defined as within the
scope of the analysis; a number of the thoroughfares that were analyzed extend beyond the study
area into Culver City; and a substantial portion of the traffic to LAX travels on those
thoroughfares through Culver City, the Metro Project’s cumulative impacts on Culver City do
not appear in the analysis.

Therefore, the question that is left unanswered in the DEIR is the way in which the Metro
Project will mitigate, or cxacerbate, the manifest impacts of the LAMP project and its collateral
development. Culver City would, therefore, request that Metro revisit the synergistic 7-4
relationship of LAMP’s future traffic impacts, including the traffic certain to arisc from the
planned collateral development around the Intermodal Transportation Facility (*ITF”) with the
Metro Project’s cumulative traffic impacts, including those impacts on Culver City.

IL CULVER CITY WOULD AL SO APPRECIATE A MORE DETAILED DISCUSSION
OF THE AIR QUALITY IMPACTS OF THE METRO PROJECT

The DEIR acknowledges that implementation of the Metro Project will result in 287
more daily bus Vehicle Miles Traveled (“VMT™), and 4,148 daily passenger vehicle miles
traveled compared to the future without project scenario. However. the analysis does not go into
detail concerning the DEIR’s forecast of 164,524,301 YMT with the Mectro Project, over and 7.5
above the current conditions, i.e., the proper comparison to the baseline under CEQA. See,
DEIR, Table 3.1.6, Operational Daily VMT. In addition, with the stated assumptions that
“changes in VMT related to the rental car maintenance facility would result in negligible
emissions,” Table 3.1.6, fn. 2, and that “the more stringent emissions regulations would result in
a substantial decrease in the emissions for mobile sources from existing conditions to 2035,”
DEIR, p. 3.1-22, Table 3.1.7, most emissions increases resulting from the Metro Project and its
dramatic increase in VMT are found to be negligible, except those for PM10 and PM2.5 which
are purported not to be controlled by fuel consumption, DEIR, p. 3.1-22-23.

Consequently, Culver City recommends that the DEIR’s air quality analysis, disclosing
substantial increases in VMT [rom the CEQA mandated baseline to 2035 resulting from the 7.6
Metro Project, be revised to incorporate a more thorough discussion of the impacts of the Metro
Project when compared to the CEQA mandated baseline, i.¢., existing conditions.

.  CULVER CITY REQUESTS A MORE COMPREHENSIVE DEFINITION OF THE
LAND USE COMPONENTS OF THE METRO PROJECT

7-7
While the DEIR goes into some detail in describing the various components of the Metro
Project, the “Metro Hub” component remains something of mystery. DEIR, §2.3.2.3,p. 2-16

BN 213461072
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Meghna Khanna
August 5, 2016
Page 3

describes that area as containing “security office, food/beverage/convenience/retail kiosk type
spaces,” although it also provides for “passenger amenities™ for various user groups, without

describing of what those amenitics consist.

given to “collateral development™ in the LAMP Notice of Preparation ("NOP”), even though that
development, both independently and cumulatively, has the potential for generating substantial
traffic, air quality, land use and other impacts not explored in that NOP, on the ground that a
future, project level EIR will be provided (eventually). It is therefore Culver City’s view that the
Metro Project DEIR nceds to further cxplain the type and scope of the amenities planned and the

potential access points.

In summary, Culver City once again thanks Metro for its efforts, and encourages a more
comprehensive exploration of the Metro Project’s impacts on the region in general and Culver
City in particular to ensure that a well-intentioned and much needed service can be implemented

without delay.

BN 213461072

This lapsc is somewhat reminiscent of the treatment
7-7
cont.

7-8

Sincerely,
BUCHALTER NEMER

A Professional Corporation

8]
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Barbara Lichman

@ Metro
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LETTER NO. 7 RESPONSE

Barbara Lichman

Buchalter Nemer, in behalf of Culver City
18400 Von Karman Avenue, Suite 800
Irvine, CA 92612

7-1

7-2

7-3

The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Specific comments
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

The proposed project and LAMP are two separate projects being implemented by two
regional agencies. The proposed project would provide a reliable and convenient
transit option to LAX without the LAMP by providing an easy transfer from the regional
light rail system to an LAX-bound bus. The proposed project has no direct role in
enabling the collateral development proposed as part of the LAMP. Nor is the
proposed project dependent upon LAWA proposed collateral development in any way.
The LAMP components proposed by LAWA are independent of the proposed project.
Accordingly, the collateral development is included in the cumulative analysis of
related projects.

Regarding potential traffic impacts, direct impacts are assessed in Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic, and cumulative conditions are assessed in Chapter 5.0,
Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR. Cumulative conditions within the proposed
project study area that affect local roadway circulation include the CONRAC, ITFs, the
APM, roadway improvements throughout the cumulative impact study area and
collateral private development on the east side of Aviation Boulevard. The comment
correctly identifies that no significant direct or cumulative impacts were identified in
the Draft EIR.

The cumulative impact study area is defined roughly by Manchester Avenue to the
north, La Cienega Boulevard to the east, Imperial Highway and 1-105 to the south and
Sepulveda Boulevard to the west. This is based on the influence area of the proposed
project as a bus center and bus to a Metro rail transfer facility. The proposed project
would generate approximately 92 daily trips associated with Metro rail passenger pick-
ups and drop-offs. Table 3.6-4 of the Draft EIR shows that there would be
approximately 18 peak hour trips associated with Metro rail passengers using the pick-
up and drop-off area. Traffic associated with the LAMP is included as a related project
in the cumulative impact analysis. The intersections in Culver City are not expected to
result in a change of LOS by project-related traffic because the proposed project’s 18
peak hour trips would be spread throughout the regional roadway network. In
addition, changes in bus routes due to the proposed project are captured in the study
area, and there would be no bus route changes in Culver City. As stated in Chapter
5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR, the proposed project combined with past,
present, and reasonably probable future projects would not create a cumulative
impact.
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Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR included a detailed discussion of
potential cumulative impacts. Cumulative conditions with the related projects within
the study area that affect local roadway circulation include the CONRAC, East and
West ITFs, the APM, roadway improvements throughout the cumulative impact study
area and collateral private development on the east side of Aviation Boulevard. The
proposed project would generate approximately 92 daily trips spread throughout the
regional roadway network and there is no potential for the proposed project to
contribute meaningful traffic volumes to cumulative conditions.

This comment addresses the change in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) that would result
from implementation of the proposed project and the consequential effects on air
quality. The VMT analysis for the Draft EIR was conducted on two levels: both a
regional scale that encompassed the entire SCAG region, and a local scale that
considered additional passenger vehicle trips directly to the project site and
reconfiguration of bus routes. The regional analysis examined SCAG daily regional
VMT under existing conditions, as well as in the future with and without project
conditions. The increase of 164,521,177 daily VMT between the existing conditions
(395,080,999) and the future without project conditions (559,602,176) results from
forecasted regional growth that is not associated with the proposed project. The focus
of the air quality assessment is the incremental change in regional VMT directly
attributable to implementation of the proposed project, which is represented by the
difference between the future with and without project conditions.

Subtracting the daily regional VMT under the future without project condition
(559,602,176) from the daily regional VMT under the future with project condition
(559,605,824) yields the VMT increase attributed to the proposed project (2,602). The
revised air quality assessment considers this regional increase in combination with the
local changes in VMT (1,546 additional daily pick-up and drop-off vehicle miles and
287 additional daily bus miles) and estimates emissions using emissions factors
applicable to the existing condition. The following table summarizes the incremental
increase in daily air pollutant emissions from the proposed project beyond the existing
conditions, which represent the appropriate CEQA baseline. The data demonstrate
that emissions resulting from the proposed project relative to the existing condition
would be substantially below the SCAQMD significance thresholds, and air quality
impacts would be less than significant. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and
Additions, for specific corrections.
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Emissions Source Daily \eld NOx co SOx PM1o PMz.s
VMT | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day)
Stationary
Area -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Energy - <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Stationary Subtotal - <7 <7 <7 <7 <7 <7
Mobile
Regional Passenger Vehicles | 2,602 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Local Pick-Up and Drop-Off Trips | 1,546 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Buses 287 <1 6 6 <1 <1 <1
Mobile Subtotal| 4,435 <] 7 16 <] <] <]
zcg:]aclﬁltDiz:’ll); Emissions Above Existing 1 7 17 <1 1 <1
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: Terry A. Hayes Associates Inc., 2016.

7-6

7-7

Refer to Response to Comment 7-5 related to VMT and air quality emissions.

The Metro Hub components are designed to service transit users of the proposed
project. The passenger amenities, including food/beverage/convenience/retail kiosk-
type spaces, would have no stand-alone functionality, unlike the collateral
development proposed by LAWA as part of the LAMP which could include 900,000
square feet of office space, hotel, commercial space and conference center. Passenger
amenities would also include restrooms for travelers. Access to these amenities would
be provided from buses and rail cars arriving at the project site, or from passengers
using the pick-up and drop-off area. No parking dedicated to the passenger amenities
would be provided at the project site. These passenger-serving amenities are
described in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, and were included in
Chapter 3.0, Environmental Impacts.

The comment is a summary statement thanking Metro for its efforts, and encouraging
a more comprehensive exploration of project impacts on the region in general and
Culver City in particular. Specific comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed
in Response to Comments 7-2 through 7-7.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 8

CITY OF LAWNDALE

Office of the Mayor

ROBERT PULLEN-MILES

Mayor

August 4, 2016

Ms. Meghna Khanna
Deputy Project Manager
Metro

One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stap 99-22-5

Los Angeles. CA 80012

RE: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR) FOR AIRPORT METRO
CONNECTOR 96™ STREET TRANSIT STATION 45-DAY PUBLIC COMMENT
REVIEW PERIOD (SCH# 2015021609)

Dear Ms. Khanna:

On behalf of the City Council of the City of Lawndale, | would like to take this
opportunity fo provide comments and express concems on the proposed Airport Metro
Connector 86" Street Transit Station, as outlined in the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR). While the City understands that there are a number of potential benefits
associated with the project, the City remains concerned that substantial impacts fo the
citizens of Lawndale are not being adequately presented in the DEIR, Similarly, those
impacts are not targeted for potential mitigation or improvements that could reduce the
effects to be endured by the community as a result of the project. We respectfully
submit these comments to help ensure that local decision makers fully comply with the
California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code § 21000 ef seq., “CEQA?)
and the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code of Regulations §§ 15000 — 15387) with respect
to the project. The following list outlines the City’s comments and concerns:

» Aesthetics. The Aesthetics section of the DEIR is inadequate. The Aesthetics
section of the DEIR did not identify, study, or mitigaie the potential impacts on
the surrounding area with regards to the light rail transit platforms, terminal
facility, or entire fransit center. Those facilities will have a significant impact on
the environment.

» Air Quality. The Alr Quality section of the DEIR is inadequate, faulty, and
fundamentally flawed. The Air Quality sections of the DEIR did not address or

A BUREY AVENUE « LAWNDALE, CAS0260 « (310)973-3200 » Fax(310)644-4556
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Alrpart/Metro Connector 96 Street
DEIR Comment Letter
August 4, 2016

identify traffic trips and the emissions generated for the passenger pickup/drop-
off in the analysis. Additionally, the proposed project is inconsisient with all of
the City of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Goals, Objectives, and Palicies
as identified on Pages 3.1-12, Table 3.1.2.

Baseline Conditions. The DEIR did not adequately address nor establish
throughout the entire DEIR, baseline conditions. The identified areas lacking
adequate baseline conditions include: Air Quality, Greenhouse Gases, and
Traffic/Transportation sections. Pursuant fo CEQA, the Lead Agency is required
to address and establish the baselines conditions in the DEIR.

City of Los Angeles Westchester-Playa Del Rey Community Plan. The
proposed project is not consistent with the goals or policies of the City of Los
Angeles Westchester-Playa Del Rey Community Plan because it displaces
current industrial/commercial fand uses for the area, reduces jobs, economic
growth, and displaces current land uses. The DEIR does not adequately address,
analyze, and mitigate these environmental issues.

DEIR Project Description. The projecl description in the DEIR is inadequate
and incomplete. The project description mentions the proposed future Green Line
Extension and Automated People Mover, yet there is no analysis, evaluation,
special studies, or recommended mitigation studies periaining to these key
components for the project. CEQA mandates that the whole of the project be
analyzed and that the entire project’s scope must be analyzed and not deferred
or relied upon for another lead agency to complete at some future date.

Incompiete or Missing Information. The proposed “Automated People Mover”
is not adequately addressed as part of the proposed transit station in the DEIR.
The information is incomplete or no analysis was included in the DEIR.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials. The Draft EIR does not provide adequate
mitigation measures for hazardous soils impacts as identified in the DEIR. In
addition, the proposed mitigations measures suggest deferred mitigation, which
is in violation of the CEQA.

Noise Study. Noise study contained within the DEIR does not adequately
address noise impacis and the DEIR uses noise thresholds that are not
congistent with the threshoids used for noise by the City of Lawndale. The
infermation provided in the DEIR clearly shows the project will have significant
and substantial noise impacts on sensitive noise receptors in the surrounding
area. Most importantly, the information included in the DEIR clearly
demonstrates the noise levels exceeding the maximum allowance permitied
under the City of Los Angeles General Plan Noise Element. Furthermore, the
proposed mitigation measures are clearly inadequate and are founded on a fauity
and incomplete information supplied by a deficient noise study.

0001.6001/307153.1 Page |2
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Piecemealing. The impacts of the entire project, not just individual segments,
should be programmatically analyzed. CEQA forbids “piecemealing” projects.
Pursuant to CEQA, the whole of the entire project must be analyzed and those
environmental considerations related to project{s) broken down into littie projects,
thus reducing or minimizing the potentiat impacts fo the environment through
“piecemeal” is prohibited. Potential growth impacts, such as new development
projects, cannot be deferred fo be analyzed in a piecemeal fashion at a later
time. Rather, “the need for regional environmental consideration [must be made]
at the earliest stage of a planned development before it gains ireversible
momentum.”  (Bozung v. Local Agency Formation Commission of Ventura
County {1975) 13 Cal.3d 263, 284, fn. 28.) An agency cannot treat one
integrated large project as a succession of smaller projecis to avoid analyzing the
environmental impacts of the whole project. (See, CASDBA v. County of Inyo
{1985} 172 Cal. App. 3d 151, 165-166 [two separate "packages” of entitlements
for one project, each analyzed in a separate Negative Declaration, improper].}

The DEIR’s project description mentions the proposed fufure Green Line
Extension. However, the entire DEIR is deficient in identifying and analyzing the
potential impacts of the proposed future Green Line extension. Additionally,
there is a separate EIR currently being drafted by Metro dealing with another
segment for the proposed South Bay Green Line extension. Drafting twa different
EIR documents for the same Green Line project is in violation of the CEQA and
considered ‘piecemeal’ in viclation of CEQA and understates the cumulative
environmental impacts of the whole project.

The subject transit station should be proposed in conjunction with the Draft EIR
for the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension and not as a separate project.

Additionally, the Automated People Mover (APM) is another key compenent of
the Project, but the DEIR is deficient in identifying, analyzing, or mitigating any
portion thereof or the potential impacts of the APM. To emphasize, the whole of
the project must be studied, pursuant to CEQA.

Population and Housing. The Draft EIR does not provide adequate analysis of
the proposed project as it pertains to the Population and Housing impacts that
this project wili generate, which is required fo be reviewed under CEQA. The
analysis states the project will have no impacts to population or housing in the
DEIR. The DEIR fails to address or take into account that the proposed project
would induce substantial population growth either directly or indirectly. Further
analysis is needed and required pursuant to CEQA.

DEIR Preparers. The DEIR does not clearly identify the preparers invoived with
the preparation of the DEIR, including consultants, Meiro staff, and those
responsible for the preparation of the special studies.

UI001.0801/3071531 Page |3
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Significant Environmental Effects. The DEIR does not address significant
environmental effects on the environment, including not identifying direct,
indirect, long-term, and unavoidable impacts to the environment with regards fo
Noise and Vibrations, Land Use, Hazards, Traffic and Transpertation Sections in
the DEIR. CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance environmental
henefits of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental risks when
determining whether to approve the project. The DEIR needs to, and fails to,
provide an analysis of the risks of transportation accidents and their impacts, and
provide potential mitigation measures which address these impacts.

Transportation Study. Traffic study contained within the DEIR does not
adequately address traffic impacts for the proposed project. The information
included in the ftraffic analysis clearly demonsirates the Level of Services
exceeding the maximum traffic frips under the City of Los Angeles General Plan
Transporiation Element and the City of Los Angeles Zoning Ordinance.

Water Quality. Grading and construction in excess of ane acre would require
complefion of an NPDES mandated Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
{(SWPPP) to protect surface water quality. Mitigation measures should be
inciuded indicating that (a) a SWPPP shall be completed by a California
registered, Qualified SWPPP Developer and that (b} a California registered,
Qualified SWPPP Practitioner shall oversee and monitor construction Best
Management Practices and stormwater management, in accordance with the
State General Construction Permit and the Las Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

The DEIR fails to evaluate whether there would be an increase in the amount of
stormwater runoff in areas of new construction. If such an increase were to
occur, mitigation measures must be provided indicating how off-site flows wouid
be reduced to levels equal fo or less than existing off-site runoff in order to
reduce the potential for downstream flooding.

Geolegic. The project area is located in a geologically complex and seismically
active region that is subject to earthquakes and potentially strong ground
shaking. The DEIR needs fo discuss the highest peak ground accelerations at
the project area and transportation routes. Facilities would be susceptible ta
damage as a result of an earthquake on regional faulis.

Vibration Study. Drafi EIR does not adequately address vibration impacts of
proposed transit station. The information provided in the vibration study clearly
shows the project will have significant and substantial noise impacts to sensitive
receptors in the surround area.

The comments described above certainly do not represent a complete list, but are
demonstrative of the fact that there are many issues related fo the proposed Airport

01001.0001/367153.1 Page |4
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Metro Connector 96% Street Transit Station Project that were not adequately addressed
in the Draft EIR. To the extent comments are submitted by other agencies or interested
persons, Lawndale reserves the right to incorporate and adopt such comments as its
own.

8-20

t.
The members of the Lawndale City Council would fike to make it clear that the City has i

significant concemns about the proposed fransit station, as it is presented in the Draft
EIR. Furthemmore, we encourage Metro to work with Lawndale, as well as the
communities adjacent to the project site, to arrive at a solution that is a benefit, rather
than a burden, to the surrounding area as a whole.

Sincerely,

47./ el

rt Pullen-Miles
Mayor

Cc:  Members of the Lawndale City Councif
South Bay Cities Councit of Govemments
MTA Board of Directors

S1G0LD00LHTIST Page |5
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Robert Pullen-Miles
City of Lawndale

14717 Burin Avenue
Lawndale, CA 90260

8-1

8-2

83

8-4

The introduction summarizes the City's concerns with the Draft EIR. Specific
comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below.

The aesthetics analysis has been prepared in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines.
Section 4.4.1, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR includes a detailed assessment of the
aesthetic impacts of the entire transit facility, which encompasses the light rail
platforms, terminal facility and transit center. The impact analysis determined that the
proposed project would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings nor create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

Section 3.1, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR has been prepared in accordance with the
CEQA Guidelines. As shown in Table 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR, pick-up and drop-off
activities are included in the analysis and would generate 1,546 vehicle miles per day.
Emissions associated with these vehicle miles traveled were included in the estimation
of mobile source emissions in Table 3.1.7 of the Draft EIR. The net daily air pollutant
emissions that would result from the proposed project relative to the future without
project condition are shown in Table 3.1.8.

The discussion of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Air Quality Element is
presented for general information because the proposed project is located in the City
of Los Angeles. The goal of the proposed project is to increase transit ridership and
provide a reliable and convenient transit option to and from LAX. As discussed in
Section 3.1, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, the proposed project would be consistent
with the regional and local air quality reduction goals and, therefore, would not conflict
or obstruct local air quality plans, such as the City of Los Angeles General Plan Air
Quality Element.

The CEQA baseline condition was established when the NOP was published on
February 6, 2015. This comment addresses the change in VMT that would result from
implementation of the proposed project and the consequential effects on air quality.
The VMT analysis for the Draft EIR was conducted on two levels: both a regional scale
that encompassed the entire SCAG region, and a local scale that considered additional
passenger vehicle trips directly to the project site and reconfiguration of bus routes.
The regional analysis examined SCAG daily regional VMT under existing conditions, as
well as in the future with and without project conditions. The increase of 164,521,177
daily VMT between the existing conditions (395,080,999) and the future without
project conditions (559,602,176) results from forecasted regional growth that is not
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associated with the proposed project. The focus of the air quality assessment is the
incremental change in regional VMT directly attributable to implementation of the
proposed project, which is represented by the difference between the future with and
without project conditions.

Subtracting the daily regional VMT under the future without project condition
(559,602,176) from the daily regional VMT under the future with project condition
(559,605,824) yields the VMT increase attributed to the proposed project (2,602). The
revised air quality assessment considers this regional increase in combination with the
local changes in VMT (1,546 additional daily pick-up and drop-off vehicle miles and
287 additional daily bus miles) and estimates emissions using emissions factors
applicable to the existing condition. The following table summarizes the incremental
increase in daily air pollutant emissions from the proposed project beyond the existing
conditions, which represent the appropriate CEQA baseline. The data demonstrate
that emissions resulting from the proposed project relative to the existing condition
would be substantially below the SCAQMD significance thresholds, and air quality
impacts would be less than significant. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and
Additions, for specific corrections.

Emissions Source Daily VOC NOx Cco SOx PM1o PMz2s
VMT | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day) | (Ib/day)
Stationary
Area -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Energy -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Stationary Subtotal - <7 <7 <7 <7 <7 <7
Mobile
Regional Passenger Vehicles | 2,602 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Local Pick-Up and Drop-Off Trips | 1,546 <1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1
Buses 287 <1 6 6 <1 <1 <1
Mobile Subtotal| 4,435 <] 7 76 <7 <I <I
Total Daily Emissions A Existin
Cc;tnaditizn); ssions Above Existing 1 7 17 <1 ] 41
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: Terry A. Hayes Associates Inc., 2016.

Table 3.2.4 of the Draft EIR, quantifies the difference in greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions between the CEQA baseline and proposed project. Implementation of the
proposed project results in a decrease of 12,012,275 metric tons of GHG emissions
per year relative to the existing conditions. Table 3.6.6 of the Draft EIR compares the
proposed project conditions to the CEQA baseline. The results show that the average
increase in V/C would be less than one percent under the Critical Movement Analysis
and Intersection Capacity Utilization methods and there would be no exceedances of
the significance thresholds.
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A comprehensive analysis, particularly regarding local concerns and consistency with
the City of Los Angeles Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan, is discussed in
Section 3.4, Land Use and Planning, of the Draft EIR. The proposed project would be
consistent with the Community Plan’s intent to improve access in and to the LAX area,
increase transit connectivity for both employees of local businesses and air passengers
and support the provision of adequate transportation infrastructure. The proposed
project accomplishes this through the development of a multi-modal transportation
center that would provide a link between the LAX area and the regional bus and rail
transit system. The proposed project is consistent with the Westchester-Playa del Rey
Community Plan.

CEQA regulations do not require Metro to assess the environmental impacts
associated with displaced businesses. Should the EIR be certified by the Metro Board
of Directors, Metro would be required to comply with the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. Relocations would
include compensation per the Uniform Relocation Act, pursuant to 49 Code of Federal
Regulations Part 24 and the California Relocation Act. The property owner would be
given advanced written notice and would be informed of the relocation process.

The proposed project includes a new multi-modal transportation center with three at-
grade LRT platforms, bus plaza, bicycle hub, pedestrian plaza, passenger vehicle pick-
up and drop-off area and Metro Hub to connect LAX to the regional transit system.
The project site is located in the City of Los Angeles, approximately 10 miles southwest
of Downtown Los Angeles and 1.5 miles east of LAX. The 9.53-acre project site is
triangularly shaped and is generally bounded by Arbor Vitae Street to the north,
Aviation Boulevard to the east and south, and the Metro-owned railroad right-of-way to
the west.

As discussed in the Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the light rail
transit platforms, running north and south, would be served by the Metro
Crenshaw/LAX Line and the service extension of the Metro Green Line. The Metro
Green Line will share tracks with the Crenshaw/LAX trains. Changes in regional travel
modes associated with the new station and service extension were included in the
project-related impact analyses, discussed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic,
of the Draft EIR. Potential construction and operational impacts associated with the
Crenshaw/LAX Line were studied in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project
EIS/EIR, which was certified by the Metro Board in September 2011 and issued a
Record of Decision from the Federal Transit Administration in December 2011.

The proposed project and the LAMP are two separate projects being implemented by
two regional agencies. As discussed in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft
EIR, the proposed project does not include the LAMP elements and the LAMP is
assessed as a related project in the cumulative condition. The LAMP elements include
the APM, which would be owned and operated by LAWA, ITFs, CONRAC, roadway and
utility improvements and potential future collateral development. Chapter 5.0,
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8-10
8-11

Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR provides a detailed assessment of cumulative
conditions.

As discussed in Response to Comment 8-6, the proposed project does not include the
APM. The APM is part of LAWA's LAMP and addressed in the cumulative impact
analysis of the Draft EIR.

The Hazards and Hazardous Materials analysis has been prepared in accordance with
the CEQA Guidelines. As discussed in Section 3.3, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
of the Draft EIR, Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-6 were identified to reduce
or eliminate potential impacts related to construction of the proposed project

e Mitigation Measures HAZ-1, HAZ-4, and HAZ-6 address potential soil impacts as a
result of the proposed project and require that the proposed project meet
regulatory standards, including a Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to
confirm the presence or absence of underground storage tanks and other subgrade
features of environmental concern and a Soil Management Plan, if hazardous
conditions are identified in the Phase Il ESA.

e Mitigation Measure HAZ-4 further clarifies that remediation would be required, if
the Phase Il ESA identifies recognized environmental conditions; and

e Mitigation Measure HAZ-6 requires a soil vapor gas survey where enclosed
structures are planned for the purpose of establishing a baseline for potential
indoor vapor concentrations and remediation, if concentrations exceed Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment California Human Health Screening
Levels.

The mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR regarding hazards and hazardous
materials are not considered to be deferred mitigation.

The noise analysis contained in the Draft EIR has been prepared in accordance with
the CEQA Guidelines. As discussed in Section 3.5, Noise and Vibration, Metro as
Lead Agency has the discretion to establish the significance threshold for identifying
potential noise impacts. Potential noise impacts were assessed using guidance
provided by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Also in Section 3.5, Noise and
Vibration, of the Draft EIR, noise-related impacts during construction and operation
were determined to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.
The project site is more than 3.5 miles from the City of Lawndale, and the proposed
project has no potential to increase existing noise within the City of Lawndale.

Refer to Response to Comment 8-6.

Refer to Response to Comment 8-6. The APM is a separate project that would be
constructed, owned, and operated by LAWA, and is included in the analysis of
cumulative conditions in Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR.
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8-12  As discussed in Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of the Draft EIR, the
proposed project would not result in impacts related to population and housing, and
further analysis in the Draft EIR was not required. Chapter 4.0 of the Draft EIR also
assessed growth-inducing impacts. The overall intention of the proposed project is to
satisfy existing and future transit demand in the airport vicinity. In addition, the
proposed project is intended to improve pedestrian and bike safety, and would not
open any large undeveloped areas for new use. Utility and other infrastructure
upgrades are also intended to meet project-related demand. As such, the proposed
project would be consistent with regional policies to reduce urban sprawl, efficiently
utilize existing infrastructure and reduce regional congestion. The proposed project
would not induce unanticipated growth and development.

8-13  Chapter 7.0, Lead Agency, Preparers and Sources Consulted, of the Draft EIR includes
the list of preparers.

8-14 In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, Chapter 3.0, Environmental Impacts, of the
Draft EIR includes detailed assessments of potential impacts associated with Noise
and Vibration, Land Use and Planning, Hazards and Hazardous Materials and
Transportation and Traffic. The comprehensive analysis accounted for direct, indirect,
and long-term effects. The proposed project would not result in significant and
unavoidable impacts that would need to be balanced against benefits of the proposed
project, as discussed within Chapter 3.0.

The potential risk from transportation accidents was assessed in Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR. Driveways would be designed in
compliance with current standards as outlined in the current California Manual on
Uniform Control Devices, and other relevant engineering guides. The analysis
concluded that the proposed project would not result in significant impacts.

8-15  The traffic analysis has been prepared in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines. The
City of Los Angeles has established threshold criteria to determine significant impacts
of a proposed project within its jurisdiction. As shown in Table 3.6.3 in Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic, under the City of Los Angeles Department of
Transportation guidelines, an intersection would be significantly impacted with an
increase in V/C ratio equal to or greater than 0.04 for intersections operating at LOS C,
equal to or greater than 0.02 for intersections operating at LOS D and equal to or
greater than 0.01 for intersections operating at LOS E or F after the addition of project
traffic. Intersections operating at LOS A or B after the addition of the project traffic are
not considered significantly impacted regardless of the increase in V/C ratio. Tables
3.6.6 and 3.7.7 show that no significant impacts were identified at any study
intersections, including those located in the City of Los Angeles.

8-16  Metro is required to prepare a SWPPP. As discussed in Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA
Considerations, of the Draft EIR, the proposed project would be required to obtain
coverage under the NPDES General Construction Activity Permit. In accordance with
the requirements of the permit, Metro would prepare and implement a site-specific
SWPPP. Since this is a regulatory requirement, it is not identified as a mitigation
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measure in the Draft EIR. Mitigation measures are typically designed to ensure that
potential impacts would be reduced using measures that are not already regulatory
requirements.

Stormwater run-off is addressed in Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of the
Draft EIR. The project site is located in a highly developed urban area, and is almost
entirely impervious. The proposed project would create several landscape locations
throughout the project site which would increase the pervious surface by an estimated
3.19 acres. The increase in the previous surface area will decrease the amount of
stormwater runoff currently produced from the site by allowing the stormwater to
infiltrate into the ground naturally. In addition, the site-specific SWPPP would specify
erosion control, sediment control and non-stormwater management and materials
management.

Seismic shaking is discussed in Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of the Draft
EIR. According to the California Department of Conservation, the project site is not
within an Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone and there is no substantial evidence of another
fault that could create surface rupture hazards at the project site. The nearest known
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone is the Newport — Inglewood Fault Zone (onshore), located
approximately two miles to the east of the project site. In addition, the active
Charnock Fault trends northwest-southeast within %-mile east of the project site. As
most surface faulting is confined to a relatively narrow zone ranging from a few feet to
few tens of feet wide along the fault line, surface rupture at the project site due to
seismic activity at the Newport — Inglewood Fault or the Charnock Fault is unlikely due
to the project site’s distance from the fault zone. There is no requirement or need to
quantify peak ground accelerations at the project site or on new transportation routes.

The proposed project would be required to comply with the California Department of
Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology Special Publications 117, Guidelines for
Evaluating and Mitigating Seismic Hazards in California, which provides guidance for
the evaluation and mitigation of earthquake-related hazards, and with the seismic
safety requirements in the Uniform Building Code.

The vibration analysis has been prepared in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines. A
detailed vibration analysis per FTA guidance is included Section 3.5, Noise and
Vibration, of the Draft EIR. The proposed project would not result in significant
impacts and does not require mitigation measures.

Refer to Response to Comments 8-1 through 8-19 related to the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. As a commenting agency, the City of Lawndale has been notified of the Final EIR
release, which includes responses to all comments provided on the Draft EIR.

The Draft EIR process has included coordination with LAWA, the City of Los Angeles,
and community stakeholders. Metro is committed to continued agency and
community coordination as the project advances.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 9

CITY OF INGLEWOOD s

§ ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT {llll,

Planning Division
2008

Christopher Ii. Jackson, Sr.
Dcpartmeot Manager

August 3, 2016

Ms. Meghna Khanna,
Deputy Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-34

Los Angeles, CA. 90012

RE: Comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Airport Metro
Connector 86th Street Transit Station

Dear Ms. Khanna,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments to the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station. We have no
comments at this time regarding the Draft EIR for the Airport Metro Connector 96%
Street Transit Station. However, we reguest that you continue to apprise us of
developments in the CEQA process for this project.

The City of Inglewood is in the process of preparing an Active Transportation Plan. The -
96" Street Transit Station will be included as a key destination and we will consider bike
and pedestrian connectivity.

Should you have any questions please contact me at (310) 412-5230. We look forward
to receiving updates on the status of this project and we appreciate the opportunity to
provide input.

Sincerely, 2

A z«ulﬁ](‘
Mindy Wilcox, AICP

Planning Manager

One West Manchester Boulevard, 47 Floot, Inglewood, CA 90301
Website: www. cityofinglewood.org / Office: {(310) 412-5230 / Fax: (310) 412-568]
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LETTER NO. 9 RESPONSE

City of Inglewood

Economic and Community Development Department
Mindy Wilcox

Planning Division

One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301

9-1  The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Metro has provided
the City with the Final EIR that includes the response to the comment letter, and will
continue to coordinate with the City moving forward.
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3.4. RESPONSES TO COMMUNITY AND BUSINESS INTEREST GROUPS’ WRITTEN

COMMENTS
COMMENT LETTER NO. 10
EX%I ARSAC Aliance for o Regional Solution (o Airport Congestion
(2 7929 Breen Ave. Los Angeles. CA 900135 (physical)
322 Culver Blvd., #2331 Playa del Rey, CA 90293 (box)
[ e 310 641-4199 WWW.RegionalSolulion.org info@regionalsolution.org

August B, 2016
Metro Deputy Project Manager Meghna Khanna
1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-34
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Via email: laxconnector@metro.net

Re: Comments on Airport Metro Connector Draft EIR
Dear Meghna Khanna:

ARSAC, the Alliance for a Regional Solution to Airport Congestion, appreciates the opportunity to
comment on this Draft EIR. We have divided our comments into two groups: General comments and
Specific comments.

General comments:

ARSAC thanks Metro for doing an EIR on the 96" Street project to encourage public input and
participation.

ARSAC supports rail going to LAX. The connection with the LAX Automated People Mover (APM)
will help to serve the Central Terminal Area (CTA). ARSAC’s preference is that the APM operates on
a loop route within the CTA to provide convenient passenger access to all terminals. A close
interface between the 96" Street Station and the APM is critical for encouraging as much of the
public as possible to utilize rail transit and other forms of mass transit to and from LAX.

We are concerned about the safety of the grade crossing at Arbor Vitae. Until a grade separation can
be built, we ask that safety enhancements to prevent vehicles from driving around the crossing arms
when the arms are down. These safety items include striping, curbs, signage and barriers such as
plastic sticks be used.

ARSAC has been and remain opposed to any 405 freeway onramps and offramps tied to Arbor
Vitae. ARSAC is not opposed to a 405 south onramp from the LAX CONRAC with the onramp being
situated south of Arbor Vitae.

Specific comments:

1. Page ES-6: The bicycle hub is a good idea, but 150 secured spaces may be too low. Based upon
need, the nhumber of secured spaces should be increased. Additionally, the proposed additional
amenities such as lockers and showers should be added based upon an annual needs assessment
of Metro passengers and bicycle riders.

2. Page 6-2. Section 6.1.2 states that Wally Park is east of the Metro ROW. Wally Park is west of the
Metro ROW. This site was mentioned in the Alternatives Analysis, but was not listed an

Alternate. Why?

Please contact us with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Denny Schneider Robert Acherman
President Vice President

denny@welivefree.com {213) 675-1817 racherman@netvip.com (310} 927-2127

10-1

10-2

10-3

10-4

10-5

10-6

Metro
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LETTER NO. 10 RESPONSE

Denny Schneider

Alliance for a Regional Solution to Airport Congestion (ARSAC)
7929 Breen Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90045

10-1

10-2

10-3

10-4

10-5

10-6

The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Specific comments
pertaining to the Draft EIR are individually addressed below.

The preference related to the APM route is outside of the scope of the proposed
project. The APM is part of LAWA’s LAMP. The comment has been shared with
LAWA for their consideration. Metro is committed to continued coordination with
LAWA throughout implementation of the proposed project. Metro and LAWA are
coordinating to address pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, reducing construction
effects, ensuring that the projects operate well together, and integrating design
between the two projects.

The grade crossing at Arbor Vitae Street was addressed as part of the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report.
The proposed project would not alter the design or operation of this crossing.

The proposed project does not include modifying 1-405 freeway on and off ramps. The
comment has been shared with LAWA for their consideration.

The bicycle hub would accommodate up to 150 bicycles in a secure, indoor
environment. Additional outdoor space for up to 50 bicycles would be provided for
short-term parking. Amenities associated with the bicycle hub may include a repair
area, a multi-use space, showers and lockers. The design does not preclude additional
spaces and amenities should they be needed based on actual demand.

Chapter 6.0, Alternatives of the Draft EIR, has been corrected to state that Wally Park is
located west of the Metro right-of-way. As stated in Chapter 6.0, the Wally Park site is
not large enough for the proposed project. The project site is 9.5 acres and the Wally
Park site is approximately 4.0 acres. Refer to Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions,
for specific corrections.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 11

GATEWAY

.

AIRPORT BUSINESS V DISTRICT

Via email at laxconnector@metro.net

July 22, 2016

Ms. Meghna Khanna
Deputy Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-34

Los Angeles, CA. 90012

Re: Comment to Airport Metro Connector 96!" Street Transit Station EIR
Dear Ms. Khanna:

On behalf of Gateway to LA, a Property-based Business Improvement District, serving area
property owners and stakeholders since 1998, we are submitting the following comment letter
to Metro regarding the above-referenced EIR for the Airport Metro Connector (AMC) transit
station, near Aviation Boulevard and 96! Street.

Our understanding is that the AMC transit station, to be served by the Metro Green and
Crenshaw/LAX light rail lines, will provide a connection to Los Angeles International Airport
(LAWA or LAX) via LAWA’s Automated People Mover (APM) system. Metro's AMC transit
station will include three (3) at-grade light rail transit platforms; a bus plaza for Metro and
municipal buses; passenger pick-up and drop-off locations; pedestrian and bicycle amenities;
and a transit center and terminal building that connects Metro’s transit station with LAWA’s
APM stations.

Our comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are below:
1. These comments, primarily related to traffic and circulation impacts:

a. The Metro EIR considered “Related Projects” as part of its cumulative impacts
analysis, including the LAX Landside Access Modernization Project (‘LAMP”)
project. Gateway understands that as part of the LAMP project, 98" Street may be
extended from its existing terminus at Bellanca Avenue, and extended east to
connect with Aviation Boulevard. Under Metro EIR’s list of intersections studied,
while the future “Project Driveway-Option 1” was studied, as was the future “Project
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Driveway-Option 2,” there was no mention of a future Aviation Boulevard and 98"
Street 4-way intersection being analyzed in terms of 4-way traffic counts, Level of 11-2
Service or Vehicle Miles Travelled (and the intersection of Aviation and 98" is not cont.
mentioned Table 5.3 “Cumulative Intersection Conditions” nor in the EIR Appendix E
“Transportation and Traffic Data” tables or intersection charts).

Gateway requests that the Final EIR clarify whether the extension of 98" Street was
assumed and studied by Metro as part of its traffic analysis. Gateway requests that
Metro clarify: 11-3

m What impact would a future 4-way intersection on Aviation Boulevard and 98t
Street have on northbound and southbound traffic on Aviation between
Century Boulevard and Arbor Vitae?

m Whether such a future intersection would impact vehicular circulation ingress
or egress into the Metro Connector 96! Street Transit Station?

m |f Access Option 2 with the more southerly driveway for the Metro project is
developed, how will a future and very busy 4-way traffic intersection at
Aviation Boulevard and 98" Street impact vehicles trying to exit the Metro 11-5
project's southerly driveway, given the close proximity of Metro's southerly
driveway to the future Aviation Boulevard and 98" Street 4-way intersection?

11-4

b. Page 3.6-15 of the EIR contains some statements which seem contradictory. One
sentence discusses that on Aviation Boulevard, there would be the addition of “up to
two northbound left turn lanes...for access to the project driveways’ [NOTE: The
word “driveways’ is plural] but in the next paragraph, the EIR discusses “no feft-tum
entry access for northbound vehicles”. In the same paragraph, the EIR states that 11-6
there will be “No additional signals or crosswalks...added to cross Aviation
Boulevard” but in the next paragraph, the EIR states "Additional crosswalks would
be implemented at the fully signalized intersection." Further, the discussion on Page
3.6-15 of the EIR does not mention whether the driveways refers to Access Option 1
or Access Option 2.

On Page 3.2-19, the EIR states: “The proposed project would add crosswalks [plural]
across Aviation Boulevard creating easier accessibility to the project site from the
east and providing mid-block crossings.”

Gateway to L.A. would ask that the Final EIR clarify this language related to 17
northbound lanes, access on northbound Aviation Boulevard into the project (will left
turns into the Project be allowed, and if so, where), and whether there will be
crosswalks across Aviation Boulevard, and if so the crosswalk locations. A diagram
reflecting the crosswalk locations should be included in the Final EIR.

c. Gateway to L.A. notes that while there is discussion in the EIR of a passenger pick-
up and drop-off area within the project, there is no discussion in the EIR of queuing 11-8
or stacking of vehicles, especially during peak activity times when Green line,

9841 AIRPORT BOULEVARD, STE. 100, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
3102167328
WWW.GATEWAYLA.ORG
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Crenshaw/LAX line, and Automated People Mover passengers may be involved in
being picked up or dropped off.

The Final EIR document should clarify or include analysis pertaining to the Project’s
driveway entrances and the driveway stacking lanes to confirm that vehicular traffic
trying to enter the Project site will not queue onto Aviation Boulevard.

The EIR states: “Bicycle lanes or other bike facilities are also sparse in the study
area." Yet, the EIR reflects that there will be a bicycle hub with parking for 150
bicycles. There was no mention in the EIR of new or planned bicycle lanes along
Aviation Boulevard, yet there was a statement that. “The west side of Aviation
Boulevard would include a 15-foot sidewalk to promote pedestrian accessibifity...”

Gateway requests that the Final EIR clarify whether the 15-foot pedestrian sidewalks
will also serve as a bike path.

Gateway requests that there be clarification in the FEIR as to where the 15-foot
sidewalks would begin and end. For example, will the 15-foot sidewalks extend
south to the Metro station at Century and Aviation?

2. Gateway to L.A. submitted a comment letter, dated March 9, 2015, as part of the
“scoping” phase of the Metro Connector 96" Street Transit Station project.

a.

Gateway had requested that project aesthetics be addressed in the EIR, as
Gateway would like to see a visually appealing and iconic design for the station that
is coordinated with the design of the LAMP components.

Gateway notes that from a review of the Metro draft EIR, there is little discussion
and few graphics that provide a sense for the design of the future AMC transit
station.

Gateway to L.A. requests that the Final EIR provide additional clarification or
graphics related to the project aesthetics and design.

Gateway had requested that signage and wayfinding be addressed in the EIR as
the station will serve a large population that includes many travelers, including
international travelers. Gateway had requested that wayfinding and signage ensure
that passengers get off at the correct stop so as not to cause additional traffic or
delays.

Gateway notes that from a review of the Metro draft EIR, there is no analysis of
wayfinding and no signage program provided; only a conclusory statement that the
project will include signage and wayfinding.

9841 AIRPORT BOULEVARD, STE. 100, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
3102167328
WWW.GATEWAYLA.ORG

11-8
cont.

11-10

11-11
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Gateway to L.A. asks that the Final EIR provide additional clarification, or graphics,
or a signage program related to wayfinding and signage for the project.

c. Gateway had requested that traffic and access be addressed in the EIR, including:

Study the level of service or vehicle miles traveled for peak airport travel times
(not just conventional peak work travel times).

Analyze pedestrian, bicycle and vehicular traffic at all nearby intersections
Analyze pedestrian crossing times at future crosswalks that would be developed
as part of the Metro station, to determine if the time allotted to cross is sufficient
considering the potential increase in pedestrian traffic to the Metro project site
Update rail trip counts to account for passengers missing the 96™ Street station,
and instead getting off at the Century/Aviation Metro station

Analyze additional pedestrian traffic between the 96" Street station and the
Century/Aviation station

Gateway notes that from a review of the Metro draft EIR, there was little to no
discussion of many of the above comments provided over a year ago by Gateway, to
Metro.

Gateway to L.A. asks Metro provide additional clarification and analysis in the Final
EIR related to the above comments provided by Gateway in 2015, and again via this
comment letter in 2016.

In closing, the EIR states on Page 5-5 that:

“There are projected to be just under 46,000 daily bus, rail and APM boardings
at the project site in 2035 with the addition of the APM.”

Given this level of daily boardings at the Project site, the intensification of land use, pedestrian,
bicycling and vehicular trips to the Project will be significant. Gateway to L.A. requests that
Metro mitigate the impacts of the Project as much as feasible to protect surrounding
landowners, existing businesses and other area stakeholders, while delivering a Project that
will provide a seamless and safe passenger and visitor experience.

Very truly yours,

Sonia s

Laurie Hughes
Executive Director

9841 AIRPORT BOULEVARD, STE. 100, LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
3102167328
WWW.GATEWAYLA.ORG

11-11
cont.

11-12

| 1113

11-14
|11-15

11-16

117

11-18
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LETTER NO. 11 RESPONSE

Laurie Hughes

Gateway Los Angeles Airport Business District
9841 Airport Boulevard, Ste. 100

Los Angeles, CA 90045

The introduction of the letter does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Specific
comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed in Response to Comments 11-2
through 11-18.

To evaluate the impact of the proposed project at traffic volumes at the new future 98t
Street and Aviation Boulevard intersection that is proposed as part of the LAWA
LAMP, the bus rerouting volumes and the passenger vehicle pick-up and drop-off area
traffic volumes were added to this intersection. The forecast traffic volumes and level
of service at this intersection were obtained from the 2035 Cumulative plus Project
Scenario from the LAX Landside Access Modernization Program Draft Environmental
Impact Report (LAWA, 2016). As shown in the table below, with the addition of
proposed project trips, the intersection is projected to operate at LOS C in the AM
peak hour and LOS D in the PM peak hour. An impact comparison to the baseline is
not shown, because the intersection doesn’t exist, as it will be implemented as part of
the LAWA LAMP. However, if the LAWA LAMP LOS results were used as the
Cumulative baseline to assess project impacts, the proposed project would increase
the V/C ratio by 0.005 in both the AM and PM peak hours. This V/C change is well
below the thresholds of significance for intersection traffic impacts in the City of Los
Angeles.

Intersection o il
V/C LOS V/C LOS
Aviation Boulevard & 98t Street 0.772 C 0.900 D

Appendix E of the Draft EIR has been updated to include the forecast traffic volumes at
the intersection of Aviation Boulevard and 98th Street based on data obtained from the
LAX Landside Access Modernization Program Draft Environmental Impact Report
(LAWA, 2016). The 98t Street extension would not have a material effect on VMT for
the proposed project. VMT for the LAMP and its associated project elements, is
analyzed in the cumulative analysis for the proposed project. Refer to the Chapter 2.0,
Correction and Additions, for specific corrections.

Refer to Response to Comment 11-2. The potential impacts of the 98th Street
extension are evaluated in the LAMP Draft EIR. The proposed project would not
significantly impact any study intersections, including the Aviation Boulevard and 98th
Street intersection.
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11-4

Neither the location of the intersection of Aviation Boulevard and the 98t Street
extension or the southern driveway of the project site have been finalized, as neither
project has been fully designed. However, the intersections are expected to be located
approximately 400 to 500 feet apart. Additionally, the northbound left turn lane into
the southern driveway of the proposed project is expected to be a minimum of 200 feet
in length. Therefore, no ingress/egress issues are anticipated at the project site
associated with the 98th Street extension.

Refer to Response to Comment 11-4.

As discussed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, the proposed project involves
the addition of two driveways along Aviation Boulevard:

e Anew fully signalized intersection, approximately 500 feet of Arbor Vitae Street
(main entrance); and

e A secondary driveway to provide an alternative access option. Two options are
under consideration for secondary access, as show in Figure 3.6.3.

Lane reconfigurations on Aviation Boulevard for the proposed driveways would add up
to two northbound left-turn lanes and a southbound right-turn pocket on Aviation
Boulevard for access to the project driveways.

Additionally, as described in Section 3.6, the pick-up and drop-off area would “be
accessible to vehicular traffic heading southbound on Aviation Boulevard via a right-in-
only driveway with no left-turn entry access for northbound vehicles.” Also, as stated
in that paragraph, “No additional signals or crosswalks would be added to cross
Aviation Boulevard at the pick-up/drop-off driveways.” To reduce confusion, this last
sentence has been revised to, “No additional signals or crosswalks would be added to
cross Aviation Boulevard at the pick-up and drop-off area.” Additional crosswalks
would be implemented at the proposed fully signalized driveway intersection, as
described on page 3.6-15. A revised diagram has also been included to better reflect
the location of the proposed crosswalks. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and
Additions, for specific corrections.

Refer to Response to Comment 11-6.

Table 3.6-4 in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR shows that there
would be approximately 18 peak hour trips associated with the pick-up and drop-off
area. These trips would be spread throughout the hour and the project site has the
capacity to support these vehicles. Vehicles would not queue onto Aviation Boulevard.
Drop-off facilities will be provided by the LAWA LAMP to serve those facilities,
including the APM.

The City of Los Angeles is responsible for designating bicycle lanes, constructing
sidewalks, and maintaining streets. LAWA’s LAMP proposes amendments to the City
of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 to provide bicycle connectivity in and around LAX.
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11-10

11-11

At this time, bicycle riders may access the project site via mixed-flow traffic lanes on
Aviation Boulevard, Century Boulevard, and Arbor Vitae Street. Sidewalks would not
be designated as bike paths. Metro and LAWA are coordinating to accommodate a
multi-use path to provide pedestrian circulation and an off-street two-way bicycle
facility along the eastern perimeter of the project site. Thel5-foot sidewalks will be
installed along the perimeter of the project site adjacent to Aviation Boulevard and
Arbor Vitae Street.

Given the function of the proposed project, a bus transit center would be considered a
Transit Priority Area under the provisions of Senate Bill 743, and aesthetic impacts are
not critical to the environmental clearance process. Nevertheless, potential aesthetic
impacts were assessed in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines. As discussed
Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of the Draft EIR, the analysis included
potential impacts to scenic vistas and resources, the existing visual character and
quality of the community, and sources of light or glare. The proposed project is a
transportation center which would be consistent with the visual character of the
surrounding area. In addition, the proposed project’s transit infrastructure would add
visual coherence to the existing transportation oriented aesthetic using an integrative
approach that is compatible with existing and future development. Improvements
such as landscaping, benches, and public art are also proposed to create an enhanced,
pedestrian-friendly environment within the project site. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

The specific design of the facility has not been finalized by Metro. Metro coordinated
with LAWA during initial design of the proposed project and the agencies are
committed to coordinating during final design, if the Draft EIR is certified by the Metro
Board of Directors. Metro will seek input from affected stakeholders as the design
process moves forward.

Wayfinding and signage will also be provided to help passengers and visitors orient
themselves in and navigate through the facility. The Draft EIR is an informational
document designed to identify the potentially significant impacts of the proposed
project on the environment; to indicate the manner in which those significant impacts
can be minimized; to identify reasonable and feasible alternatives to the proposed
project that would avoid or reduce the significant impacts and to identify any
significant unavoidable adverse impacts that cannot be mitigated. Typically,
wayfinding and signage do not have environmental effects other than lighting. As
stated in Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA Considerations, of the Draft EIR, the proposed
project would also be well lit to ensure a safe environment and to provide wayfinding
for buses and passengers, including lighting at entryways, the bus circulation
roadways, sidewalks, and common areas. The proposed project includes several
elements (such as glass surfaces) or features that could create new sources of glare.
Screening enveloping the glass surfaces would minimize glare. Regarding residences
located to the east across Aviation Boulevard, the project site would be lit to similar
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11-12

11-13

11-14

11-15

11-16

levels as existing conditions, which includes a well-lit parking lot. It is not anticipated
that residential uses would be exposed to significant increases in nighttime light.

The AM and PM peak hour were selected for analysis because they represent the peak
hours when bus service is at its most frequent. Because the primary traffic effect of
the proposed project is from the shift in bus routes, analyzing these peak hours
represents the time period with the greatest potential for project-related traffic
impacts. As shown in Tables 3.6.6, 3.6.7, and 5.3 of the Draft EIR, there would be no
significant project-related traffic impacts associated with the proposed project during
the peak hours. Therefore, there would not be a significant impact regardless of time
period analyzed (weekday AM and PM peak hour or airport midday peak hour).

Study intersections were selected based on the proposed project’s potential to cause
an impact. All key signalized intersections were analyzed with the greatest likelihood
of project impacts associated with the proposed project. AM and PM peak period
vehicle traffic counts were collected. In addition, historic pedestrian and bicycle
counts were reviewed to determine whether pedestrian and bicycle activity should
warrant further analysis. Weekday AM, midday, and PM peak hour pedestrian and
bicycle counts collected for the LAWA Specific Plan Amendment Studly in 2010 were
reviewed for the Aviation Boulevard and Arbor Vitae Street intersection. This
intersection was selected because it is the closest intersection to the project site. The
maximum hourly count within one of those three hours was 39 pedestrians crossing
the intersection in an hour and 15 bicycles crossing the intersection in an hour. Since
these volumes were negligible and 2010 pedestrian and bicycle volumes were expected
to be higher than 2015 counts because more homes existed in Manchester Square in
2010 than in 2015, it was determined that no further pedestrian and bicycle counts or
analysis were required.

During final design, pedestrian crossing times at signalized intersections will be
evaluated and designed in accordance with the most recent edition of the California
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices reflecting the required crossing times
associated with the ultimate crossing distances.

Signage/maps showing the alignment and Metro stops will be provided at stations
and trains to guide passengers to their destinations. Also, station stop
announcements on the Metro Green and Crenshaw/LAX Lines will alert passengers of
upcoming stops. This is not expected to have any material effect on any of the
environmental impact areas analyzed in the Draft EIR.

Sidewalks will be provided along the project site to allow for pedestrian circulation in
the area, including between the Century/Aviation station and the 96" Street Transit
Station. However, pedestrian travel between the two stations is expected to be
minimal, because passengers typically choose to disembark at the station that is closer
to their ultimate destination. This is not expected to have any material effect on any of
the environmental impact areas analyzed in the Draft EIR.

@ Page 3-59
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

11-17 Refer to Response to Comments 11-2 through 11-16. The complete scoping report,
including the Gateway to L.A.’s NOP comment letter, is included in Appendix A. Per
CEQA Guidelines, the comments made therein were considered in the development of
the project and the analysis contained in this EIR. CEQA does not require formal
responses to scoping comment letters.

11-18 The Draft EIR and Response to Comments 11-2 through 11-18 comprehensively
address environmental effects and the commenter's concerns. Potential impacts have
been mitigated to less than significant and no additional mitigation is necessary.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 12
QC§ LOS ANGELES AREA
%) CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

August 5, 2016

Meghna Khanna

Deputy Project Manager

Metro One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Draft Environmental Impact Report, Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Station
Dcar Ms. Khanna,

On behalf of the Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce, which represents more than 1.650
businesscs that collectively employ more than 650,000 people in the L.A. rcgion, I am writing to
express our strong support for the Metro Airport Metro Connector (AMC) 96™ Street Transit Station
Project. The proposed project is a vital transportation investment, which will serve as an cssential
transit “Gateway™ to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

Situated in the second largest city in the U.S., LAX is undergoing its own efforts to transform
accessibility to terminals, while creating a more seamless experience for travelers. The Chamber
envisions the (ransit station to be a smaller version of Union Station, serving as the front door of the
airport and a gateway to Los Angeles. The project should be multi-modal and utilize user-friendly
technology and signage- details of utmost importance to serve both local Angelenos and visitors.
Additionally, the ability to navigate the [acility easily is critical to ensure the station and people
mover are used to their capacity and is the preferred choice of travelers over entering the Central
Terminal Area.

-
b4
-

Metro’s AMC 96th Strect Station project addresses a critical gap in the transportation system. The
project will provide a reliable, fast, and convenient connection for passengers traveling between the
ILAX arca and the regional transit systems. It will also integrate with existing and future transit
conncctions and airport facilities, incrcase the share of transit trips to and from LAX with minimal
impact Lo airport facilities and surrounding communities and help reduce air pollution.

Los Angeles is a world class city that deserves a world class airport. This station is one part of a
larger plan of regional and national significance that will modernize our airport and provide access to
public transit for the nearly 75 million passengers who travel through this airport every year and for
the nearly 48,000 employees who work and live in the surrounding vicinity of the airport.

Tor these reasons, we support the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Station Project.

Sincerely,

Gary Toebben
President & CEO

wooaquieyoe| | TIGL08G €124 | D0SL08SEIZ d | L1006 VO 'sei@8uy soT | 1S [9Xig S 0GE
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LETTER NO. 12 RESPONSE

Gary Toebben

Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce
350 S. Bixel Street

Los Angeles, CA 90017

12-1  The letter expresses support for the proposed project. The letter does not include a
comment related to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is
necessary.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 13

Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP

Allen Matkins oy
en a. 1900 Main Street, 5% Floor | Irvine, CA 92614-7321

Telephone: 949.553.1313 | Facsimile: 949.553.8354
www.allenmatkins.com

K. Erik Friess
E-mail; rfriess@allenmatkins.com
Direct Dial: 949.851.5478 File Number: 373835-00004/0C1118213.01

Via EMAIL/U.S. MAIL

August 5, 2016

Meghna Khanna, Deputy Project Manager
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, California 90012

E-mail: laxconnector@metro.net

Re: Hertz's Comments on the Airport Metro Connector 96 Street
Station Draft EIR and Objection to Use of Hertz's Property for
Metro's Project

Dear Ms. Khanna:

This office represents The Hertz Corporation in connection with Metro's proposed
Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Station project ("Project"). This letter constitutes
Hertz's comments on the Draft EIR prepared for the Project. It also constitutes Hertz's
objection to Metro's use of any of Hertz's property for the Project.

1. Background.

The Project includes a new transit station near Aviation Boulevard and 96th Street
that will connect the Los Angeles International Airport to Metro's rail system. As
currently proposed, the Airport Metro Connector station will be located on the 9-acre
property owned and operated by Hertz and known as the "Garrett Lot."

The Garrett Lot serves a number of functions that are critical to Hertz's LAX
operations. Among other things, it houses Hertz's recently constructed bus-maintenance
facility for its four brands (Hertz, Dollar, Thrifty, and Firefly). That new facility alone cost
nearly $4 million. Below is a diagram of the Garrett Lot:

Los Angeles | Orange County | San Diego | Century City | San Francisco

13-1

13-2
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132
cont.
As can be seen in the above diagram, in addition to serving as Hertz's bus and car
maintenance facility, the Garrett Lot also houses a natural gas/clean energy station on the
southern perimeter of the property, which portion Hertz leases to a third-party to provide
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natural gas as a clean energy alternative to traditional gasoline — which is crucial for LAX's
clean-air initiatives.

Also as shown above, no available land exists in the immediate vicinity for Hertz to
move its existing and future operations. And Metro's condemnation of Hertz's Dollar's
facilities immediately to the west of the Garrett Lot has further constrained the available
land.

2. Hertz's Previous Comment/Objection Letter and Metro's Failure to
Adequately Address Those Comments.

In a March 9, 2015, letter, Hertz previously made comments on the Project as
proposed and objected to the use of its property. A copy of that letter is enclosed. Hertz
incorporates those comments again into this comment/objection letter.

Disappointingly, Metro's Draft EIR ignores Hertz's previous comments and
continues to plan the Project on Hertz's Garrett Lot. For example, the Draft EIR fails to
include any analyses of the following specific areas Hertz asked to be studied:

e Impacts of Removing Hertz's Bus/Car Maintenance Facility. Metro's
acquisition of the Garrett lot will force Hertz to find an alternative location
for its current bus and car maintenance and storage. Because there is no
available property in the immediate vicinity, that location will have to be
farther out from the airport, requiring Hertz's cars and buses and other
vehicles, including tow trucks, etc. to travel from farther away to Hertz's
existing rental facilities. The Draft EIR should analyze the potential
alternative locations, if any, in the general vicinity and perform a detailed
review of the environmental impacts associated with forcing Hertz to move
its operations from the Garrett Lot, including, without limitation, impacts to
air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, traffic, and hydrology but it
does not.

e Impacts of Eliminating the Clean Energy Station. Additionally, the Garrett

Lot is the site of an alternative energy station, which supplies natural gas to
buses and other vehicles. The Garrett Lot is ideally situated for this service,

13-2
cont.

13-3

13-4

12-5

13-6

@ Metro
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due to its close proximity to the airport and the South Bay communities. If
the project were to eliminate this facility, it will cause serious impacts,
including impacts resulting from forcing buses and other vehicles that would

otherwise use the station to travel to and from any potential alternative sites 1;?
for the station. Alternatively, if there is no feasible location for the station,
the Draft EIR must examine the impacts from eliminating the clean energy
alternative from LAX and surrounding communities, including impacts to
air quality and greenhouse gas emissions.

Metro's decision makers simply cannot make an informed decision about the o

Project when Metro's Draft EIR has failed to consider these topics.

3. Hertz's Existing Mitigation Efforts.

As Metro's decision to take Hertz's property seems a fait accompli, as reflected in
Metro's Draft EIR, Hertz has taken steps to mitigate the damages from the taking and
continues to do so. Among other things, Hertz has relocated the office staff from the
modular offices on Garrett Lot to another Hertz property. This required Hertz to spend
significant moneys on renovation and remodeling costs at the other property to
accommodate this use. Itis also going to be necessary for Hertz to relocate solar panels 13.8
that are currently on those modular offices.

Nonetheless, Hertz is limited in what mitigation efforts it can undertake because
Metro has not provided it with formal notice of its right to relocation benefits. Naturally,
if the Draft EIR actually studied the impacts of forcing Hertz's relocation — rather than
ignoring them altogether — Hertz, and Metro's decision makers, would have information
that would allow planning to address these impacts.

4. Conclusion.

Hertz reserves the right to submit additional comments in connection with the
Project to the fullest extent allowed by law. Additionally, Hertz formally requests that 13-9
notification of all project hearings and meetings in connection with the Draft EIR be sent to
Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP, 1900 Main Street, 5th Floor, Irvine,
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California, Attention: K. Erik Friess; email: rfriess@allenmatkins.com. Finally, Hertz 13-9
wishes to lodge its vehement objection to the use of any of its land for the Project. i

Should you have any questions regarding the foregoing comments, please feel free
to contact us at your convenience.

Very truly yours,

iy L A=
/ Ay /

- L v
K. Erik Friess

KEF
Enclosure
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LETTER NO. 13 RESPONSE

K. Erik Friess

Allen Matkins, on behalf of Hertz Cooperation
1900 Main Street 5t Floor

Irvine, CA 92614-7321

13-1

13-2

13-3

13-4

13-5

13-6

The objection to Metro's use of the Hertz property has been forwarded to the Metro
Board of Directors. The letter does not include a comment related to the adequacy of
the Draft EIR, and no further response is necessary.

The comment summarizes the proposed project and existing uses on the project site.
The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

The comment discusses existing land uses in the project area and the lack of
availability of a similarly situated property for Hertz to relocate. The comment does
not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

Refer to Response to Comments 13-5 through 13-8 related to specific Hertz comments
on the use of the project site. The complete scoping report, including the Hertz's
NOP comment letter, is included in Appendix A. Per CEQA Guidelines, the comments
made therein were considered in the development of the project and the analysis
contained in this EIR. CEQA does not require formal responses to scoping comment
letters. The Draft EIR appropriately addressed the issues raised in the March 9, 2015,
letter.

CEQA regulations do not require Metro to assess the environmental impacts
associated with displaced businesses, particularly when a relocation site is unknown
and where the results of land acquisition negotiations cannot be known. CEQA
specifically disqualifies analysis that would be based on speculation. Should the EIR
be certified by the Metro Board of Directors, Metro would be required to comply with
the Uniform Relocation Act. Relocations would include compensation per the Uniform
Act, pursuant to 49 CFR Part 24 and the California Relocation Act. All real property
acquired would be appraised to determine the fair market value. Just compensation
would be offered to each property owners and would not be less than the approved
appraisal. The property owner would be given advanced written notice and would be
informed of the relocation process.

As discussed above, CEQA regulations do not require Metro to assess the
environmental impacts associated with displaced business, particularly when a
relocation site is unknown and where the results of land acquisition negotiations
cannot be known. CEQA specifically disqualifies analysis that would be based on
speculation.
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13-7  Refer to Response to Comments 13-5 and 13-6. The Draft EIR appropriately addressed
Hertz' concerns, and provides the Metro Board of Directors with the necessary
information to make an informed decision on the project.

13-8  Formal notice of right to relocation benefits cannot be provided for any project site
assessed by any agency until the environmental process has been completed, and the
Final EIR is certified by the Metro Board of Directors. Refer to Response to Comment
13-5 regarding the relocation process.

13-9  Metro has provided the commenter with the Final EIR that includes the response to
this comment letter and notifications for public meeting dates regarding the Final EIR.
The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.
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3.5. Responses to Public Hearing Written Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 14

Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Transit Station
Comment Form Formulario de comentarios

@ Metro
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LETTER NO. 14 RESPONSE

David Mach

Torrance Transit

20500 Madrona Avenue
Torrance, CA
dmach@torrance.ca.gov

14-1

14-2

14-3

The existing uses at the LAX City Bus Center site would be shifted to the project site as
part of the proposed project. The LAX City Bus Center would no longer be used as a
bus transit facility and the future use has not been determined. The cumulative
condition assessed in the Draft EIR includes a new roadway on the LAX City Bus
Center site that provides access to ITF West and an APM station that would be
constructed as part of the LAMP.

As detailed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, in the Draft EIR, no significant
traffic impacts are expected during construction of the proposed project. Truck haul
trips are expected to primarily access the freeway system via Aviation Boulevard to
Century Boulevard to the 1-405, and therefore are not expected to impact 96th Street or
Sepulveda Boulevard. Most construction worker traffic is also expected to follow
similar routing, and therefore the effects of construction worker trips on 96t Street or
Sepulveda Boulevard would be negligible.

The bus transit service that currently serves the Aviation/LAX Metro Green Line station
will be relocated to the project site after the implementation of the proposed project,
where it would connect with the Metro Crenshaw/LAX and Green Lines. The bus
transit plaza at the Aviation/LAX station may eventually be removed from service, with
some bus routes continuing to serve that station via on-street bus stops.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 15

W * Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Transit Station
= . Comment Form Formulario de comentarios
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LETTER NO. 15 RESPONSE

Andrew Wang

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
634 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA

Andrewwang001 @yahoo.com

15-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

15-2  The grade crossing at Arbor Vitae Street was addressed as part of the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Project Final EIS/EIR. The proposed project would not substantially alter the
design or operation of this crossing.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 16

Airport Metro Connector 96" Street Transit Station
Comment Form Formularic de comentarios
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LETTER NO. 16 RESPONSE

Mark R. Johnston
4185 Van Buren Street
Chino, CA 91710
canammj@yahoo.com

16-1

16-2

16-3

16-4

16-5

The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

The two stations have independent purposes. Specifically, the Aviation/Century
Station has been designed to primarily serve the businesses along the Century
Boulevard corridor, while the proposed project is proposed to serve as a major transfer
point for bus and rail transit riders, including airport bound passengers. The proposed
project was selected as the preferred LAX connection based on a combination of
factors including passenger convenience, time savings and cost to airport and non-
airport bound passengers. The proposed project would also better fit with future plans
for airport-related projects in the area.

The grade crossing at Arbor Vitae Street was addressed as part of the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report.
The proposed project would not substantially alter the design or operation of this
crossing.

The proposed project would not affect Metro’s ability to construct the future Metro
Green Line extension to the Lincoln Boulevard corridor.

The proposed project would not affect Metro’s ability to construct a transit line along
[-405 to the San Fernando Valley. A preferred alternative for the 1-405/San Fernando
Valley project has not been identified, including its connection into LAX.
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3.6. Responses to Facebook, Twitter, Project Email, Online Comment Card, and
Information Hotline Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 17

Date Posted: 8/22/2018

Post: Tourism is a huge boon to LA County's economy - last year alone, 45.6 million people
visited Los Angeles and spent about $20.8 billion. Many of our visitors arrive and depart through
LAX, and with the AMC/96th Sireet station, they'll be able to reach destinations all over LA
County! {Article from May 10, 2016)

Comment:

Risa Sher: Why can't you inform tourisis about the 96th st bus depot now? That location may be 17-1
the best kept secret in LA,

LETTER NO. 17 RESPONSE

Risa Sher

17-1  The comments requests Metro to inform tourists about the 96" Street bus depot. The
comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is
required. The proposed project will include wayfinding and signage to help
passengers and visitors orient themselves in and navigate through the facility and
passenger information kiosks to provide information to passengers and tourists.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 18

Date Posted: 7/1/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 86th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Benjamin Page: What color designation is the line going to be? Pink? Olive? Brown? Ll

LETTER NO. 18 RESPONSE

Benjamin Page

18-1  The comment asks what color the line will be designated. The proposed project
includes a transit station and is located on the Crenshaw/LAX Line. The comment
does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 19

Date Posted: 7/1/2016

Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Mark DeFazio: Wednesdays at 8pm most people are still at work. Should have scheduled it 19-1
for a weekend if you wanted the maximum amount of people.

LETTER NO. 19 RESPONSE

Mark DeFazio

19-1  The public hearing and review period were completed in accordance with the CEQA
Guidelines. The public was given ample opportunity to review and comment on the
Draft EIR during the 46-day public review period via mail, phone, on Metro website
and social media pages (i.e., Facebook and Twitter). Notification of the availability of
the Draft EIR was provided in local newspapers, and the Draft EIR was available for
public review at local libraries and the Metro website. The public hearing presentation
video was posted on the website on July 18, 2016, 5 days after the public hearing.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 20

facebook

Date Posted: 7/1/2016

Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Impenal Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Lee Johnson: Sounds like a good idea.... 20

LETTER NO. 20 RESPONSE

Lee Johnson

20-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-79
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 21

facebook

Date Posted: 7/2/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Leaming Center located
at 6661 W Impenal Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

1; Rey Santos: Yes!!! 211

LETTER NO. 21 RESPONSE

Rey Santos

21-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-80
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 22

Date Posted: 7/3/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Coco Shanelle: When is the train going from crenshaw too lax open 2241

LETTER NO. 22 RESPONSE

Coco Shanelle

22-1  The Crenshaw/LAX Line is scheduled to open in 2019 and the proposed project is
scheduled to open in 2023.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 23

facebook

Date Posted: 7/3/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Cartellia Marie Bryant: Scheduled for 2019. sl

LETTER NO. 23 RESPONSE

Cartelllia Marie Bryant

23-1 The comment is in response to a previous comment 20-1 and states that the
Crenshaw/LAX Line is scheduled to open in 2019.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 24

facebook

Date Posted: 7/3/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Saul Lara: Todo lo que metro este hasiendo muy bien porque un viaje en carro de dos horas
en metro solamente25 minutos me encanta la idea que se esten conectando mas lineas del
mefro yo vivi en norwalk tres metros agarraba para yegar bevery hill 40 minutos estaba en mi
casa en carro 2 horas y media vean la diferencia adelante metro bravo por todo lo que estas
asiendo;

Translation/Corrected Grammar:
241
Everything Metro is doing is good because in a car trip of two hours, Metro takes only 25
minuies.

| love the idea that more lines are constructed. | lived in Norwalk and had to take three Metro
buses to get to Bevery Hills, it only took 40 minutes,

in a car ride it took two hours and a half.You can see there is a very big difference.
Congratulations Metro for everything you are doing.

LETTER NO. 24 RESPONSE

Saul Lara

24-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 25

Date Posted: 7/3/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Elijah Tanner lll: Unforiunately the MTA is using the wrong airports as an example. Chicago
and Atlanta should be the model they should take after. The train should go straight to and from 25-1
the airport. This apm seems like a bureaucratic nightmare thats

LETTER NO. 25 RESPONSE

Elijah Tanner Il

25-1  As discussed on page 2-3 in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, a
detailed history of the alternatives studied to connect the regional transit system to
LAX were conducted previously and in June 2014, the Metro Board approved the AMC
Supplemental Alternatives Analysis (AA) Report and selected the proposed project as
the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The proposed project was selected as the
preferred LAX connection based on a combination of factors including passenger
convenience, time savings and cost to airport and non-airport bound passengers. The
proposed project would also better fit with LAWA's future plans for airport-related
projects in the area.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 26

Date Posted: 7/3/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Jordan Levine: You mean New York City's JFK Airport? Is that the model? 26-1

LETTER NO. 26 RESPONSE

Jordan Levine

26-1 The comment is in response to a previous comment 25-1. The comment does not
relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 27

facebook

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Elijah Tanner I1I: Jordan Levine | believe JFK was mentioned, but it was not the only one 274

LETTER NO. 27 RESPONSE

Elijah Tanner Il

27-1  The comment is in response to previous comments 24-1 and 25-1. The comment
does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-86
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 28

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Mauricio Ortiz: Elijah Tanner lll The reason Metro won't run trains onio LAX is because LA
World Airports, a private company that owns the airport, did not give Metro a right-of-way for
rail, opting instead for its own transport plan at the Metro stop

281

LETTER NO. 28 RESPONSE

Mauricio Ortiz

28-1 As discussed on page 2-3 in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, a
detailed history of the alternatives studied to connect the regional transit system to
LAX were conducted previously and in June 2014, the Metro Board approved the AMC
Supplemental AA Report and selected the proposed project as the LPA. The proposed
project was selected as the preferred LAX connection based on a combination of
factors including passenger convenience, time savings and cost to airport and non-
airport bound passengers. The proposed project would also better fit with LAWA's
future plans for airport-related projects in the area.

@ Page 3-87
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 29

facebook

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; lan Hardy: Portland has an amazing train from the airport to the middle of downtown ,and it 291
only takes 25 minutes . They also managed to build it without a state tax!!

LETTER NO. 29 RESPONSE

lan Hardy

29-1  The proposed project would provide improved bus/rail connection between LAX and
downtown Los Angeles. The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft
EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-88
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 30

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Leaming Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; lan Hardy: A state sales tax 30-1

LETTER NO. 30 RESPONSE

lan Hardy

30-1 The comment clarifies that Comment 29-1 was intended to reference a state sales tax
as opposed to just state tax. The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the
Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-89
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 31

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Kamran Firouzi: Sounds good to me build it we need more training systems! 311

LETTER NO. 31 RESPONSE

Kamran Firouzi

31-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-90
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 32

facebook

Date Posted: 7/4/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; 8. Maria Chang: Meiro me ciento muy contenta porque me encanta ir en el tre hoy ya me fui
a azuza todo muy bien y tranquilo el viaje muchisimas gracias Dios los bendiga por sus pensar

en los que lo necesitamos llegar a nuestro destino mas réapido y si;
321
Translation/Corrected Grammar:

Metro, | feel very happy because | love to travel by train. Today | went to Azusa, everything
went OK and calm. Thank you very much. God bless you for thinking about what we need to
get sooner to our destinations.

LETTER NO. 32 RESPONSE

Maria Chang

32-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-91
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 33

facebook

Date Posted: 7/5/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/fiwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Tere Roe: Yes good 331

LETTER NO. 33 RESPONSE

Tere Roe

33-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-92
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station

Final EIR

3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 34

facebook

Date Posted: 7/5/2016

Post: We want to hear from youlThe DEIR is available for viewing online and at the following
libraries:

City of Los Angeles Central Library

City of Los Angeles — Westchester Loyola Village Branch Library
City of Inglewood Public Library

City of Inglewood Crenshaw-Imperial Branch Library

City of El Segundo Public Library

Hawthorne Library

Lennox Library

Metro Library (located on 15th Floor)

Please visit https:/www.metro.net/laxconnector for more information.

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Leaming Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/imww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Jason Elepano Build it now (in Response to the Libraries post on 7/5/16) 341

LETTER NO. 34 RESPONSE

Jason Elepano

34-1

The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-93
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station

Final EIR

3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 35

facebook

Date Posted: 7/5/2016

Post: We want to hear from you!The DEIR is available for viewing online and at the following
libraries:

City of Los Angeles Central Library

City of Los Angeles — Westchester Loyola Village Branch Library
City of Inglewood Public Library

City of Inglewood Crenshaw-Imperial Branch Library

City of El Segundo Public Library

Hawthorne Library

Lennox Library

Metro Library (located on 15th Floor)

Please visit https:/www.metro.net/laxconnector for more information.

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/imww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Mia Becker Eloy :) More metro. (mentioned a link to Eloy Lopez IIl) 351

LETTER NO. 35 RESPONSE

Mia Becker Eloy

35-1

The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-94
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 36

facebook

Date Posted: 7/5/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Juan Carlos Suarez left thumbs up bunny and sea otter emoticon as his comment 36-1

LETTER NO. 36 RESPONSE

Juan Carlos Suarez

36-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-95
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 37

facebook

Date Posted: 7/5/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/fiwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Carmen Ramairez: So convinus for everbodylt will make much easier for all of Us in L.AA. &
everybody who is going 2 use . L.AX. We where waitting for This Metro transportation long
ago. It it shipper & faster service. Tnk u for t Meiro Tranportation Organization who work hard &
fast 2 make L.A. Move easy & faster.

Translation/Comrected Grammar: 371

So convenient for everbody. It will make it much easier for all of us in LA and everybody who is
going fo use | at LAX. We were waiting for this Metro transportation long ago. It is cheaper and
a faster service. Thank you for the Metro Transportation Organization who work hard and fast to
make LA move easier and faster.

LETTER NO. 37 RESPONSE

Carmen Ramairez

37-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-96
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 38

Date Posted: 7/5/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

6; Eric Hartmann: Run a train from Crenshaw line station to lax stopping at all terminals above 38-1
departure level, then going to green line station and retuming back to Crenshaw

LETTER NO. 38 RESPONSE

Eric Hartmann

38-1 As discussed on page 2-3 in Chapter 2.0, Project Description of the Draft EIR, a
detailed history of the alternatives studied to connect the regional transit system to
LAX were conducted previously and in June 2014, the Metro Board approved the AMC
Supplemental AA Report and selected the proposed project as the LPA. The proposed
project was selected as the preferred LAX connection based on a combination of
factors including passenger convenience, time savings and cost to airport and non-
airport bound passengers. The proposed project would also better fit with LAWA's
future plans for airport-related projects in the area.

@ Page 3-97
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 39

facebook

Date Posted: 7/6/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

1; Jay Gavin: You're a JOKE METRO. | couldn't even find out IF YOU WERE RUNNING TIL

2am ON 4th OF JULY! Please tell us all why you can't just easily look up metros running 391
times THE DAY OF!III You're a joke of a company run by government working simpleton

idiots!!l

LETTER NO. 39 RESPONSE

Jay Gavin

39-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-98
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 40

facebook

Date Posted: 7/7/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector

Comment:

3; Bader Hasson: lika Paris air port and Moscow air poet (in response to Elijah Tanner [11)
Translation/Corrected Grammar:

Bader Hasson: Like Paris' airport and Moscow's airport

LETTER NO. 40 RESPONSE

Bader Hasson

40-1 The comment is in response to comment 25-1. The comment does not relate to the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-99
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 41

facebook

Date Posted: 7/7/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Brandon Casas: Then don't ride metro simple as that (in response to Jay Gavin) 411

LETTER NO. 41 RESPONSE

Brandon Casas

41-1 The comment is an individual's response to comment 39-1. The comment does not
relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-100
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 42

facebook

Date Posted: 7/7/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Leaming Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector

Comment:

3; Jorge F Castillo: Comment deleted for language

Translation/Corrected Grammar: 4

{This comment deleted for violating Metro's comment guidelines)

LETTER NO. 42 RESPONSE

Jorge F. Castillo

42-1  This comment was deleted for violating Metro's comment guidelines.

@ Page 3-101
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 43

facebook

Date Posted: 7/8/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Impenial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshmenis will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector

Comment:

1; Jay Gavin Brandon Casas not a solution. They always have enough money to have the ticket 431
police out. It's just LA laziness. (in response to Brandon Casas on an earlier post)

LETTER NO. 43 RESPONSE

Jay Gavin

43-1 The comment is an individual's response to comment 39-1. The comment does not
relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-102
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 44

Date Posted: 7/8/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Antonio Dela Paz: That would be the day (in response to Eric Harimann) -

LETTER NO. 44 RESPONSE

Antonio Dela Paz

44-1 The comment is an individual's response to Comment 38-1. The comment does not
relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

@ Page 3-103
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 45

Date Posted: 7/8/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/fiwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Theary Monh mentioned the name, Hanna Brunelle 451

LETTER NO. 45 RESPONSE

Theary Monh

45-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-104
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 46

Date Posted: 7/8/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Theary Monh mentioned the name, Brandon Whalen 46-1

LETTER NO. 46 RESPONSE

Theary Monh

46-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-105
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 47

facebook

Date Posted: 7/8/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connector 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 8pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 8661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 30045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/fiwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

5; Brandon Whalen: Class; Brandon Whalen also added a drooling face emoji to his answer 471
which typically show a persons desire of a object or concept;

LETTER NO. 47 RESPONSE

Brandon Whalen

47-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-106
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 48

facebook

Date Posted: 7/9/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Impenial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

2; Beatriz Rivera: Get rid of the homeless at the metro man ,always smells like pee everywhere,
I might catch hepatilis one day , or something, have more security,

48-1
Translation/Corrected Grammar

Get rid of the homeless at the metro, man. It always smells like pee everywhere. | might caich
hepatitis one day or something. Have more security.

LETTER NO. 48 RESPONSE

Beatriz Rivera

48-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-107
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 49

Date Posted: 7/9/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/fiwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

2; John Ursich: Please the 405 commuter will love you metro 481

LETTER NO. 49 RESPONSE

John Ursich

49-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-108
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 50

Cate Posted: 7/10/2016
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airper: Metro Connecior £6th Stree: Transit Station project team ai the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Leaming Center locaied
al 8861 W Impenal Highway, —os Angeles, CA 9004£, Refreshments will be served.

hilps: fiwww.metro.nelflaxconneclor
Comment:

3; Harry J. Cross: Its years overdue a1

LETTER NO. 50 RESPONSE

Harry ). Cross

50-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-109
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 51

Date Posted: 7/10/2016
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Rob Marohn: How can this be accelerated, LAX is light years behind! 51-1

LETTER NO. 51 RESPONSE

Rob Marohn

51-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project. Construction of the
proposed project is anticipated to take approximately 36 months beginning in summer
2020 and completed in summer 2023. The proposed project is scheduled to open for
service in 2023.

@ Page 3-110
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 52

Date Posted: 7/10/2018
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https:/iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

3; Rob Marohn: And how about lightrail from Redline down La Cienega to LAX. No brainer!!l! 52-1

LETTER NO. 52 RESPONSE

Rob Marohn

52-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-111
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 53

facebook

Date Posted: 7/12/2018
Post: We want to hear from youl!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https /iwww.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:
1; Marco Marchelli: | think LA Metro is doing a fantastic job.

LA is a spread out city and they were able to reach several areas in a short period of time . 5341
Connecting the metro to LAX will be great for tourist and all Angelinos. | think they are doing a
great job and | am very proud of our Metro.

LETTER NO. 53 RESPONSE

Marco Marchelli

53-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-112
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 54

facebook

Date Posted: 7/13/2018
Post: We want to hear from you!

Join the Airport Metro Connecior 96th Street Transit Station project team at the upcoming DEIR
public hearing on Wednesday, July 13, 2016 at 6pm at the Flight Path Learning Center located
at 6661 W Imperial Highway, Los Angeles, CA 90045. Refreshments will be served.

https://www.metro.net/laxconnector
Comment:

1; Jay Peterson: i've used the rail from Hartfield-Jackson in ATL. it was great hopping a train
right at the airport. the physical location is a bit different in GA, giving them more land to work
with.

Translation/Corrected Grammar:

I've used the rail from Hartfield-Jackson in ATL. It was great hopping a train right at the airport.
The physical location is a bit different in GA, giving them more land to work with.

LETTER NO. 54 RESPONSE

Jay Peterson

54-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.

@ Page 3-113
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96 Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 55

facebook

Date Posted: 8/2/2016
Post: Thank you. your comments have been recieved for public record.
Comment:

1; Jason Elepano: LA city and county need this. Anyone who has been to LAX knows how
inefficient driving the loop is. This project will reduce airport traffic by providing an option of drop 55-1
off/pickup at the station and use of the people mover. As a major international airport, LAX

needs to improve its links to public transportation. Access between terminals needs to be
improved also.

LETTER NO. 55 RESPONSE

Jason Elepano

55-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-114
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 56

TWITTER
@laxconnector.com

Date: 28-Jun

Post: The Draft Environmental Impact Report is OUT! We want to hear from
you. Go to http://metro.net/laxconnector for more information.

Reach:
Number of Likes:
Retweets:

Mentions: 1; From Kenny Uong (@KenU092) I'm so excited about the Airport
Metro Connector!!! Finally, LAX will be connected to the @crenshawrail! #GoMetro #Train2Plane 56-1

Responses/Follow Up: AMC's account liked his tweet

LETTER NO. 56 RESPONSE

Kenny Uong

56-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.

@ Page 3-115
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 57

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 6/2212016

Time: 10:06PM

Name: Sean Leonard

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: Draft EIR 3.6.1 LAX-Area Transit Services has incorrect information

and needs to be fixed (Page 3.6-7). It says "Culver City Bus (CC) | 57-1
Line 3" but that should be Line 6. Similarly, it says "CC Rapid 3" but
it should be "CC Rapid 6".

LETTER NO. 57 RESPONSE

Sean Leonard

57-1 The Final EIR corrects the Draft EIR Table 3.6.1 from Culver CityBus (CC) Line 3 to Line
6 and from CC Rapid 3 to CC Rapid 6. Refer to the Chapter 2.0, Correction and
Additions of this Final EIR, for specific corrections.

@ Page 3-116
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station
Final EIR 3. Responses to Comments

COMMENT LETTER NO. 58

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 6/23/2016

Time: 3:18AM

Name: Aram Hacobian

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: Hello, | would like to submit my ideas to improve this project and the

airport. The best solution to fixing LAX's problems are to completley
replace the whole airport (except the new bradley terminal). |
understand that this is not a likely option but it would be the best
case scenario. As for this people mover, the only change | would 58-1
suggest is to combine the intermodal transportation facitlity with the
metro stop so it's all 1 building. this way you reduce a stop on teh
people mover to make it faster, and make connections more
convenient for everyone by having all modes of ground transport at
one place.

LETTER NO. 58 RESPONSE

Aram Hacobian

58-1 The comment related to the proposed reconfiguration of the airport has been shared
with LAWA for their consideration. Metro and LAWA are coordinating to ensure
compatibility between the proposed project and the LAMP.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 59

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 6/25/2016

Time: 11:35AM

Name: T F Forester

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: Hello, I'm happy for LA's growing Metro Rail system. But a transit

connector to LAX instead of a grand station in the airport terminal is
a big disappointment. | just don't understand why a city like Los
Angeles can't have a world class public rail system that goes right
into the airport.

59-1

LETTER NO. 59 RESPONSE

T F Forester

59-1 As discussed in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, a detailed history of
the alternatives studied to connect the regional transit system to LAX is provided. The
proposed project was selected as the preferred LAX connection based on a
combination of factors including passenger convenience, time savings and cost to
airport and non-airport bound passengers. The proposed project would also better fit
with future LAWA plans for airport-related projects in the area.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 60

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 6/29/2016

Time: 11:21AM

Name: Mehmet Berker

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: To Whom it may concern: | am concerned about a lack of clarity on

the differences between the two ITFs (Intermodal Transit Faciltiy)
and the propsoed 96th St Station. It is not clear through anything the
public has seen yet from Metro or LAWA which services will go to
which locations. The only reason | kind of know anything is because
| pestered LAWA about where FlyAway would pick up and drop off
and they finally told me ITF East. While having multiple locations for
private auto pick up and drop off makes sense to relieve traffic from
different approaches, having multiple locations for different transit
connections might make less sense. So, for instance, relocation bus
connections to the proposed 96th St Station makes sense, but then
why would FlyAway have to be there too (ITF East)? Couldn't
FlyAway and other point-to-point services connect to ITF West
(which is closer) or even through World Way and the CTA? |
understand that the ITF questions are LAWA questions, but it would
be helpful for the public to learn what the overall vision is before the
project is finalized. With two agencies working on the two large
features of a new way to get to the airport (the APM and the
Crenshaw/LAX and Green Lines)--it would be nice to know that the
silos are down and the project is being thought of in a holistic way.
Thanks so much, Mehmet

60-1
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LETTER NO. 60 RESPONSE

Mehmet Berker

60-1  The proposed project includes a new multi-modal transportation center with three at-
grade light rail transit platforms, bus plaza, bicycle hub, pedestrian plaza, passenger
vehicle pick-up and drop-off area and Metro transit center/terminal building to
connect passengers between multiple transportation modes. The proposed project
would provide an improved connection between the regional rail and bus transit
system and LAX as well as the surrounding area. Under the proposed project, the
FlyAway bus routes are assumed to drop-off airport-bound passengers directly at the
LAX airport terminals and then proceed to the project site.

Metro's project is designed to operate independently of LAMP should that project not
be implemented. The two ITFs you mention are being proposed by LAWA as part of
the LAMP. As discussed in Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR, the
cumulative traffic forecasts reflect the LAX Flyaway service, which may be consolidated
onto the project site to provide a single location for bus transfers. As part of this
operating scenario, the FlyAway bus routes are assumed to drop-off airport-bound
passengers directly at the LAX airport terminals and then proceed east on Century
Boulevard to Aviation Boulevard and into the project site. The buses would lay over at
the project site and pick up outbound airport passengers before proceeding south to
their destinations via Aviation and Century Boulevards, or north via Aviation Boulevard
and Arbor Vitae Street or Manchester Avenue. The ultimate operating plan for the
FlyAway services is at the discretion of LAWA and discussed as part of the LAWA's
LAMP Draft EIR.

The comment related to the operation of FlyAway bus service has been shared with
LAWA for their consideration.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 61

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 7/8/2016

Time: 9:53AM

Name: Partho Kalyani

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: Please build this immediately 61-1

LETTER NO. 61 RESPONSE

Partho Kalyani

61-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 62

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 7/13/2016

Time: 10:48AM

Name: John Bailey

Affiliation: Southeast Tarrance Homeowners Association

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: In 2013, | appeared before the LAWA Board and asked for a LAX

Fly A Way bus between LAX and Torrance. A short time later,
LAWA staff responded that projected ridership would be 80,000
riders in the first year. The delay in starting the service is due to the

62-1
City of Torrance falling behind schedule in a Transit Ride Center.
We don't need a Transit Ride Center to start a LAX Fly A Way bus.
Start the LAX Fly A Way bus now so when the Transit Center is
opened and when the Green Line is extended to Torrance, people
will already be familiar with how much better it is not to be driving
their cars.
LETTER NO. 62 RESPONSE
John Bailey
62-1 The comment related to the FlyAway bus has been shared with LAWA for their
consideration.
Page 3-122
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EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date:

Time:

Name:
Affiliation:
Contact Info:

Question/Comment:

LETTER NO. 63 RESPONSE

Silvio Nunez Jr.

COMMENT LETTER NO. 63

7/13/2016
12:16AM

Silvio Nunez Jr.

63-1
Two stations (Century Blvd and 96th) are too close and don't make I
sense. People traveling from DTLA to LAX will have to transfer with
their luggage from the Expo Line to Crenshaw Line. Then again to s

the LAX People Mover. Then carry luggage to the terminal.
Therefore, Train line should go directly to LAX.

63-1 The two stations have independent purposes. Specifically, the Aviation/Century
Station has been designed to primarily serve the businesses along the Century
Boulevard corridor, while the proposed project is proposed to serve as a major transfer
point for bus and rail transit riders, including airport bound passengers. The proposed
project was selected as the LPA based on a combination of factors including passenger
convenience, time savings and cost to airport and non-airport bound passengers. The
proposed project would also better fit with future plans for airport-related projects in

the area.

63-2 As discussed in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, a detailed history of
the alternatives studied to connect the regional transit system to LAX is provided.
Refer to Response to Comment 63-1 related to selection of the proposed project.

@ Metro
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 64

EMAIL

@laxconnector.com

Date: 7/13/2016

Time: 4:59PM

Name: Annemarie Pazmino

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: A Metro connection would be very helpful. Since the carpool lane

was taken away for the toll road and as carpool users, we are
required to pay for the transponder and a monthly use or reach a
use average for carpool for it to be free, the convenient options of | g4.1
traveling to/from LAX have become nil. | use the carpool lane daily
on the other side of the city and the fact that | can no longer use the
lane to/from the airport makes very little sense. None of the carpool
lanes | use daily require a transponder and so it makes no sense for
me to purchase one to use ONLY when traveling to/from the airport.

LETTER NO. 64 RESPONSE

Annemarie Pazmino

64-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 65

EMAIL

@laxconnector.com

Date: 7116/2016

Time: 9:59AM

Name: Richard Purdy

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: My comment is in regard to the proposed bicycle lockers at the

transit station at 96th street. My concern is that it just one of those
'PC’, 'Green' sounding initiatives that have to be included in every
proposal nowadays so that they muster, with no regard to their
practicality. The idea sounds appealing, however unless the streets
in the area and bicycle friendly, i.e. safe dedicated bicycle lanes,
etc., it is very likely that the lockers will not see enough use to justify
their expense and use of space in the center. The streets don't need
to be safe for just a couple of blocks from the center, they need to
be safe al the way from surrounding communities to the center, and
| am sure that falls within the purview of the transit center's
authority. Speaking from the standpoint of practicality, regarding air
travel, a bicycle is not a suitable vehicle for the transportation of
luggage so the selection set of air travelers is already reduced to
passengers traveling without belongings. Bus and light rail are far
more practical for taking luggage since all your hands are free to
manage the luggage, which is not the case on a bicycle. For
instance, one can take the 102 bus from Inglewood to get to Parking
Lot C. A little bit of walking with luggage, but far more practical than
a bicycle. That brings me to a second concern. It was suggested at
the meeting that some unknown number of airport employees would
use the facility. Assuming that there was confidence that they could
safely arrive at the center and used it, it seems that employee
bicycle parking is really an issue that should be tackled by the
airport authority which should be providing its employees secure
bicycle storage mare convenient to the airport if there is a need.
They should also consider bicycle-only paths for electric bicycles

65-1

@ Metro
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which are now becoming more popular. This is not an ant-bicycle
rant. | am a cyclist and put a lot of miles on my bike every week. I'm
also practical and concerned for my own safety (in any motor
vehicle contact whether the cyclist is right or wrong, he is still the
loser). For that reason, my preference for routes in descending
order are: dedicated bicycle-only paths, quiet residential
neighborhoods which parallel major ateries, painted bicycle lanes on
surface streets. If there is any real intention of promoting bicycle
usage, other than PC grandstanding, a dedicated bike trail that
paralleled the light rail lines right-of-way's providing ingress from the
communities it passed through would be an excellent demonstration
of commitment by public authorities. Thank you for the consideration
of public commentary and informational meetings, hopefully they are
more than just requirements that will be steam rolled over by plans
already in progress.

65-1
cont.

LETTER NO. 65 RESPONSE

Richard Purdy

65-1 The proposed project includes a new multi-modal transportation center with three at-
grade light rail transit platforms, bus plaza, bicycle hub, pedestrian plaza, passenger
vehicle pick-up and drop-off area and Metro transit center/terminal building to
connect passengers between multiple transportation modes.

The City of Los Angeles is responsible for designating bicycle lanes, constructing
sidewalks, and maintaining streets. LAWA's LAMP proposes amendments to the City
of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 to provide bicycle connectivity in and around LAX
along with bicycle storage at ITFs. Metro and LAWA are coordinating to accommodate
a multi-use path to provide pedestrian circulation and an off-street two-way bicycle
facility along the eastern perimeter of the project site.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 66

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 8/1/2016

Time: 11:37AM

Name: Jonathan Eldridge

Affiliation:

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: It appears that, according to the DEIR, a sound Pro DL noise meter

was used to record noise levels for the project. However, in the
appendix, none of the outputs are included (I used to work as a
noise/aq specialist for 10+ years in my past life and have used this
meter-it provides very detailed outputs). It may help with
transparency to provide these outputs for public review, as
otherwise we are just taking the consultants word for it when they
have merely provided a result that appears typed into a spreadsheet
and PDF'd, which is fairly inappropriate in this matter.

LETTER NO. 66 RESPONSE

Jonathan Eldridge

66-1 As requested by the commenter, noise monitoring files have been added to an

66-1

updated Appendix D in the Final EIR. Refer to Chapter 2.0, Correction and Additions,

of this Final EIR for specific corrections.

@ Metro
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 67

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: 8/2/2016

Time: 2:23pm

Name: Jonathan Baty

Affiliation: Lime Energy

Contact Info:

Question/Comment: After decades of waiting it is fantastic to see LA Metro is finally

67-1
connecting to their airport with rail! It cannot be done soon enough.

LETTER NO. 67 RESPONSE

Jonathan Baty

67-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 68

INFORMATION LINE:

Date: June 23, 2016

Time:

Name: Chris Wilson, City of Lawndale
Contact Info: 310-973-3240

cwilson@lawndalecity.org

Reason for Call: Chris Wilson called to request a copy of the EIR. He can be
reached the number and email provided.

Translation (if needed):

Follow-up: Courtney Thomas sent him a link to the DEIR and the project

LETTER NO. 68 RESPONSE

Chris Wilson, City of Lawndale

68-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 69

INFORMATION LINE:

Date: July 4, 2016

Time: 10:25 am

Name: Unknown Female

Contact Info: External Phone

Reason for Call: Se corté |a tarjeta, ya ves que [Ul]. O sea que te llamo después,

porque ahorita te llamé de la casa, pero de la casa en el dia sale
mucho. Eh... La tarjeta que tenia se me fue. Yo te llamo después,
¢ de acuerdo? No pensés mas. Va, pues. Adios, pues.

Translation (if needed): The card got cut off, you see [Ul]. So | will call you later, because
just now | called you from the house, but it is expensive to call
from the house during the day. The card | had ran out. | will call
you later, okay? Don't think anymore. Alright. Good-bye.

69-1

Follow-up: After reading the translation, this comment does not concern the
project.

LETTER NO. 69 RESPONSE

Unknown Female

69-1 The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further
response is required.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 70

INFORMATION LINE:

Date: July 6, 2016

Time: 1:44 pm

Name: Gordon Mise, South Coast Air Quality Management District,
CEQA Department

Contact Info: 909-396-3302

Reason for Call: Gordon Mise left a message asking about a notice that he

received concerning the EIR. He says that it looks like it will be
released in June. However, it could be a Notice of Preparation. He
says that they may send a different letter if we are seeking general
input. He also said that he would check the project website to see
if the EIR was released. He asked that someone call him.
Translation (if needed): 7o

Follow-up: Randal sent Danielle and Meghna email with question. Danielle
followed up and spoke to Mr. Mise and explained he received a
flyer and take one and possibly an NOA (not an NOP). He was
very appreciative of the call and their agency will be reviewing the
DEIR online on AMC website and submitting a formal comment
before the August 6 deadline.

LETTER NO. 70 RESPONSE

Gordon Mise
South Coast Air Quality Management District,
CEQA Department

70-1  The SCAQMD coordinated with Metro regarding reviewing the Draft EIR. No further
communication was received from the District.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 71

INFORMATION LINE:

Date: July 18, 2016

Time: 11:15 am

Name: Mrs. Robinson

Contact Info:

Reason for Call: Mrs. Robinson called to say that she had received the brochure

but would be unable to attend the meeting. She also stated that
she will send in her written comment. She wants to know how to
address Meghna Khanna on the address. Mrs. Robinson has
requested that we call her back and after the 6th ring, we have 3
minutes to speak to leave a message. 71-1

Translation (if needed):

Follow-up: Courtney Thomas called and left a message telling Mrs. Robinson
that Meghna Kanna is a Ms.

LETTER NO. 71 RESPONSE

Mrs. Robinson

71-1  The commenter stated that she would be unable to attend the public hearing and
requested a response related how to address her comments. Metro returned the call
and left a message telling Mrs. Robinson that Meghna Khanna is a Ms.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 72

ON-LINE COMMENT CARD:

Date: August 2, 2016
Time: 3:02 PM
Contact Info: Todd Lowenstwin
Response:
Follow up: I am glad this is finally happening. | would also suggest that you
find a way to connect Metro to the Expo Line so that commuters
from the airport and South Bay can avoid the 405 and use Metro 7.1

Rail to commute to Santa Monica. The 405 is the busiest freeway
in the nation and | cannot understand why we don't have a
adequate light rail alternative to this horrible commute.

LETTER NO. 72 RESPONSE

Todd Lowenstwin

72-1  The comment expresses support for the proposed project. The Crenshaw/LAX Line,
scheduled to open in 2019, will connect the South Bay to the Expo Line. The Expo Line
terminates in the City of Santa Monica. The new line will serve the Crenshaw District,
Inglewood, Westchester and surrounding area with eight stations. The comment does
not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 73

M)

EMAIL

@laxconnector.com

Date: July 13, 2016
August 6, 2016

Name: Linden Nishinaga

Affiliation: Member, Asian American Architects/Engineers Association of
Southern California

Question/Comment: Dear Madam/Sir:

Here are my comments as per the subject project's DEIR:

The apparent main reason for the subject Airport Metro Connector (AMC) project is to duly
serve the thousands of Los Angeles County air travelers who have long needed a viable
way to get to our huge international LAX airport other than by automobile.

Due consideration therefore needs to be primarily placed on the needs, comfort, and
convenience of the said airport travelers via the subject facility, many of whom will be
traveling afar and/or overseas with full sets of luggage (such as two 50 Ibs. suitcases) in
their possessions.  Accordingly, the AMC needs to be properly planned, deftly
conceptualized, and appropriately sized now for the situation. This involves substantial
building floor areas, escalators, elevators, aisle widths, paths of travel space from the LRT,
etc., etc. etc. These vital and basic parameters need to be duly sized and conceptually
designed now. To put these matters off later onto the detailed design architects and
engineers would seemingly be too late. Accordingly Metro's current staff architects need to
be effectively involved and proactive on this matter presently.

With all due respect, close collaboration will be needed between Metro and LAWA in terms
of the compatible design of the AMC/APM transition point and the two projects’ scheduled
construction completions. It would make little sense to the public and said air travelers if the
Metro AMC project is completed by say 2021 whilst LAWA's APM project is not at all yet
ready (or vice versa). Both projects should be duly completed asap in near concurrent
fashion.

With best wishes,

Linden Nishinaga
Member, Asian American Architects/Engineers Association of Southern California

73-1

73-2

73-3

@ Metro
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LETTER NO. 73 RESPONSE

Linden Nishinaga

Mr. Nishinaga submitted two comment letters dated July 13 and August 6, 2016. The content
of the letters were exactly the same. The only difference was that the August 6 letter includes
the bolded words noted above. Both letters are addressed below.

73-1

73-2

73-3

The proposed project will include three new LRT platforms, bus plaza, bicycle hub,
passenger pick-up and drop-off area, and transit center/terminal building that will
connect passengers between the various modes of transportation. The comment does
not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

The proposed project will include vertical transportation elements including
escalators, elevators and stairs. These elements will be appropriately sized to
accommodate passengers traveling with luggage. In the cumulative condition,
LAWA's APM would connect to the proposed project.

Metro coordinated with LAWA representatives on the environmental efforts for both
the proposed project and the LAMP program, which are on parallel schedules. Metro
consulted with LAWA staff on public comments related to the LAMP program, which
were submitted during the public review period for the proposed project. Metro is
committed to continued coordination with LAWA throughout implementation of the
proposed project. Metro and LAWA are coordinating to ensure that the two projects
operate well together and have an integrated design in the cumulative condition. The
proposed project is scheduled to open in late 2023 and LAWA has stated that the APM
would open in 2024.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 74

EMAIL
@laxconnector.com

Date: August 6, 2016
Name: Jacqueline Hamilton
Affiliation: Tuskegee Airmen, Inc. Los Angeles Chapter, Hamilton Consulting

and Services, LLC

Question/Comment:

The current Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Draft is actually over 4000 pages long and
needs to be analyzed carefully. In being a member of the Los Angeles International Airport
(LAX) Master Plan Stakeholder and LAX Focus Groups and attending several of the meetings
and sessions for the redesign project, | should receive a copy by mail.

In my analysis of the EIR Draft, | have realized that the staff needs to consider more humanistic 74-1
needs such as housing and medical impact. This would include the actual impact of the
residents in the area of LAX who have moved to the area due to their careers and the impact on
their housing and any associated medical ailments such as the development of any breathing
difficulties and many of us are being diagnosed with the onset of adult asthma and reoccurring
cardiovascular ailments.

The report indicates that there is minimal or no impact on housing, however, there are those of
us who lived in the vicinity of LAX's Manchester Square area who were directed to the area by
Property Managers of several apartment complexes including the Inglewood, CA areas where
there are property owners of apartment complexes in both areas who are illegally and
intentionally trying to cause severe housing displacement for many. In completing the rental
agreement applications and describing our career and work responsibilities, along with our
earned professional, personal, educational, and financial attributes and future goals, and other 74-2
information required for the application, we were still referred to the Manchester Square area,
and after being approved and moving into the Manchester Square area we were told of the LAX
redesign project and our ability to receive a relocation award due to the need to later relocate
because of the expansion of the airport. We were also informed of attending meetings to receive
status on the project and to discuss any problems that we were experiencing. When | wrote the
Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, CA: Antonio Villaraigosa, to indicate the crime victimization |
experienced | received a letter response from him and a case number and was told to meet with
his staff for assistance. By telephone and in person, his staff was illegally evasive about the
case number shown and indicated to them and was also illegally denying the assistance that the

@ Page 3-136
Metro



Airport Metro Connector 96t Street Transit Station

Final EIR

3. Responses to Comments

Mayor indicated. | have also wrote and spoke to Maxine Waters at one of the meetings about
the crime victimization that | was experiencing and also indicated that the Property Managers,
Lillian Fogelbach (off site) and Maria Estrada (on site), continued to indicate that | was to
receive over $20,000.00 in relocation awards once the property was sold to LAX since | had a
good record of paying the rental fees, and not doing or causing any crime, and was requested to
remain living at the property to receive my relocation award.

| later learned of the disputes between both Property Managers, the owner Jesus Lozano, the
residents, LAX, and Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) in regards to the selling of the property
when owner Jesus Lozano indicated to me at his office (also where Lillian Fogelbach has a
desk), that is located at one of his apartment complexes on the Glasgow street in the
Manchester Square area, that he was refusing to sell his properties because he was not being
offered enough funds. When | inquired about the laws of eminent domain, Jesus Lozano also
indicated that he would appeal eminent domain decisions. | was being severely victimized by
severely illegal crimes such as stalking with attempted verbal and physical assault by a
homeless and mentally deranged White Man who was illegally hanging around and residing in a
vacant apartment complex next to ours who appeared at my fully owned locked vehicle on a
Saturday morning while | was sitting in it with the doors locked and who tried to pull on and open
my passenger door and later pulled out a black strap that he had hidden and concealed in his
shirt, severe and complex Identity Theft, offering of slumlord and uninhabitable living conditions,
illegally increased rental fees, requests for illegally repeated entrance into my apartment unit
during my normal working hours and while | was not present that included wrongfully repaired
appliances (a dishwasher that caught on fire and burned while in use and a replacement one
that was not fully installed and fell out when | opened the door to use it) and other negligence by
on site/off site management and maintenance staff, illegal denial of liability by Property
Management staff of the stalking and attempts of verbal and physical assault, severe mail fraud
to include missing and torn open mail received and illegal use of my name and apartment unit
information for illegally fraudulent use of my credit information to order and ship items such as
weapontry, vehicle b reak-in and robbery at my place of employment in Mission Hills, CA, illegal
exploitation, severe and illegal housing displacement, illegal denial of disability and workers
compensation benefits after receiving medical and doctor advice to take time off work, illegal
denial of unemployment benefits, illegal swindling and denial of the owed relocation awards,
illegal confiscation and lien sale of highly valued earned and inherited family and other items,
illegal and fraudulent use of earned platinum credit status, illegal referral to agencies that
perpetuate illegal practices such as illegal request of personal and financial information with
illegal evasiveness and denial of proper assistance and illegally repeated forced housing
displacement, illegal attempts at verbal and physical assault by psychotic repeat felons and
drug abusers, and illegal criminal Identity Theft by criminals using the Internal Revenue Service
(IRS) and Franchise Tax Board (FTB).

Pictures and video of the illegal deranged man who tried to assault me was shown to the LAPD
police officer who was specifically sent to handle the Manchester Square area and both of the
Property Managers. | also took photos of the suspect to the LAPD station that handles the
jurisdiction of the Manchester Square area and discussed the crime victimization happening to
several of us who resided there. My cases are also reported to several different types of law

74-2
cont.
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enforcement and other agencies due to these crimes also happening while | was a member of
the Tuskegee Airmen, Inc. Los Angeles Chapter and while the 12 by 60 foot mural of the
Tuskegee Airmen by artist Stan Stokes (that is on permanent display in a museum in the area
Palm Desert, CA) was created and posted as an art exhibit at LAX in one of the terminals, along
with pamphlets being distributed that contained information on my father, Tuskegee Airman Lt
John L. Hamilton. These crimes have impacted my housing and | am su re that | am not the only
one who has been illegally impacted. As | have witnessed others who have gone to the Santa
Monica, CA courts to settle their residential problems in living at one of the complexes owed by
Jesus Lozano who changed his company names from Venice Way Apartments to other names
while disputing with LAX, LAWA, and possibly the City of Los Angeles for his staff (including his
legal staff who are also relatives and people of his surname) to illegally swindle those of us who
honestly sought residency in areas that were conducive to our careers. | was seeking residency
that was conducive to my career work and headquarters office with Unicom Systems, Inc. in
Mission Hills, CA, having to deliver and pick-up computer items from the company Acxiom (or
Axiom) in the vicinity of LAX of which we had a shared mainframe computer system, and also
having to travel to my second office in the Costa Mesa, CA area to work with the Research and
Development staff. This was whi le working as a Merger/Acquisitions Consultant, Software
Engineer (and Development), Customer Services Manager (CRM), Administrator of the
Technical Support System, and handling 24 Hour Emergency Technical Support. | also assisted
to train staff such as those in the technical services, legal, marketing and advertisement, and
customer services departments, including the owner's nephews because many of the staff did
not know computer mainframe products. It was also after working as a 6 Figure Contract
Programmer/Analyst on Year 2000 (Y2K) Compliance Projects for the company Technical Aid
Corporation and client Farmers Insurance Group.

The illegal crimes and severe losses many of us suffered and continue to be victimized by prior
to, while living in the vicinity of LAX, and afterwards should not exist and especially while our
parent's military information is being displayed in the vicinity of the airport and at many other
locations, as my deceased father is Lt John L. Hamilton, a WAWWII USAAC/USAAF Pilot and
Tuskegee Airman, a WWII Purple Heart Medal recipient who was also a miilitary trained Officer
and whose information is in several museums, institutions of learning and colleges,
newspapers, books, documentaries, films, libraries, the Library of Congress, and other sources
and locations of highly valued military material including the National Museum of the United
States Air Force at Wright Patterson AFB where his VWWII Army Service Blazer is still being
displayed.

My relocation awards for residing in the LAX Manchester Square area of LAX and being a
severe victim of crimes and complex ldentity Theft are still due to me and | am continuing to
attend meetings in regards to the status of the LAX expansion project to honestly speak on the
matters that are illegally causing housing displacement for several of us who resided there. This
is why | spoke in the previous meeting held during February, 2015 and why | am continuing to
propose that a platform for the new LAX/Metro Connector Train be named after my father's
military group, The Tuskegee Airmen, and for it to have actual pictures of them leading up to the
platform, on the platform, and after departing from the platform, along with a gold display of the
Congressional Medal that was awarded to them by President George Bush, and their other

74-2
cont.
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earned medals. | am also proposing that the funding being created by extra taxes by the
legislative measures for the expansion of the Metro train s be used to install restrooms for riders

and that there be proper law enforcement/security (military) staff who can honestly understand 74.4
and can guard for human resources and needs, and for a highly secured area of the airport

where the platform named after my father’s military group, The Tuskegee Airmen, will be.

Jacqueline Hamilton

Tuskegee Airmen, Inc. Los Angeles Chapter

Tomorrows Aeronautical Museum

National Museum of the United States Air Force/\Vright Patterson AFB
LAX Master Plan Stakeholder Group

LAX Focus Group

USC Med Cor

*** Dallas Cowboys ****

Say No To Drugs Race Group

LETTER NO. 74 RESPONSE

Jacqueline Hamilton

74-1

74-2

The proposed project does not include the relocation of residences in Manchester
Square. Regarding the health condition of current residents of Manchester Square, the
air quality section has been prepared in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines. The
analysis was based on guidance published by the SCAQMD. The SCAQMD devised
Localized Significance Thresholds (LST) methodology to support local governments in
making land use decisions and preventing the exposure of sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. The LSTs represent the maximum emissions
from a project that are not expected to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the
most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard, and were
developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source
receptor area and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. As discussed in

Section 3.1, Air Quality, the proposed project would not expose sensitive receptors to
significant localized pollutant concentrations during construction or operations. In
addition, Metro has a Green Construction Policy, which includes Tier 4 emission
standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than

50 horsepower and restricting idling to a maximum of five minutes. Tier 4 equipment
significantly reduces toxic air contaminant emissions associated with construction
activities.

The proposed project does not include the relocation of residences in Manchester
Square. Residences located in the Manchester Square area will be relocated as part of
LAWA's Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program. The comment has been shared with LAWA
for their consideration.
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Metro acknowledges the suggestion related to naming the platform. The comment
does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, and no further response is required.

As discussed in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, the bus plaza would include public
restrooms. Regarding safety at the restrooms and the project site, as discussed in
Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, Metro contracts with the Los Angeles County
Sheriff's Department (LASD) to provide law enforcement across the entire Metro
system. Patrol of transit stations is performed by LASD security personnel and
deputies overseen by the Transit Services Bureau part of the LASD’s Office of
Homeland Security. A security office is proposed to be located on the project site.
The other two closest LASD stations are the Marina del Rey Station (approximately 4
miles to the northwest) and the South Los Angeles Station (approximately 5 miles to
the southeast). The County of Los Angeles has a mutual aid agreement with the Los
Angeles Police Department (LAPD), such that in the event of a significant event which
requires immediate response by more law enforcement personnel, police responders
from the Los Angeles Police Department may be called upon to respond to
emergencies at the proposed project.

The LASD patrols transit stations and trains on a regular basis. Response times would
be minimally affected by the proposed project due largely to the fact that most officers
respond to calls for service from the field, and not from the station. In addition to
regular LASD patrols at stations and on trains, the proposed project would incorporate
security features to provide for the safety of visitors and employees.
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i Los Angeles, California, Wednesday, July 13, 2016 5 get it to staff. I'm going to ask them to raise their

2 6:30 p.m. 2 hand in the room.

3 3 If you're staff from the outreach team, please

4 4 raise your hand, or just staff is fine.

5 MS. VALENTINO: Good evening, everybody. My name is 5 Get it to anyone with their hand raised. We

6 Danielle Valentino with Metro community relations. It's 6 will take it from you.

7 a pleasure to be here this evening. We really appreciate 7 We are going to have a hearing. That will be

8 you all making the time in rush hour to make it to the 8 after the formal presentation. Each speaker will get two
9 meeting. 9 minutes to say your comment, and -- but preceding that,
10 This is the meeting for the Airport Metro 10 we will have a brief presentation for you that will

11 Connector 96th Street Transit Station, specifically on 11 provide an overview of the project.

12 the Draft Environmental Impact Report. So if you are 12 And, again, the project is the Airport Metro

13 here for that purpose, you are in the right place and, as 13 Connector Station. We are thrilled to present to you
14 I said, we're very, very grateful you're here. We hope 14 tonight the status of that project, where the plans stand
15 you enjoy this lovely venue. It's an exciting place to 15 for that. It does propose to connect the Green Line, the
16 be on a Wednesday night. 16 Metro Green Line, and the Crenshaw LAX rail line to a
17 Before we get into the meeting, I just want to itk station from which you can then connect to a future
18 do a little bit of housekeeping with you. We do have 18 potential automated people mover which would then be run
19 comment cards in the back of the room. So in terms of 19 by the LAWA, the L.A. World Airports.
20 format for tonight, we want to make sure if you're 20 So we really want to focus tonight on the
21 thinking you might speak or say something on the record a1 station itself. That is the project that Metro is
22 tonight, please go ahead and take a public scoping -- I'm 22 clearing and doing the environmental process for, which
23 gorry -- a public comment card from the back of the room 23 is why we really need your comments this evening.
24 and put your first and last name on there and then add 24 We did have scoping as well on this project.
25, your organization name if you can and then make sure you 25 Scoping was what kicked off the formal project of the

5 3
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i environmental clearance. That was -- preceded this step 5 responses to your comments.
2 tonight. So you will see hopefully a lot of the previous 2 So with that, I'm going to actually turn it over
3 work in this presentation tonight. 3 to Cory, who's our project manager, and we will be coming
4 And we will be hawving a 45-day comment period, 4 and turning it over to you at the end of Cory's
5 so we're already under way with that 45-day comment 5 presentation. We will be leading you through a public
6 period. It started June 22nd and it ends August 6th. So 6 hearing after he presents this evening and each of you
7 you have between now and August 6th to review the 7 will have two minutes to say something on the record.
8 Environmental Impact Report on the Metro website. It's 8 And if you don't want to speak on the record on the
9 also available in eight different libraries. So if you 9 microphone which is in the middle of the hallway here, in
10 visit our website, you will see on the website there -- 10 the walkway, you can also just submit a comment form. So
11 in your packets of materials, you will see the website 11 in the back of the room, there's just a comment form. If
12 link to the EIR and you'll see the eight different 12 vou prefer to do your comment in writing, please just
13 locations where the document is actually available in 13 £fill that ocut. You can also submit your comments on
14 hard copy. We also have a hard copy here this evening, 14 Facebook and Twitter. So our project materials will tell
15 8o we encourage you to look at it there. 15 you our Facebook and Twitter. If you prefer to just
16 But, again, I believe this presentation should 16 Facebook or send something on Twitter, please do. So we
17 hopefully give you some starting point and a great itk encourage all of those ways for you tonight to submit
18 baseline of information for you so that you understand 18 comment. Thank you. Hawve a good evening.
19 the project and you understand the footprint that the 19 I am so sorry. I made a mistake and didn't
20 project team is trying to clear so that you can make an 20 introduce our translator for the evening. Alex is our
21 informed comment on the record. And we will be replying a1 translator for the evening. He's -- (Spanish
22 to all of your comments once we reach the final 22 translation). Alex?
23 environmental document phase, once we complete 23 THE INTERPRETER: (Translation given)
24 August 6th. Once we get through August 6th and we've 24 MR. ZELMER: Good afterncon, everyone. Thank you so
25, received all comments, we will be providing formal 25 much for being here tonight. We do appreciate your time.
7 8
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i On behalf of the entire project team, we thank you for 5 between LAX and the regicnal transit system, both bus and
2 your participation tonight. 2 rail. We also wanted to integrate with existing and
3 What I'd like to do is start by going through a 3 future infrastructure. And lastly, we want to increase
4 presentation here tonight before we get into the public 4 the share of transit trips that are actually accessing
5 comment period portion of the meeting and what I'll do is 5 LAX without impacting existing airport facilities or
6 I'1l just go over an overview of the project, give you 6 planned airport facilities or communities adjacent to the
7 the highlights of what the project entails; and then at 7 airport. And also where we can, help reduce overall
8 the end of that, Danielle will transfer over to the 8 pollution.

9 public comment period. 9 So here's a picture of the project area. It's a
10 We also do have a number of meeting boards 10 map of the project area. And if you loock in the very
11 throughout the room. If you haven't had a chance to look 11 center of the map, you'll see a pink dot and that dot
12 at them, there's a lot of great information on those 12 represents the Proposed Project site. On the right side,
13 boards and after the presentation and after the comment 13 you have the 405 Freeway. Down the middle we have the
14 period, staff will be available at those boards to answer 14 Century corridor here, up here we have Arbor Vitae
15 more guestions or talk to you more about the project 15 Street, and then right here is Aviation Boulevard. The
16 itself. 16 project site is immediately west of Aviation Boulevard
17 So to start things off, we kicked off this itk between Century and Arbor Vitae Street.
18 project in 2011. As Danielle noted, we actually started 18 Also on this map you'll see a couple of dash
19 the environmental process in the beginning of 2015, 19 lines. The gold or brown dash line represents the
20 February to be exact. And at that time, we developed a 20 Crenshaw/LAX project, which is currently under
21 set of project objectives and those objectives were meant a1 construction. It's an 8-mile light rail system or light
22 to be the guiding principles as we developed the project 22 rail line that operates from the Expo line on the north
23 and they're listed here. 23 down to the Redondo Beach station on the Green Line in
24 Number one is we wanted to provide a reliable, 24 the south. And then the green dash line represents the
25, fast and convenient connection for passengers traveling 25 Metro Green Line service, which currently operates on the
9 10
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i 105 Freeway. This line would operate from Norwalk on the 5 bicycle hub. This is envisioned to be a enclosed,
2 east and then terminate at the proposed project site 2 secured-access bicycle hub housing up to 150 bicycle
3 before returning back to Norwalk. 3 parking spaces. Also, we want to provide pedestrian
4 And then lastly, you'll see this dotted gray 4 plazas for passengers who are coming through and
5 line here (indicating). This represents the Automated 5 connecting through the station. We'll also have an area
6 People Mover system which is being proposed and planned 6 for private auto pick-up and drop-off. So if you want to
7 by the Los Angeles World Airports. That People Mover 7 just be dropped off to access transit, you can do so here
8 system would be the connection to get to the Central 8 or be picked up. Lastly, we have a new Transit Center
9 Terminal Area. So transit passengers who will be 9 Building, what we're calling the Metro Hub, and it's at
10 accessing our project site would transfer to this APM 10 the center site and it's intended to be the main space by
11 system in order to reach the terminals here at LAX, and 11 which people would transfer through in order to make
12 there will be more details in just a second on that, on 19 their connections between the different modes that are
13 that Proposed Project. 13 offered at the site.
14 So as part of the Environmental Impact Report, 14 So I mentioned this Automated People Mover
15 we identified key project components as a way of 15 system, and this map here shows you what is called the
16 describing what entails our project and there is six of 16 LAX Landside Access Modernization Program, or LAMP for
17 them here that we'll list out. The first one obviously itk short. This is a program that's being implemented by
18 is new light rail platforms, up to three new light rail 18 Los Angeles World Airports and it includes the four items
19 platforms which would be located at grade or at street 19 you see here.
20 level. Those would be served by both the Crenshaw/LAX 20 The number one at the top is the one I mentioned
21 Line as well as the Metro Green Line, as I said. We're a1 earlier, the Automated People Mover system. It does
22 also planning a new bus plaza, a very large bus plaza, 22 include six new stations. Plan -- three are planned for
23 which we'll show details in a little bit, what would 23 the terminal area itself and then there will be one near
24 accommodate up to 20 operating bays as well as layover 24 Parking Lot C at an Intermodal Transportation Facility.
25, spaces on-site for the buses. We're also proposing a new 25 There will be another at the Metro station and thererll

11 12
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i be a third at what is called the Consclidated Rental Car 5 Report that we're presenting tonight. We're also
2 Center, which is where all the rental cars become housed 2 conducting conceptual design of the station, which you'll
3 out of one roof and operate out of a central location. 3 see gome of the early sketch drawings of those designs
4 And then also as part of LAMP, there are a number of 4 here on the boards tonight and in the presentation.
5 roadway improvements proposed in the LAX area to improve 5 And then following this, as Danielle mentioned,
6 vehicular movements between the 405 and the LAX terminals 6 following the draft phase, we'll move into the
7 as well as the different new facilities that are 7 preparation of the Final Environmental Document. And
8 introduced as part of the program. 8 then after that, the Board of Directors from Metro would
9 So there is essentially six phases of project 9 consider certification of that document.
10 development that we follow here as part of our project 10 The subsequent phases would be preparation of a
11 development process. We are currently in Phase II. We 11 NEPA, which is the National Environmental Protection Act,
12 completed Phase I over the prior four years. That was an 12 which ig the federal environmental document and clearance
13 Alternatives Analysis phase where we locked at a wide 13 process that we would follow. After that, we would do
14 range of alternatives. We begin to narrow those down. 14 final design, construction, and we're looking to open the
15 We worked extensively with Los Angeles World Airports to 15 new station for service in the range of 2021 to 2023.
16 coordinate the different options that were available for 16 So let me go over some more detail about the
17 connecting transit passengers into LAX and we were able itk Proposed Project site itself. So here is a ground-level
18 to narrow those down over time and eventually we selected 18 conceptual site plan we have. Again, just to orient you,
19 a Locally Preferred Alternative, which the Metro Board of 19 we have Aviation Boulevard here. ©North is to the right.
20 Directors did in 2014 and that is the project we're 20 We have Arbor Vitae Street on the north side. Aviation
21 presenting tonight as part of the Draft Environmental a1 is on the east here. This is a triangular site here that
22 Report. 22 we're proposing to build the new project, and I'll just
23 Again, we're in the second stage here, which is 23 walk through the different station components in no
24 CEQA, which stands for the California Environmental 24 particular order.
25, Quality Act. It's what requires the Environmental Impact 25 I'11 start with item three there, which is the

13 14
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i largest area, which it comprises the bus plaza. Again, 5 calling Metro Hub, and that is the area that passengers
2 this is up to 20 bus bays, operating bus bays, for 2 would pass through in order to transfer to any of these
3 passengers to either connect to rail or transfer between 3 different areas on the project site. It's here that we
4 different bus operators in the area. This is meant to 4 would incorporate a lot of the ticketing, any kind of
5 serve both the Metro bus operations as well as the other 5 passenger information, potentially some retail in that
6 municipal bus operators who operate in the LAX area such 6 space. That would all be located here. BAnd then what
7 as Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, Gardena, Culver City bus, 7 maybe is a little harder to see are these dash lines
8 et cetera. 8 which overlay the map. Those are actually an elevated
9 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Torrance transit. 9 walkway system and the intent is actually so that
10 MR. ZELMER: Torrance transit is another one, 10 passengers who are on the bus island would move up to an
11 correct. 11 elevated walkway, connect into the Metro Hub, and then
12 Item four on the map are the new light rail 12 stay elevated to drop down onto the light rail platforms.
13 platforms, which would be built on the existing 13 The goal there is to make sure that pedestrians and
14 Crenshaw/LAX light rail tracks. They're shown here; 14 passengers are not walking across the busway or across
15 again, up to three of thogse platforms for passengers to 15 the tracks in order to access the platforms. We want to
16 transfer either between the Crenshaw and Green Line or to 16 separate those to the extent possible for safety
17 transfer to buses or also to the APM. 17 concerns, obviously.
18 Item two is the location planned for the bicycle 18 We also were looking at the distances that we
19 hub currently; again, a fully enclosed bicycle hub. 19 would be asking passengers to travel if they were to be
20 Item five is the pick up and drop off area. 20 using the facility. So we're looking at preliminary --
21 It's on the west side of Aviation Boulevard, accessible a1 these are just preliminary walk distances, and they're
22 for southbound traffic currently. That's for pick-up and 22 all approximate and they're all at the greatest distance
23 drop-off only. 23 obviously, but we're all basing it off the center point
24 And then item one here is actually the new 24 of the Metro Hub, the main terminal building.
25, Transit Center Building that I mentioned, what we're 25 You can see here that the walk distance to the
15 16
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16
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25

very end of the bus plaza is the longest, just over 600
feet. We have about 200 feet to the light rail, 200 feet
again to the bike hub. All those are approximate, but it
gives us an idea of how far you'd be traveling as you
transfer between the site.

So we have two conditions. We have the With
Project condition which is just focused on what Metro is
doing as part of the project that is included in the
environmental document. We also have a condition which
we're calling the Cumulative scenario, and that
Cumulative scenario takes into account the Automated
People Mover system that is being implemented by the
Los Angeles World Airports.

So this site plan here shows that Cumulative
condition and the blue area here that's shaded shows the
approximate location of the APM system, the Automated
People Mover system, and how it would pass across our
project site, above our project site to be specific, and
its general wvicinity or its general proximity to the main
elements of our project site.

So you can see here it passes over Aviation
Boulevard, the station itgself will be located here, and
then you would connect in to the main Metro Hub to
transfer to light rail or transfer to buses, so very

closely located in order to reduce hopefully the walk

17
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distances between the different transit services.

Again, we looked at walk distances. This new
variable here ig the walk distance to the APM, which is
approximately 170 feet from the center of the Metro Hub.
But, again, you begin to look at the walk distances in
total when moving between the different transit modes on
the station site.

So we also wanted to show what we call a cross
section. It gives you a better view of the different
elevations of the station. 8o as I mentioned before,
this is loocking actually south. Aviation Boulevard is
here on the left. You're locking south towards Century
Boulevard. The cross section shows on the right here,
this would be the new light rail platforms beyond the
west side of the project site. Again, they're at street
level. Passengers would need to walk up to a -- or take
egcalators and stairs, elevators, to this walkway,
elevated walkway mezzanine level, connect into the Metro
Hub and then from here make a decision to go to the APM
facility or to the bus plaza or down to the pick-up and
drop-off area or the bike hub.

This gives you an idea of the different
elevations. And then if I move forward, we show the
Cumulative scenario again. This takes intoc account the

APM system. It shows you that these -- all the elements

18
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i that we are doing that stay the same and then when you 5 area here.
2 add in LAWA's APM station, vou see again that it's above 2 Another view, but again we're taking into
3 our facility. So from the Metro Hub you would need to 3 account the APM. Everything stays the same, but you see
4 transfer up to their platform in order to connect with 4 the APM system again elevated above our station site in
5 the new APM system. 5 this location.
6 We also have some sketch drawings that we did to 6 So as part of the Draft Environmental Impact
7 kind of give you an idea of the scale and size of the 7 Report, we do look at a number of environmental topics as
8 facility and general location. This is on Aviation 8 part of the document and they're all listed here. I
9 Boulevard. You're looking northwest, pretty much from 9 won't go into detail on all of them but we did evaluate
10 the east side of Aviation. This is the before picture 10 all of these as part of the document and we wanted to
11 here. There's currently a clean-energy gas station 11 identify any potential significant impacts that were
12 there. The rest of the site is operated by Hertz Rental 12 agsociated with these different topic areas, and that is
13 Car company. But here, this is before and this is the 13 essentially what is presented in the Draft Envirconmental
14 conceptual sketch rendering of the facility. This is the 14 Impact Report that we released for public review
15 bike hub on this side and the Metro Hub in the distance. 15 currently.
16 Another view, again, but this is the Cumulative, 16 So a summary of impacts is shown here in this
17 so we're layering in the APM system that the airport is itk table and what you'll see is that the majority of the
18 planning. So, again, the same view before and after, but 18 environmental topics fall in these first two categories
19 instead we have this new APM system that's located above 19 of significance of impact. The first one is No Impact.
20 our station site. 20 So all of the topics you see here had no impact or the
21 Here's another view. It's actually locking a1 project resulted in no impact for those environmental
22 southwest on Aviation again. You're on the east side of 22 topics. Here, these were Less-Than-Significant Impacts.
23 Aviation. This is before and this is looking across 23 Those are terms that are common to the CEQA language,
24 Aviation at the new Metro facility. On this side we have 24 which means that they're less than significant
25 more of the bus operations and the main Metro Hub is this 25 essentially. And in the last two, this one is less than
19 20
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i significant when we take into account the regulatory 5 be implemented as part of the project in order to reduce

2 requirements that we would implement as part of the 2 that environmental topic, Hazards and Hazardous

3 project. So with those requirements, the environmental 3 Materials, to a less-than-significant level.

4 topic or that area would become less than significant in 4 Also as part of the project, we did a ridership

5 the impact associated with our project. 5 forecast estimating what would be the potential ridership

6 And then the last column is -- or the 6 number for people using our project. We'wve broken it out

7 environmental topic is Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 7 into three different scenarios here on the left and then

8 That is the one topic that did have significant impact 8 there are three different categories of transit riders.

9 without mitigation, but with the incorporation of 9 The first scenario is in the opening year. Again, that's
10 mitigation measures as part of the project, we would 10 around 2023 for the opening year and then we've broken it
11 reduce the impact to less than significant. Those 11 out by bus boardings, rail boardings, and then the last
12 mitigation measures are listed here. Essentially, it's 19 column has to do with the Automated People Mover
13 to conduct a Phase II environmental site assessment. We 13 boardings. So here are the numbers for the opening year.
14 would retain a certified asbestos consultant to determine 14 Also in the horizon year, which we estimate is 2035, we
15 the presence of asbestos in soil or building materials. 15 have numbers. And then when we look at the Cumulative,
16 We'd also conduct a geophysical survey. That's to look 16 which then takes into account people being able to use
17 at things that are underground such as underground itk the APM to get to the LAX terminals, we see this jump
18 storage tanks or hydraulic lifts, et cetera, any type of 18 here in both bus boardings, we see a little jump in rail
19 unauthorized chemical releases associated with 19 boardings, and then we have a significant number of APM
20 underground or aboveground structures. And then lastly 20 boardings associated with that.

21 is to conduct a soil vapor gas survey, which is a1 So for next steps in our project, we do have
22 associated with interior wvapor conditions, more inside of 22 this open public comment period which is currently under
23 a structure, making sure those are below acceptable 23 way. It's 45 days. It started July -- June 22nd. That
24 levels. 24 runs until August 6th. Once that closes, we will collect
25 So these are the mitigation measures that would 25 all comments and begin preparation of the Final
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i Environmental Impact Report. After that, we will take 5 City of Hawthorne. Thank you.
2 the Environmental Impact Report, the final, to the Metro 2 And Omar Pulido from Councilmember Mike Bonin's
3 Board of Directors for their possible certification of 3 office, L.A. City Council. Thank you for being here.
4 the document. 4 And so far we have three comments submitted to
5 So there are a number of ways to make comments. 5 speak on the microphone. So we'll go ahead and get
6 As Danielle said, we have a copy of the document here 6 started with that. And in the meantime, if I could get
7 tonight. It's available online in our project website. 7 all three to stand in line behind the microphone, that
8 You can mail a comment to us. The address is listed here 8 will save us some time. And then for those of you who
9 and it's also in the materials that we have at the table 9 get inspired from those to also make a comment, please
10 in the front. You can call and leave a voice comment 10 feel free to raise your hand. We'll give you a form to
11 message. We have e-mail. We have a project website that 11 £ill out so you can make your comment on the record.
12 you can leave a comment; Facebook, Twitter, obviously. 12 And, again, for those of you who are wanting to
13 And then, again, all comments we regquest be received by 13 submit a written comment tonight, we have comment forms
14 5:00 p.m. on August 6th in order to be included in the 14 if you'd prefer to do it in writing and not speak on the
15 Final Environmental Impact Report. 15 microphone.
16 So that concludes the presentation. What I'd 16 So with that, Robert Acherman from ARSAC, if you
17 like to do is turn it back over to Danielle, who will itk could get to the microphone, and John, John Koppelman
18 start us on the public comment period. Thank you all. 18 with Del Aire Neighborhood Association, you're number
19 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you, Cory. 19 two. And Andrew Wang from Los Angeles County Bicycle
20 Well, hopefully that was informative for 20 Coalition. Thank you. You each get two minutes.
21 everybody. We want to start the public comment period a1 So we will have you start. There is the screen.
22 and I want to just briefly acknowledge there's a few 22 MR. ACHERMAN: All right. Two minutes is not a lot
23 elected official offices in the room. We appreciate you 23 of time. My name is Robert Acherman. I'm vice president PH-1
24 being here. Olivia Vvalentine, Councilmember Olivia 24 of ARSAC. We're a grass roots community group involwved
25, Valentine. Thank you so much for being here, from the 25 in LAX issues for two decades now and I thank Metro for
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i holding this meeting here tonight in Flight Path and in 5 in talks with the City of El Segundo for a few -- the
2 the evening so that the public can very much participate. :S: 2 last few years and we've been discussing the old railroad
3 And I also want to thank Metro for working with LAWA to 3 right-of-way that travels down Aviation and that they're
4 bring rail transit to LAX. It's about time. 4 now building the Crenshaw Line on; and where the new
5 We will submit written comments, but we just 5 Crenshaw Line stops at the Green Line, there's nothing
6 wanted to articulate our concern about the safety of the 6 going further south from there on that right-of-way and
7 grade crossing at Arbor Vitae. As we've seen on the Blue 7 we've been talking about turning that into a bike path
8 Line in Long Beach, there's people that like to drive 8 and I'm very confident that that's going to happen, and
9 around the crossing arms when a train is coming and 9 it would be a real shame to have that end at Imperial
10 anything that Metro can do to help prevent those kind of PH2 10 Highway and then begin again where you put your little ng
11 accidents until a grade separation can be built would be 11 bicycle thing over on -- at the -- at the new People
12 very much appreciated. 8o whether it's stripes or curbs 12 Mover and not have anything in between.
13 or barriers or signage, you know, little popsicle sticks 13 When the -- when the -- when the Crenshaw Line
14 that stick up from the ground to help prevent drivers 14 is finished, that will be -- most of that will be
15 from going around the barriers would be great. 15 subgrade and it will be buried up and there will be a
16 And we also want to thank Metro for implementing 16 real wonderful opportunity to connect your project with
17 our idea of digging the trench along Aviation to bring itk everything south of Imperial as a bike path and it would
18 the trains past the LAX runways. We came up with that BH:3 18 just be a darn shame to miss that opportunity. It's kind
19 idea more than ten years ago and we're glad to see it 19 of a no-brainer. Thank you very much.
20 actually went somewhere. So thank you very much and have 20 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you very much. Andrew Wang.
21 a good evening. 21 MR. WANG: Yeah. Hi. I'm Andrew Wang and I'm a
22 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you. John Koppelman. 22 volunteer of the Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition and e
23 MR. KOPPELMAN: Hello. My name is John Koppelman. 23 I'm currently also an environmental science student at )
24 I'm the president of the Del Aire Neighborhood PH-4 24 University of Phoenix and the reason why I'm here today
25 Association and the reason I'm here is because I've been 25 is because I feel that this project does happen to mean a
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i lot to me in terms of what I am studying right now and I 5 me from Hawthorne or Inglewood or anywhere except maybe PH6
2 remember thinking -- yeah. Actually, yeah, I was 2 Westchester, up the Westchester Parkway -- maybe I could cont.
3 thinking that a good idea will be to put in bike lockers 3 access it without dying -- I'd just like -- that's my
4 at the stations, 'cause that's a good -- which is 4 concern. Thank you.
5 something that I'm thinking that would do well. 5 MS. VALENTINO: All right. Thank you very much. I
6 And one other thing is alsoc that, yeah, 6 appreciate the comments.
7 regarding that grade-level crossing that one of them just :;f 7 Is there anybody else who wanted to make their
8 mentioned, I was thinking that either those options that 8 comment on the microphone? We're here until 8:00, so you
9 I said or another -- another thing to do would be that to 9 can -- you have time to decide. Well, listen. Oh, you
10 put the crossing arms that will cover the entire street 10 have one more. I don't have a comment form.
11 instead of only just one side of the street. 11 MR. NISHINAGA: No, I don't.
12 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you very much. 12 MS. VALENTINO: Would you like to f£fill one out and
13 We have another one, Richard Purdy, interested 13 then we'll make sure you come on up?
14 citizen. Thank you. 14 We really do appreciate the feedback and I just
15 MR. PURDY: Yes. My name is Richard Purdy. I live 15 want to be clear since it's a public hearing and it's a
16 in Inglewcod, California, and this is my first view of 16 legal hearing, we are not engaging in conversation with
17 the facility. I'm a bike rider and I think, well, yeah, itk you tonight as much as we are taking your feedback and we
18 it's great to have a bike locker; but as a bike rider, I 18 do promise to respond to all of your comments after we
19 would not ride to that facility. I intend to live much 19 close the formal comment period on August 6th.
20 longer than I do now. So my concern is what kind of bike PH-6 20 We've got a couple more working their way up,
21 lanes or routes are going to get you there to that 21 maybe two more, maybe not.
22 station if you're on a bicycle? If you can't provide 22 Anyone else with a comment here? Okay. I'm
23 decent bike lanes or routes, you might as well turn it 23 sorry. Your name, I don't know. I don't -- we can take
24 into a perfume counter. So anyway, I just don't know. 24 your comment any time you're ready. Thank you.
25, Maybe it's in the plans, but without routes that can get 25 Linden Nishinaga.
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s MR. NISHINAGA: Nishinaga, yes. 5 So it's all about -- for me, it's all about the
2 MS. VALENTINO: And you're with the Asian-American 2 passenger convenience. The whole purpose of this project
3 Architects/Engineers Association? 3 is the convenience for the passengers. So if you do not
4 MR. NISHINAGA: Yes, of Southern California. There's 4 adequately address that, then maybe the project is not as Zﬁj
5 another organization in Northern California, AAA, but 5 good as it could be. So just put yourselves in the shoes
6 we're in Southern California. But my comments was -- 6 of a passenger having to come to the airport and going to
7 this is my first time, as with the gentleman to the left 7 the terminals with two big, heavy bags, maximum size, and
8 of me. This is my first time. I haven't read your 8 traveling overseas, and that's my main comment to you
9 report yet and this is my first exposure to this project, 9 all.
10 but I've been wanting to have this connection to the 10 I hope this project goes well. Thank you very
11 airport for the last 30 years and I was very disappointed P 11 much.
12 when it didn't happen I guess it was 27 years ago when 12 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you very much. I appreciate
13 the Green Line bypassed this. 13 e
14 But my suggestion is that the People Mover be 14 Anybody else? There's still time to decide.
15 very adequate to take people that are international 15 While we're thinking about it, if anyone -- just to be
16 travelers because, you know, a lot of people here like to 16 clear, we want to make sure any comment you share tonight
17 travel to Agia and we have big bags, big maximum-sized itk is valuable, so don't hesitate. And in terms of the LAWA
18 bags. That People Mover needs to be able to accommodate 18 piece and the Automated People Mover, we do have staff
19 people that are traveling overseas. And, also, I noticed 19 here from LAWA here this evening. 8o this is -- the
20 it's elevated. So, therefore, you probably have elevator 20 public hearing tonight is for the Metro Airport Metro
21 and escalators. They have to be substantial, not small a1 Connector 96th Street Transit Station and so that's
22 and crowded. So that's kind of an inconvenience that 22 really the project we're here to discuss, but of course
23 people have to get off the Metro and get onto another; 23 that is certainly related to the LAWA's effort to the
24 but if the People Mover was adequate sized, then that 24 LAMP project. And so the gentleman's comment about the
25 would somewhat mitigate the travelers. 25 Automated People Mover, we would just really encourage
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i you to track LAWA's project, which is separate from the 5 about making a comment -- thank you for that one -- if
2 Metro project that we're here to discuss tonight, but 2 the LAWA staff wouldn't mind raising their hand just so
3 obviously you saw earlier how they could interface with 3 people in the room can see who you are. Thank you very
4 each other. So we really appreciate you to track both 4 much. Lisa Trifiletti is here and I can't quite make
5 and make sure you're staying up with them. 5 out -- and Diego Alvarez. They're in the back of the
6 MR. NISHINAGA: The People Mover, are they -- 6 room.
7 MS. VALENTINO: They're separate projects. They're 7 So, again, we are here for the Airport Metro project, but
8 separate projects, absolutely. 8 we do have resources in the room for you. So if you'd
9 Anyone else? We'wve got another comment here. 9 like to speak to them off-line or to the side or
10 David Mach with Torrance Transit. 10 specifically about the LAWA part of their project, please
11 MR. MACH: Yes. Hello. Thank you for hosting this 11 feel free to do so.
12 public hearing tonight and two questions coming from 12 Anyone else with a comment about the transit
13 Torrance Transit: What will happen to the existing L.A. PH-8 13 station? If you can fill ocut a form, please.
14 city bus center that's currently being utilized by local 14 MR. PURDY: I just have a guestion about dates.
15 agencies on 96th Street, having the new transit center 15 MS. VALENTINO: Okay. Go for it.
16 that you are proposing? 16 MR. PURDY: The date for this is 2021 to 2023? EH4
17 Additionally, what are any of the traffic itk MS. VALENTINO: For operations for this station?
18 impacts you are expecting along Sepulveda and 96th Street 18 MR. PURDY: Right.
19 close to that existing transit center right now, 19 MS. VALENTINO: It is anticipated -- I'm looking at
20 egpecially during construction? And I know if -- the two 20 Cory -- still 2021 through 2023 is the anticipated
21 transit centers are far apart, but I do know, again, you Rk 21 operation year for the station.
22 mentioning LAWA and the Automated People Mover that are 22 MR. PURDY: And the People Mover, are they going to B4
23 also working in conjunction with this, so maybe this is 23 meet together or is there separation?
24 also another guestion for LAWA as well. Thank you. 24 MS. VALENTINO: You might want to ask that as a
25, MS. VALENTINO: While we have more folks thinking 25 formal guestion on the record so we can get back to you
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s with a formal answer. I am not a hundred percent sure. A the parking issues, what happens in our community right
2 I know that there are efforts to -- it's a LAWA comment. 2 next to Del Aire right next to the Green Line station on
3 I have been clarified here. So that is a LAWA comment. 3 Aviation and Imperial. What happens is the airport
4 So for that specific question, if you'd like to speak 4 employees park in our neighborhood and use us as the
5 with Lisa in the back or Mr. Alvarez in the back, they'll 5 company parking lot, and it's -- there's been fistfights
6 answer that question for you or, again, better yet, if 6 in our streets in front of the houses over parking places
7 you could just put it in writing or state it on the 7 and what they do is they park in our community and then :::112
8 microphone tonight, we'll make sure to get you an answer 8 they jump on the airport shuttle and ride it into work,
9 or lead you to the folks who can answer your question at 9 and the airport basically accommodates them using our
10 LAWA. 10 neighborhood as a parking lot. And it's gotten so out of
11 Anybody else? 11 hand, it's just embarrassingly out of hand and we've been
12 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Here's one. 12 pleading with the airport for five years to address it
13 MS. VALENTINO: This is for John, I believe. I don't 13 and they give us lip service.
14 have an organization name here, but -- 14 So I'm wondering what you're going to do to
4.5, MR. KOPPELMAN: John Koppelman from the Del Aire 15 prevent further abuse of our community as a parking lot
16 Neighborhood Association again. I'd like to address 16 for the added passengers on the Crenshaw Line and they
17 another -- 187 all want to come in and ride the People Mover. There
18 MS. VALENTINO: Sure. One moment, please. 18 will be more people using our neighborhood as free
19 MR. KOPPELMAN: Sure. 19 parking and we'd like to know what you're -- what is
20 MS. VALENTINO: John, can you come to the front and 20 going to be dene to prevent that.
21 speak on the microphone and we will start the timer for 21 Thank you.
22 you? Thank you. 22 MS. VALENTINO: Thank you for that. Thank you.
23 MR. KOPPELMAN: All right. Thank you. 23 Anybody else here?
24 Again, I'm John Koppelman with the Del Aire PH-12 24 MR. BUCH: I just have a question. What is the money PH-13
25 Neighborhood Association and I just would like to address 25 gsituation? As you know, no money, nothing's going to
33 34
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s happen. What is the situation? Is there funding already ::n.:s A sure we recorded it.
2 guaranteed or is it in the process? Where is the City on ‘ 2 MR. BUCH: I don't want to be in Hollywood. I just
3 that? 3 want to -- my son wants to go to Hollywood. He's the
4 MS. VALENTINO: I think for that you would want to -- 4 Hollywood -- yes.
5 I think I could answer a little bit, but we really do 5 I just wanted a general idea of the funding,
6 want to encourage you to write it down. We have staff 6 because you know how the story goes. Without money,
7 here who can answer your question a little better, but if 7 nothing's going to happen. Money is everything, and just
8 you don't mind, if you would be willing to state your 8 a general idea of where is the situation on the funding?
9 question for the record so we can give you a formal 9 Is it complete? Has it just been started? I mean, you
10 answer . 10 can have all the plans in the world, but without money,
11 MR. BUCH: Here it is. 11 nothing moves. So that's why I'm interested in it.
12 MS. VALENTINO: Absolutely. You can give it to 12 That's the whole heart of the situation.
13 Clarissa. So please feel free to get to the microphone. 13 Thank you.
14 James, James Bush? 14 MS. VALENTINC: Thank you. Any other formal comments
15 MR. BUCH: Buch. No Bush. A5 for the record this evening? And we will have a
16 MS. VALENTINO: James Buch? James Buch with -- I'm 16 continued, more informal dialogue next to the display
17 gorry. James Buch. 187 boards, so for folks who have questions and want to look
18 MR. BUCH: Buch. 18 at display boards and talk to staff, please, please stay
19 MS. VALENTINO: You may come to the microphone and 19 for that. I think you'll find that useful as well.
20 agk your question, please. Thank you. 20 Bernadette Nicholson with the Airport
21 MR. BUCH: I already asked the question. I was 21 Commissioners, City of Inglewood. PH-14
22 interested in the funding situation. 22 MS. NICHOLSON: Yes. Good evening and thank vou on
23 MS. VALENTINO: Right. And unfortunately it will not 23 behalf of the City of Inglewood for this presentation.
24 be recorded unless you do it on the microphone. So 24 I'd like to know specifically has the Metro been
25 pleage, if you restate it on the microphone, we can make 25 in any kind of negotiations with the City of Inglewood?
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We are very much a bordering city to this whole
enterprise. And if so, what do those conversations look
like? I'm here on behalf of Councilman Morales from the
2nd District.

MS. VALENTINO: Great. Thank you.

MS. NICHOLSON: Okay.

MS. VALENTINO: And so you're asking what is the
engagement with the City of Inglewood on this project?

MS. NICHOLSON: Yes.

MS. VALENTINO: I'd be happy to work with you after
the meeting and see what we can do. Also, we should add
in addition to this formal hearing, we are here to
provide any additional information after this meeting.
Thisg is not your last -- as you think of your questions
for tonight for formal response from Metro, we do have a
full project team that can be here as a resource for you.
So if you find that there's, you know, additional support
or outreach you'd like with your city, by all means,
please let us know after the meeting. Thank you.

Well, I'm thinking we might turn it over to the
display boards. I think -- I sense that we're done with
questions, but if anybody changes their mind, all you
need to do is look for myself or Clarissa in the back --
she's raising her hand -- and we will be sure -- and

Randal here. We will be sure -- we can turn the
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microphone right back on and have you state your comment.

We're here until 8:00. So, again, we really
encourage you to think about it and if you choose to --
if you missed your chance tonight or if you have your
family or friends or neighbors who missed their chance
tonight, we really encourage you to f£fill out the comment
form. It's also available on our website.

S0 as Cory mentioned, you can go on our website.
You'll see an option to submit a comment there through
the website on the comment form. You can also send it to
our e-mail address for the project, and that's -- Cory
went over that earlier tonight and you can also do it on
Facebook and Twitter. So that's the Contact Us page. So
at any point between now and August 6th, if you, your
constituents, your neighbors wish to submit a comment and
get a formal response for the record, this is what you
need to do.

And, again, we do encourage you to look at the
document if you haven't in full yet. 1It's available
online and, again, this is really between now and
August 6th that we're letting the public review the
document and we're making sure we capture your comments
so we can get back to you in writing.

Thank you very much for being here this evening.

And, again, look for us around the room. We're here for
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the rest of the evening to answer any other guestions.
Thank you. Good night.
(Public comments concluded at 7:16 p.m. and

public hearing concluded at 8:00 p.m.)
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PH-1 (Mr. Acherman) The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR,
and no further response is required.

PH-2 (Mr. Acherman) The grade crossing at Arbor Vitae Street was addressed as part
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project Final Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report. The proposed project
would not substantially alter the design or operation of this
crossing.

PH-3 (Mr. Acherman) The comment does not relate to the adequacy of the Draft EIR,
and no further response is required.

PH-4 (Mr. Koppelman) The City of Los Angeles is responsible for designating bicycle
lanes, constructing sidewalks, and maintaining streets. LAWA's
LAMP proposes amendments to the City of Los Angeles Mobility
Plan 2035 to provide bicycle connectivity in and around LAX.
Metro and LAWA are coordinating to accommodate a multi-use
path to provide pedestrian circulation and an off-street two-way
bicycle facility along the eastern perimeter of the project site.

PH-5 (Mr. Wang) The grade crossing at Arbor Vitae Street was addressed as part
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project Final Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report. The proposed project
would not substantially alter the design or operation of this
crossing.

PH-6 (Mr. Purdy) The City of Los Angeles is responsible for designating bicycle
lanes, constructing sidewalks, and maintaining streets. LAWA’s
LAMP proposes amendments to the City of Los Angeles Mobility
Plan 2035 to provide bicycle connectivity in and around LAX.
Metro and LAWA are coordinating to accommodate a multi-use
path to provide pedestrian circulation and an off-street two-way
bicycle facility along the eastern perimeter of the project site.

PH-7 (Mr. Nishinaga) The preference related to the LAWA APM’s circulation is outside
of the scope of the proposed project. The APM is part of the
LAMP. The comments related to the APM design have been
shared with LAWA for their consideration. The proposed project
includes three at-grade light rail transit platforms designed to
accommodate travelers with luggage. Circulation elements
would include elevators sized to accommodate luggage,
escalators and stairs. In the cumulative condition, LAWA's APM
would connect to the proposed project.
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PH-8 (Mr. Mach)

PH-9 (Mr. Mach)

PH-10 (Mr. Purdy)

PH-11 (Mr. Purdy)

PH-12 (Mr. Koppelman)

The existing uses at the LAX City Bus Center (Lot C) site would
be shifted to the project site as part of the proposed project. Lot
C would no longer be used as a bus transit facility and the future
use has not been determined. The cumulative condition
assessed in the Draft EIR includes a new roadway on Lot C that
provides access to ITF West and an APM station that would be
constructed as part of the LAWA’s LAMP.

As detailed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, in the
Draft EIR, no significant traffic impacts are expected during
construction of the project. Truck haul trips are expected to
primarily access the freeway system via Aviation Boulevard and
Century Boulevard to the 1-405, and therefore are not expected to
impact 96 Street or Sepulveda Boulevard. Most construction
worker traffic is also expected to follow similar routing, and
therefore the effects of construction worker trips on 96th Street or
Sepulveda Boulevard would be negligible. The potential for
construction impacts associated with the LAMP is evaluated as
part of LAWA’s LAMP Draft EIR. As detailed in the Draft EIR, no
significant construction traffic impacts are expected to be
generated by the project at any study intersections, including on
Sepulveda Boulevard and 96t Street.

The proposed project would open in 2023.

The APM that is being considered by LAWA as part of the LAMP
would pass over the project site and connect to the Metro Hub.
The LAMP is assessed as a related project in the cumulative
condition in Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR.

The Shuttle G Bus service at the Green Line station and Metro
Line 625 allows airport employees and passengers to access the
CTA, and has resulted in parking on adjacent neighborhood
streets. The proposed project would not further exacerbate the
existing parking issue within adjacent neighborhood

streets. Rather, implementation of the proposed project would
shift bus shuttle service serving the CTA from the
Aviation/Imperial Green Line station to the project site. Airport
employees and passengers that park in the Aviation/Imperial
Green Line station vicinity would require two transfers to access
the CTA (e.g., from the northbound Green Line train, exit at the
project site and then transfer to a bus shuttle to the CTA). As
discussed in Chapter 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR,
the LAMP would be implemented by LAWA. It is Metro's
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PH-13 (Mr. Buch)

PH-14 (Ms. Nicholson)

understanding that the LAMP would provide employee parking
directly east of the project site at the ITF East.

The proposed project is funded through Measure R and included
in the Measure M Expenditure Plan. The proposed project
recently received $40 Million under the Transit and Intercity Rail
Capital Program and the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Program.

Prior to the Public Hearing on the Draft EIR, Metro hosted a
briefing for local, state and federal elected officials. The briefing
took place on June 20, 2016 from 1:30 — 3:30 p.m. at the
Westchester Municipal Building Community Room, located at
7166 Manchester Avenue in the City of Los Angeles. The briefing
provided a preview of the Public Hearing presentation to the
elected officials and/or staff representatives noted at the end of
the this comment . Notices for the Public Hearing and the
project fact sheets were provided and Metro encouraged elected
officials and staff representatives to distribute information about
the Public Hearing to their constituents.

e City of Los Angeles, Council District 11

e City of El Segundo

e City of Lawndale

e State of California, Assembly District 62

e State of California, Senate District 30

e State of California, Senate District 35

e U.S. Senator for California, Barbara Boxer

e U.S. Senator for California, Dianne Feinstein
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4. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

4.1. INTRODUCTION

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code requires a Lead Agency to adopt a “reporting or
monitoring program for the changes made to the project or conditions of project approval,
adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment” (Section 15097
of the CEQA Guidelines provides additional direction on mitigation monitoring or reporting).
Metro is the Lead Agency for the proposed project and is therefore, responsible for
administering and implementing the MMRP. The decision-makers must define specific
monitoring requirements to be enforced during project implementation prior to final approval
of the proposed project. The primary purpose of the MMRP is to ensure that the mitigation
measures identified in the Draft and Final EIR are implemented, effectively minimizing the
identified environmental effects.

4.2. PURPOSE

Table 4.1 has been prepared to ensure compliance with all of the mitigation measures
identified in the Draft EIR and this Final EIR which would lessen or avoid potentially
significant adverse environmental impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed
project. Each mitigation measure is identified in Table 4.1 and is categorized by
environmental topic and corresponding number, with identification of:

e Monitoring Action — This is the criteria that would determine when the measure has been
accomplished and/or the monitoring actions to be undertaken to ensure the measure is
implemented.

e Party Responsible for Implementing Mitigation — This identifies the entity accountable for
the action.

e Enforcement Agency, Monitoring Agency and Monitoring Phase — This identifies the
agencies responsible for overseeing the implementation of mitigation and when the
implementation is verified.

@ Page 4-1
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Airport Metro Connector

Final EIR 4. Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program
Table 4.1 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Potential o Monttoring Party ResponS|'bIe 1. EnforFerr!ent Agency

Impact Area Mitigation Measures c For Implementing 2. Monitoring Agency
Effects Action o .

Mitigation 3. Monitoring Phase

Hazards and Transport, use | HAZ-1 Metro shall complete a Phase I Verify for Metro/Contractor | 1. Metro/South Coast Air
Hazardous or disposal of Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) at Compliance Quality Management

Materials hazardous locations on the project site known to have District
materials contained hazardous substances and . Metro

hazardous waste. The Phase Il ESA shall
include a geophysical survey that confirms
the presence or absence of UST(s) and
other subgrade features of environmental
concern including former hydraulic lifts and
clarifiers. The Phase Il ESA shall identify if a
Soil Management Plan (SMP) would be
required.

If prescribed in the Phase Il ESA, Metro
shall prepare a SMP for identifying,
handling, storing and disposing of
suspected soils with elevated levels of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The
SMP shall comply with SCAQMD 1166
(VOC Emissions from Decontamination of
Soil). The SMP shall be prepared by the
construction contractor and distributed to
construction personnel. If a SMP is
required, a Certified Industrial Hygienist
shall certify a health and safety plan based
on that SMP.

. Construction
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Airport Metro Connector

ESA in Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, Metro
shall identify whether there have been any
unauthorized releases. If the site
assessment identifies a REC, Metro shall
coordinate with the appropriate regulatory
agencies to remediate hazardous condition.

Final EIR 4. Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program
Potential o e Party Responsi!)le 1. Enf'orf:en'.lent Agency
Impact Area Mitigation Measures c For Implementing 2. Monitoring Agency
Effects Action R et
Mitigation 3. Monitoring Phase
Hazards and | Accidental HAZ-2 Metro shall retain a Certified Asbestos Verify for Metro/Contractor | 1. Metro
Hazardous release of Consultant to determine the presence of Compliance . Metro
Materials hazardous asbestos and asbestos-containing materials . Construction
materials (ACMs) within buildings to be demolished.
If asbestos is discovered, a Licensed
Asbestos Abatement Contractor shall be
retained to safely remove ACM in
accordance with the 1994 Federal
Occupational Exposure to Asbestos
Standards and South Coast Air Quality
Management District Rule 1403 (Asbestos
Emissions from Demolition/Renovation
Activities). ACM removal shall be
monitored by a Certified Technician.
HAZ-3 Metro shall test for lead-based paint (LBP) Verify for Metro/Contractor | 1. Metro
within buildings to be demolished. If LBPis | Compliance . Metro
discovered, a licensed lead-based . Construction
paint/materials abatement contractor shall
be retained to safely remove LBP in
accordance with the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development Lead-
Based Paint Guidelines.
HAZ-4 |If clarifiers and hydraulic lifts are identified Verify for Metro/Contractor | 1. Metro/Department of
on the project site in the required Phase I Compliance Toxic Substances

Control

. Metro
. Construction
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4. Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program

Party Responsible

1. Enforcement Agency

are planned for the purpose of establishing
a baseline for potential indoor vapor
concentrations. If the study identifies
concentrations that exceed Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
California Human Health Screening Levels
for soil or soil gas, Metro—in coordination
with California Occupational Safety and
Health Administration—shall prepare a
remediation plan that demonstrates that
interior vapor concentrations would be
mitigated to below safety standards. This
plan shall be prepared prior to building
occupancy.

Impact Area poteaty Mitigation Measures Monlt.ormg For Implementing 2. Monitoring Agency
Effects Action R .
Mitigation 3. Monitoring Phase
Hazards and Hazardous HAZ-5 Metro shall coordinate with the responsible Verify for Metro 1. Regional Water Quality
Hazardous Project Site party (Honeywell International Inc.) under Compliance Control Board
Materials the direction of the Regional Water Quality 2. Metro
Control Board to monitor potential 3. Construction
disruptions to the existing groundwater
monitoring wells at 9225 and 9601 Aviation
Boulevard during construction activities or
operation of the proposed project. If an
existing well must be disturbed, Metro shall
coordinate with the responsible party
(Honeywell International Inc.) and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board to
relocate the monitoring wells.
HAZ-6 Metro shall conduct a soil vapor gas survey Verify for Metro/Contractor | 1. Metro
of the project site where enclosed structures | Compliance 2. Metro

3. Construction
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