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1. INTRODUCTION 

This chapter provides an overview of the purpose of this Final Environmental Impact Report 
(Final EIR) for the Airport Metro Connector (AMC) 96th 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 seq.).   

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: 

 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 (I-405); 

 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;  

 A Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC); 

 Roadway and utility improvements; and 

 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 



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

Page 1-2 

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:     

 City of Los Angeles, Council District 11 

 City of El Segundo 

 City of Lawndale  

 State of California, Assembly District 62 

 State of California, Senate District 30 

 State of California, Senate District 35 

 U.S. Senator for California, Barbara Boxer 

 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:  

 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.   

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

 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. 

 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. 

 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 Commissioners (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 8 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 strikeout 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) 

 
Source: Cityworks Design, 2016. 

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 

 

 
 

 
 

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016. 

Note: Similar change to the figure title on page ES-4 of the Executive Summary. 

Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 2) 

Existing Conditions 
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Figure 2.9 Southwest View of the Project Site - Existing Conditions and Proposed Project 

 

 
 

 
 

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016.  

Note: Similar change to the figure title on page ES-5 of the Executive Summary.  

Conceptual sketch of the Proposed Project (Access Option 1) 

Existing Conditions 
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Figure 2.10 Proposed Driveway Options 

 

Source: Cityworks Design, 2016. 
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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 with rail transit service or bus service 
where lines have peak headways of less than 15 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 quality impacts would be less than 
significant. presents the results of operational air pollutant emissions modeling for the 
proposed project and shows a comparison to the emissions from land uses currently on 
the project site under existing conditions. The comparison does not represent the 
incremental impact of the project on air quality; it simply discloses the emissions that 
would result from operations on the project site in the future with project condition and 
the existing conditions.  The CARB prepares its emissions factors for mobile sources 
under the assumption that fuel efficiency and combustion standards will become more 
stringent over time. The more stringent emissions regulations would result in a 
substantial decrease in the emissions from mobile sources from existing conditions to 
2035. However, emissions from tire and break wear would result in increased particulate 
emissions as these emissions are not directly controlled by fuel standards. For this 
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reason, the existing mobile source emissions are much higher lower than those shown in 
2035—except for PM10 and PM2.5—even though the VMT increases over these years. 

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 
VMT 

VOC 
(lb/day) 

NOx 
(lb/day) 

CO 
(lb/day) 

SOx 
(lb/day) 

PM10 
(lb/day) 

PM2.5 
(lb/day) 

Stationary 

Area -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Energy -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Stationary Subtotal -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

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 <1 7 16 <1 <1 <1 

 

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 Operational Emissions – Future With Project Compared  
to Existing Conditions 

Future With Project 
VOC 

(lb/day) 
NOx 

(lb/day) 
CO 

(lb/day) 
SOx 

(lb/day) 
PM10 

(lb/day) 
PM2.5 

(lb/day) 

Stationary 

Area 5 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Energy <1 3 3 <1 <1 <1 

Stationary Subtotal 6 3 3 <1 <1 <1 

Mobile 

Passenger Vehicles 5,499 27,316 289,599 2,321 56,206 22,817 

Buses 3 61 116 <1 29 12 

Mobile Subtotal 5,499 27,316 289,599 2,321 56,235 22,829 
 

Total Daily Emissions 5,508 27,380 289,718 2,321 56,236 22,830 

Existing 
VOC 

(lb/day) 
NOx 

(lb/day) 
CO 

(lb/day) 
SOx 

(lb/day) 
PM10 

(lb/day) 
PM2.5 

(lb/day) 

Stationary 

Area <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Energy <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Stationary Subtotal <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 
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Mobile 

Passenger Vehicles 25,846 100,474 842,307 3,025 40,583 16,945 

Buses 15 317 341 <1 30 13 

 <1 2 1 <1 <1 <1 

Mobile Subtotal 25,861 100,793 842,649 3,025 40,613 16,958 

 

Total Daily Emissions 25,862 100,793 842,650 3,025 40,614 16,959 
 

Net Emissions 
VOC 

(lb/day) 
NOx 

(lb/day) 
CO 

(lb/day) 
SOx 

(lb/day) 
PM10 

(lb/day) 
PM2.5 

(lb/day) 

Net Regional Emissions -20,354 -73,413 -552,932 -704 15,622 5,871 
Source: Terry A. Hayes Associates Inc., 2016.   

The first two sentences in the last paragraph on page 3.1-23 have been revised as follows: 

Table 3.1.8 presents the results of operational air pollutant emissions modeling.  In order 
to most accurately characterize the impacts associated with implementation of the 
proposed project,Table 3.1.8 also presents the net daily 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 transit service or bus service 
where lines have peak headways of less than 15 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 
locations and avoid interfering ensure that demolition, site clearing, and excavation 
activities do not interfere 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 would not 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 ensure the 
protection of the existing groundwater wells 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 
minutes or less during peak commuting hours with rail transit service or bus service 
where lines have peak headways of less than 15 minutes. 

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 
Station via Sepulveda Blvd. 

20 

CC Rapid 6 3 15 
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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: 

# N/S Street E/W Street Jurisdiction 

Existing Conditions 

AM PM 

V/C LOS V/C LOS 

1 Sepulveda Blvd. Manchester Ave. 
Caltrans/City of Los 
Angeles 

0.715 C 0.808 D 

9 La Tijera Blvd. Manchester Ave. 
Caltrans/City of Los 
Angeles 

0.508 A 0.504 A 

12 Airport Blvd. Manchester Ave. 
Caltrans/City of Los 
Angeles 

0.573 A 0.651 B 

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 to two a northbound left-turn lane lanes would be provided 
at both the fully and partially signalized driveway intersections and a southbound right-turn 
pocket lane would be provided for the fully signalized intersection only. locations that access 
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-up/drop-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 

 

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 

Int # Intersection 

EXISTING EXISTING - WITH PROJECT 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS Delta Impact? Delta Impact? 

-- 
   
Project Driveway – Option 1 
Fully Signalized Intersection 

-- -- -- -- 
 

0.238 
0.217 

 
A 
 

 
0.233 
0.239 

 
A 
 

-- NO -- NO 

-- 

 
Project Driveway – Option 2 
Fully Signalized Intersection 
 

 
-- 

 
-- 

 
-- 

 
-- 

 
0.219 
0.219 

 

 
 

A 
 

 
0.242 
0.213 

 

 
 

A 
 

 
-- 

 
NO 

 
-- 

 
NO 

-- 
Partially Signalized Intersection 
 

-- -- -- -- 
0.210 A 0.222 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 E, Transportation and Traffic 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 

Int # Intersection 

FUTURE WITHOUT PROJECT 
(2035) FUTURE WITH PROJECT 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS Delta Impact? Delta Impact? 

-- 
Project Driveway –  Option 1 
Fully Signalized Intersection 
 

-- -- -- -- 

 
0.238 
0.278 

 

 
A 
 

 
0.233 
0.288 

 

 
A 
 

-- NO -- NO 

-- 
Project Driveway – Option 2 
Fully Signalized Intersection 

-- -- -- -- 
0.219 
0.259 

A 
 

0.242 
0.262 

A 
 

-- NO -- NO 

-- Partially Signalized Intersection -- -- -- -- 
 

0.259 
 

A 
 

0.269 
 

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 E, Transportation and Traffic 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 LAMP. 

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 LAMP. 

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 

Int # Intersection 

FUTURE WITHOUT PROJECT FUTURE WITH PROJECT 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS Delta Impact? Delta Impact? 

-- 

 

Project Driveway – Option 1 

Fully Signalized Intersection 

 

 

-- -- -- -- 

 

0.539 

0.428 

 

 

A 

 

 

0.692 

0.426 

 

B 

A -- NO -- NO 

-- 
Project Driveway – Option 2 

Fully Signalized Intersection 
-- -- -- -- 

0.539 

0.407 

 

A 

 

0.660 

0.416 

B 

A -- NO -- NO 

-- 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, Traffic 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) 

 
Source: Cityworks Design, 2016. 

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 

  

 

 

  
Source: Cityworks Design, 2016. 

Note: Similar change to the figure titles on page ES-13 of the Executive Summary.  

Northwest view of the project site (Access Option 2) 

Southwest view of the project site (Access Option 1) 
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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: 

 Alliance for Regional Solution to Airport Congestion 

 State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

 CD 11 Transportation Advisory Committee 

 Citizens for Better Mobility 

 City of Culver City 

 City of Inglewood 

 City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation 

 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 96th 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 Date 

Public Agencies 

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, 
Planning Division 

August 3, 2016 

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 

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

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 III July 3, 2016 

26 Jordan Levin July 3, 2016 

27 Elijah Tanner III July 4, 2016 

28 Mauricio Ortiz July 4, 2016 

29 Ian Hardy July 4, 2016 

30 Ian 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 
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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 

41 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 J. 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 
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3.3. RESPONSES TO PUBLIC AGENCIES’ WRITTEN COMMENTS 
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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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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 The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  Specific comments 
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below. 

2-2 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.   

2-3 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.   

2-4 The Draft EIR assessed potential impacts at Sepulveda Boulevard and I-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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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. 

2-5 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. 

2-6 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.  

2-7 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.   

2-8 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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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.    

2-9 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. 

2-10 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. 

2-11 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.  

2-12 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. 

2-13 Refer to Response to Comment 2-12.  Appendix E includes all appropriate traffic 
volumes at the study intersections. 

2-14 The proposed project has no significant traffic impacts and no mitigation is necessary.   

2-15 The proposed project has no significant traffic impacts to the state Highway System 
and no mitigation is necessary.   

2-16 In response to this comment submitted as part of the scoping process, Caltrans was 
provided a copy for the Draft EIR for review.    

2-17 Refer to Response to Comment 2-15.    
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LETTER NO. 3 RESPONSE 
 

Lisa Trifiletti 
Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 

3-1 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.    

3-2 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.  

3-3 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.   

3-4 Refer to Response to Comment 3-3.    

3-5 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.    

3-6 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. 

3-7 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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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.   

3-8 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.  

3-9 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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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 As discussed 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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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 The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  Specific comments 
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below. 

5-2 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.   

5-3 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. 

 

 

5-4 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 

Intersection 
AM 

V/C  LOS 
PM 

V/C  LOS 

Aviation Boulevard & 98th Street 0.772  C 0.900  D 
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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.   
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LETTER NO. 6 RESPONSE 

Sean Haeri 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation  
100 S. Main Street, 10th 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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LETTER NO. 7 RESPONSE 

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

7-1 The introduction does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  Specific comments 
pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below. 

7-2 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.   

7-3 The cumulative impact study area is defined roughly by Manchester Avenue to the 
north, La Cienega Boulevard to the east, Imperial Highway and I-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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7-4 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.    

7-5 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 
VMT 

VOC 
(lb/day) 

NOx 
(lb/day) 

CO 
(lb/day) 

SOx 
(lb/day) 

PM10 
(lb/day) 

PM2.5 
(lb/day) 

Stationary 

Area -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Energy -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Stationary Subtotal -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

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 <1 7 16 <1 <1 <1 

 

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. 

 
 
7-6 Refer to Response to Comment 7-5 related to VMT and air quality emissions.  

7-7 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. 

7-8 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.  



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

Page 3-37 

 

  



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

Page 3-38 

 

  



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

Page 3-39 

 

  



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

Page 3-40 

 

  



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

Page 3-41 

 

  



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

Page 3-42 

LETTER NO. 8 RESPONSE 

Robert Pullen-Miles 
City of Lawndale 
14717 Burin Avenue 
Lawndale, CA 90260 

8-1 The introduction summarizes the City's concerns with the Draft EIR. Specific 
comments pertaining to the Draft EIR are addressed below. 

8-2 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.   

8-3 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.   

8-4 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 
VMT 

VOC 
(lb/day) 

NOx 
(lb/day) 

CO 
(lb/day) 

SOx 
(lb/day) 

PM10 
(lb/day) 

PM2.5 
(lb/day) 

Stationary 

Area -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Energy -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

Stationary Subtotal -- <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 

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 <1 7 16 <1 <1 <1 

 

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 3.2.4 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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8-5 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.  

8-6 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, 



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

Page 3-45 

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

8-7 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. 

8-8 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   

 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 II 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 II ESA.   

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

 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.   

8-9 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.   

8-10 Refer to Response to Comment 8-6.   

8-11 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. 

8-17 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. 

8-18 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 ¼-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.  

8-19 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.  

8-20 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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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.   

  



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

Page 3-50 

3.4. RESPONSES TO COMMUNITY AND BUSINESS INTEREST GROUPS’ WRITTEN 

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

10-2 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.  

10-3 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.  

10-4 The proposed project does not include modifying I-405 freeway on and off ramps.  The 
comment has been shared with LAWA for their consideration.   

10-5 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. 

10-6 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.   

  



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

Page 3-52 

 
  



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

Page 3-53 

 
  



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

Page 3-54 

 
  



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

Page 3-55 

 
  



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

Page 3-56 

LETTER NO. 11 RESPONSE 

Laurie Hughes  
Gateway Los Angeles Airport Business District 
9841 Airport Boulevard, Ste. 100 
Los Angeles, CA 90045  

11-1 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. 

11-2 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, 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 

V/C  LOS 
PM 

V/C  LOS 

Aviation Boulevard & 98th 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 98th 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.   

11-3 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 98th 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. 

11-5 Refer to Response to Comment 11-4. 

11-6 As discussed in Section 3.6, Transportation and Traffic, the proposed project involves 
the addition of two driveways along Aviation Boulevard: 

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

 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. 

11-7 Refer to Response to Comment 11-6.  

11-8 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. 

11-9 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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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. The15-foot sidewalks will be 
installed along the perimeter of the project site adjacent to Aviation Boulevard and 
Arbor Vitae Street. 

11-10 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. 

11-11 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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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.   

11-12 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).   

11-13 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 Study 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. 

11-14 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. 

11-15 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. 

11-16 Sidewalks will be provided along the project site to allow for pedestrian circulation in 
the area, including between the Century/Aviation station and the 96th 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. 
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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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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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LETTER NO. 13 RESPONSE 

K. Erik Friess 
Allen Matkins, on behalf of Hertz Cooperation 
1900 Main Street 5th Floor 
Irvine, CA 92614-7321 

13-1 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.   

13-2 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. 

13-3 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. 

13-4 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. 

13-5 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. 

13-6 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 
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LETTER NO. 14 RESPONSE 

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

14-1 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. 

14-2 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 I-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 96th Street or 
Sepulveda Boulevard would be negligible.    

14-3 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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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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LETTER NO. 16 RESPONSE 

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

16-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   

16-2 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. 

16-3 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.     

16-4 The proposed project would not affect Metro’s ability to construct the future Metro 
Green Line extension to the Lincoln Boulevard corridor.   

16-5 The proposed project would not affect Metro’s ability to construct a transit line along  
I-405 to the San Fernando Valley.  A preferred alternative for the I-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 

 

 

LETTER NO. 17 RESPONSE 

Risa Sher 

17-1 The comments requests Metro to inform tourists about the 96th 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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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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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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LETTER NO. 20 RESPONSE 

Lee Johnson 

20-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 21 RESPONSE 

Rey Santos 

21-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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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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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LETTER NO. 24 RESPONSE 

Saul Lara 

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

Elijah Tanner III 

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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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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LETTER NO. 27 RESPONSE 

Elijah Tanner III 

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.   
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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. 

  



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

Page 3-88 

 

LETTER NO. 29 RESPONSE 

Ian 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.   
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LETTER NO. 30 RESPONSE 

Ian 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.   
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LETTER NO. 31 RESPONSE 

Kamran Firouzi 

31-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 32 RESPONSE 

Maria Chang 

32-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 33 RESPONSE 

Tere Roe 

33-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 34 RESPONSE 

Jason Elepano 

34-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 35 RESPONSE 

Mia Becker Eloy 

35-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 36 RESPONSE 

Juan Carlos Suarez 

36-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 37 RESPONSE 

Carmen Ramairez 

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

  



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

Page 3-101 

 

LETTER NO. 42 RESPONSE 

Jorge F. Castillo 

42-1 This comment was deleted for violating Metro's comment guidelines. 
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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.   
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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.   
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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.   
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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.   
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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.   
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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.   
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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.   
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LETTER NO. 50 RESPONSE 

Harry J. Cross 

50-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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.   
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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.   
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LETTER NO. 53 RESPONSE 

Marco Marchelli 

53-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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.   
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LETTER NO. 55 RESPONSE 

Jason Elepano 

55-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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LETTER NO. 56 RESPONSE 

Kenny Uong 

56-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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.     
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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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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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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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LETTER NO. 61 RESPONSE 

Partho Kalyani 

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

John Bailey 

62-1 The comment related to the FlyAway bus has been shared with LAWA for their 
consideration.   
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LETTER NO. 63 RESPONSE 

Silvio Nunez Jr. 

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.   
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LETTER NO. 64 RESPONSE 

Annemarie Pazmino 

64-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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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LETTER NO. 66 RESPONSE 

Jonathan Eldridge 

66-1 As requested by the commenter, noise monitoring files have been added to an 
updated Appendix D in the Final EIR.  Refer to Chapter 2.0, Correction and Additions, 
of this Final EIR for specific corrections. 
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LETTER NO. 67 RESPONSE 

Jonathan Baty 

67-1 The comment expresses support for the proposed project.   
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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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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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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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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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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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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 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.    

73-2 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.  

73-3 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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LETTER NO. 74 RESPONSE 

Jacqueline Hamilton 

74-1 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. 

74-2 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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74-3 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.   

74-4 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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3.7. RESPONSES TO PUBLIC HEARING SPEAKER COMMENTS 
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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) 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. 

PH-9 (Mr. Mach) 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 I-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 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 96th Street. 

PH-10 (Mr. Purdy) The proposed project would open in 2023.   

PH-11 (Mr. Purdy) 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. 

PH-12 (Mr. Koppelman) 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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understanding that the LAMP would provide employee parking 
directly east of the project site at the ITF East.      

 
PH-13 (Mr. Buch) 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.   

PH-14 (Ms. Nicholson) 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.  

 City of Los Angeles, Council District 11 

 City of El Segundo 

 City of Lawndale  

 State of California, Assembly District 62 

 State of California, Senate District 30 

 State of California, Senate District 35 

 U.S. Senator for California, Barbara Boxer 

 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: 

 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.  

 Party Responsible for Implementing Mitigation – This identifies the entity accountable for 
the action.  

 Enforcement Agency, Monitoring Agency and Monitoring Phase – This identifies the 
agencies responsible for overseeing the implementation of mitigation and when the 
implementation is verified.   
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Table 4.1 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Impact Area 
Potential 
Effects 

Mitigation Measures 
Monitoring 

Action 

Party Responsible 
For Implementing 

Mitigation 

1. Enforcement Agency 
2. Monitoring Agency 
3. Monitoring Phase 

Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Transport, use 
or disposal of 
hazardous 
materials 

HAZ-1 Metro shall complete a Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) at 
locations on the project site known to have 
contained hazardous substances and 
hazardous waste.  The Phase II 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 II ESA shall identify if a 
Soil Management Plan (SMP) would be 
required. 

If prescribed in the Phase II 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. 

 

 

 

 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro/Contractor 1. Metro/South Coast Air 
Quality Management 
District 

2. Metro 
3. Construction 



Airport Metro Connector  
Final EIR  4. Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program 

Page 4-3 

Impact Area 
Potential 
Effects 

Mitigation Measures 
Monitoring 

Action 

Party Responsible 
For Implementing 

Mitigation 

1. Enforcement Agency 
2. Monitoring Agency 
3. Monitoring Phase 

Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Accidental 
release of 
hazardous 
materials 

HAZ-2 Metro shall retain a Certified Asbestos 
Consultant to determine the presence of 
asbestos and asbestos-containing 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. 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro/Contractor 1. Metro 
2. Metro 
3. Construction 

HAZ-3 Metro shall test for lead-based paint (LBP) 
within buildings to be demolished.  If LBP is 
discovered, a licensed lead-based 
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. 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro/Contractor 1. Metro 
2. Metro 
3. Construction 

HAZ-4  If clarifiers and hydraulic lifts are identified 
on the project site in the required Phase II 
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. 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro/Contractor 1. Metro/Department of 
Toxic Substances 
Control 

2. Metro 
3. Construction 
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Impact Area 
Potential 
Effects 

Mitigation Measures 
Monitoring 

Action 

Party Responsible 
For Implementing 

Mitigation 

1. Enforcement Agency 
2. Monitoring Agency 
3. Monitoring Phase 

Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Hazardous 
Project Site 

HAZ-5  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 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. 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro 1. Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

2. Metro 
3. Construction 

HAZ-6  Metro shall conduct a soil vapor gas survey 
of the project site where enclosed structures 
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. 

Verify for 
Compliance 

Metro/Contractor 1. Metro 
2. Metro 
3. Construction 

 


