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Acronym Definition 
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Figure 2-1. Project Alternatives 

  
Source: Metro, 2020 
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From the Arts/Industrial District Station to the southern terminus at Pioneer Station, 
Alternatives 1 and 2 share a common alignment. South of Olympic Boulevard, the 
Alternatives 1 and 2 would transition from an underground configuration to an aerial 
configuration, cross over the Interstate (I-) 10 freeway and then parallel the existing Metro A 
(Blue) Line along the Wilmington Branch ROW as it proceeds south. South of Slauson 
Avenue, which would serve as the northern terminus for Alternative 3, Alternatives 1, 2, and 
3 would turn east and transition to an at-grade configuration to follow the La Habra Branch 
ROW along Randolph Street. At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 
would turn southeast to follow the San Pedro Subdivision ROW and then transition to the 
Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW), south of the I-105 freeway. The northern terminus 
for Alternative 4 would be located at the I-105/C Line Station. Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 
would then follow the PEROW to the southern terminus at the proposed Pioneer Station in 
Artesia. The Build Alternatives would be grade-separated where warranted, as indicated on 
Figure 2-2.  
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Figure 2-2. Project Alignment by Alignment Type 

  
Source: Metro, 2020 
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2.1 Geographic Sections  

The approximately 19-mile corridor is divided into two geographic sections—the Northern 
and Southern Sections. The boundary between the Northern and Southern Sections occurs at 
Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park. 

2.1.1 Northern Section 

The Northern Section includes approximately 8 miles of Alternatives 1 and 2 and 3.8 miles of 
Alternative 3. Alternative 4 is not within the Northern Section. The Northern Section covers 
the geographic area from downtown Los Angeles to Florence Avenue in the City of 
Huntington Park and would generally traverse the Cities of Los Angeles, Vernon, 
Huntington Park, and Bell, and the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community of LA 
County (Figure 2-3). Alternatives 1 and 2 would traverse portions of the Wilmington Branch 
(between approximately Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard along Long Beach Avenue to 
Slauson Avenue). Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would traverse portions of the La Habra Branch 
ROW (between Slauson Avenue along Randolph Street to Salt Lake Avenue) and San Pedro 
Subdivision ROW (between Randolph Street to approximately Paramount Boulevard).  

Figure 2-3. Northern Section 

 
Source: Metro, 2020 
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2.1.2 Southern Section 

The Southern Section includes approximately 11 miles of Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 and 
includes all 6.6 miles of Alternative 4. The Southern Section covers the geographic area from 
south of Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park to the City of Artesia and would 
generally traverse the Cities of Huntington Park, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, 
Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia (Figure 2-4). In the Southern Section, all four Build 
Alternatives would utilize portions of the San Pedro Subdivision and the Metro-owned 
PEROW (between approximately Paramount Boulevard to South Street). 

Figure 2-4. Southern Section 

 
Source: Metro, 2020 

2.2 No Build Alternative  

For the NEPA evaluation, the No Build Alternative is evaluated in the context of the existing 
transportation facilities in the Transit Corridor (the Transit Corridor extends approximately 2 
miles from either side of the proposed alignment) and other capital transportation 
improvements and/or transit and highway operational enhancements that are reasonably 
foreseeable. Because the No Build Alternative provides the background transportation 
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network, against which the Build Alternatives’ impacts are identified and evaluated, the No 
Build Alternative does not include the Project.  

The No Build Alternative reflects the transportation network in 2042 and includes the 
existing transportation network along with planned transportation improvements that have 
been committed to and identified in the constrained Metro 2009 LRTP and the SCAG 2016 
RTP/SCS, as well as additional projects funded by Measure M, a sales tax initiative approved 
by voters in November 2016. The No Build Alternative includes Measure M projects that are 
scheduled to be completed by 2042. 

Table 2.1 lists the existing transportation network and planned improvements included as 
part of the No Build Alternative. 

Table 2.1. No Build Alternative – Existing Transportation Network and Planned Improvements  

Project To / From Location Relative to Transit Corridor 

Rail (Existing) 

Metro Rail System (LRT and 
Heavy Rail Transit) 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor  

Metrolink (Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority) System 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Rail (Under Construction/Planned)1 

Metro Westside D (Purple) Line 
Extension 

Wilshire/Western to 
Westwood/VA Hospital 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Metro C (Green) Line Extension2 

to Torrance 
96th Street Station to Torrance Outside Transit Corridor  

Metro C (Green) Line Extension Norwalk to Expo/Crenshaw3 Outside Transit Corridor  

Metro East-West Line/Regional 
Connector/Eastside Phase 2 

Santa Monica to Lambert  
Santa Monica to Peck Road 

Within Transit Corridor 

Metro North-South 
Line/Regional 
Connector/Foothill Extension to 
Claremont Phase 2B 

Long Beach to Claremont Within Transit Corridor 

Metro Sepulveda Transit 
Corridor  

Metro G (Orange) Line to 
Metro E (Expo) Line 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Metro East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor 

Sylmar to Metro G (Orange) 
Line 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Los Angeles World Airport 
Automated People Mover 

96th Street Station to LAX 
Terminals 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Metrolink Capital Improvement 
Projects 

Various projects Within Transit Corridor  

California High-Speed Rail  Burbank to LA  
LA to Anaheim 

Within Transit Corridor  

Link US LAUS Within Transit Corridor  
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Project To / From Location Relative to Transit Corridor 

Bus (Existing) 

Metro Bus System (including 
BRT, Express, and local) 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor  

Municipality Bus System4 Various locations Within Transit Corridor  

Bus (Under Construction/Planned) 

Metro G (Orange) Line (BRT) Del Mar (Pasadena) to 
Chatsworth 
Del Mar (Pasadena) to Canoga 
Canoga to Chatsworth 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Vermont Transit Corridor (BRT) 120th Street to Sunset 
Boulevard 

Outside Transit Corridor  

North San Fernando Valley BRT Chatsworth to North Hollywood Outside Transit Corridor  

North Hollywood to Pasadena North Hollywood to Pasadena Outside Transit Corridor  

Highway (Existing) 

Highway System Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Highway (Under Construction/Planned) 

High Desert Multi-Purpose 
Corridor 

SR-14 to SR-18 Outside Transit Corridor  

I-5 North Capacity 
Enhancements 

SR-14 to Lake Hughes Rd Outside Transit Corridor  

SR-71 Gap Closure I-10 to Rio Rancho Rd Outside Transit Corridor  

Sepulveda Pass Express Lane I-10 to US-101 Outside Transit Corridor  

SR-57/SR-60 Interchange 
Improvements 

SR-70/SR-60 Outside Transit Corridor  

I-710 South Corridor Project 
(Phase 1 & 2) 

Ports of Long Beach and LA to 
SR-60 

Within Transit Corridor  

I-105 Express Lane I-405 to I-605 Within Transit Corridor  

I-5 Corridor Improvements I-605 to I-710 Outside Transit Corridor 

Source: Metro 2018, WSP 2019 
Notes: 1 Where extensions are proposed for existing Metro rail lines, the origin/destination is defined for the operating scheme of 
the entire rail line following completion of the proposed extensions and not just the extension itself.  
2 Metro C (Green) Line extension to Torrance includes new construction from Redondo Beach to Torrance; however, the line will 
operate from Torrance to 96th Street. 
3 The currently under construction Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line will operate as the Metro C (Green) Line.  
The municipality bus network system is based on service patterns for Bellflower Bus, Cerritos on Wheels, Cudahy Area Rapid 
Transit, Get Around Town Express, Huntington Park Express, La Campana, Long Beach Transit, Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation, Norwalk Transit System and the Orange County Transportation Authority. 
BRT = Bus Rapid Transit; LAUS = Los Angeles Union Station; LAX = Los Angeles International Airport; VA = Veterans Affairs  
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2.3 Build Alternatives 

2.3.1 Proposed Alignment Configuration for the Build Alternatives 

This section describes the alignment for each of the Build Alternatives. The general 
characteristics of the four Build Alternatives are summarized in Table 2.2. Figure 2-5 
illustrates the freeway crossings along the alignment. Additionally, the Build Alternatives 
would require relocation of existing freight rail tracks within the ROW to maintain existing 
operations where there would be overlap with the proposed light rail tracks. Figure 2-6 
depicts the alignment sections that would share operation with freight and the corresponding 
ownership. 

Table 2.2. Summary of Build Alternative Components 

Component Quantity 

Alternatives Alternative 1  Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Alignment Length  19.3 miles 19.3 miles 14.8 miles 6.6 miles 

Stations 
Configurations 

11  
3 aerial; 6 at-grade; 

2 underground3 

12 
3 aerial; 6 at-

grade; 3 
underground 

9 
3 aerial; 6 at-grade 

4 
1 aerial; 3 at-

grade 

Parking Facilities 5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

4 
(approximately 
2,180 spaces) 

Length of 
underground, at-
grade, and aerial 

2.3 miles 
underground; 12.3 
miles at-grade; 4.7 

miles aerial1 

2.3 miles 
underground; 12.3 
miles at-grade; 4.7 

miles aerial1 

12.2 miles at-
grade; 2.6 miles 

aerial1 

5.6 miles at-
grade; 1.0 miles 

aerial1 

At-grade 
crossings 

31 31 31 11 

Freight crossings  10 10 9 2 

Freeway 
Crossings  

6 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 
I-710; I-605, SR-91) 

6 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 

I-710; I-605, SR-
91) 

4 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 
I-710; I-605, SR-91) 

3 (2 freeway 
undercrossings2 

at 
I-605, SR-91) 

Elevated Street 
Crossings 

25 25 15 7 

River Crossings 3 3 3 1 

TPSS Facilities 223 23 17 7 

Maintenance and 
Storage Facility 
site options 

2 2 2 2 

Source: WSP, 2020 
Notes: 1 Alignment configuration measurements count retained fill embankments as at-grade.  
2 The light rail tracks crossing beneath freeway structures.  
3 Under Design Option 2 – Add Little Tokyo Station, an additional underground station and TPSS site would be added under 
Alternative 1 
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Figure 2-5. Freeway Crossings  

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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Figure 2-6. Existing Rail Right-of-Way Ownership and Relocation 

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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2.3.2 Alternative 1: Los Angeles Union Station to Pioneer Station 

The total alignment length of Alternative 1 would be approximately 19.3 miles, consisting of 
approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.3 miles of at-grade, and 4.7 miles of aerial 
alignment. Alternative 1 would include 11 new LRT stations, 2 of which would be 
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Under Design Option 2, Alternative 
1 would have 12 new LRT stations, and the Little Tokyo Station would be an additional 
underground station. Five of the stations would include parking facilities, providing a total of 
up to 2,780 new parking spaces. The alignment would include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 
freeway undercrossings, 2 aerial freeway crossings, 1 underground freeway crossing, 3 river 
crossings, 25 aerial road crossings, and 10 freight crossings.  

In the north, Alternative 1 would begin at a proposed underground station at/near LAUS 
either beneath the LAUS Forecourt or, under Design Option 1, east of the MWD building 
beneath the baggage area parking facility (Section 2.3.6). Crossovers would be located on the 
north and south ends of the station box with tail tracks extending approximately 1,200 feet 
north of the station box. A tunnel extraction portal would be located within the tail tracks for 
both Alternative 1 terminus station options. 

From LAUS, the alignment would continue underground crossing under the US-101 
freeway and the existing Metro L (Gold) Line aerial structure and continue south beneath 
Alameda Street to the optional Little Tokyo Station between 1st Street and 2nd Street 
(note: under Design Option 2, Little Tokyo Station would be constructed). From the 
optional Little Tokyo Station, the alignment would continue underground beneath 
Alameda Street to the proposed Arts/Industrial District Station under Alameda Street 
between 6th Street and Industrial Street. (Note, Alternative 2 would have the same 
alignment as Alternative 1 from this point south. Refer to Section 2.3.3 for additional 
information on Alternative 2.) 

The underground alignment would continue south under Alameda Street to 8th Street, 
where the alignment would curve to the west and transition to an aerial alignment south 
of Olympic Boulevard. The alignment would cross over the I-10 freeway in an aerial 
viaduct structure and continue south, parallel to the existing Metro A (Blue) Line at 
Washington Boulevard. The alignment would continue in an aerial configuration along 
the eastern half of Long Beach Avenue within the UPRR-owned Wilmington Branch 
ROW, east of the existing Metro A (Blue) Line and continue south to the proposed 
Slauson/A Line Station. The aerial alignment would pass over the existing pedestrian 
bridge at E. 53rd Street. The Slauson/A Line Station would serve as a transfer point to the 
Metro A (Blue) Line via a pedestrian bridge. The vertical circulation would be connected 
at street level on the north side of the station via stairs, escalators, and elevators. (The 
Slauson/A Line Station would serve as the northern terminus for Alternative 3; refer to 
Section 2.3.4 for additional information on Alternative 3.) 

South of the Slauson/A Line Station, the alignment would turn east along the existing La 
Habra Branch ROW (also owned by UPRR) in the median of Randolph Street. The 
alignment would be on the north side of the La Habra Branch ROW and would require 
the relocation of existing freight tracks to the southern portion of the ROW. The 
alignment would transition to an at-grade configuration at Alameda Street and would 
proceed east along the Randolph Street median. Wilmington Avenue, Regent Street, 
Albany Street, and Rugby Avenue would be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering 
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the intersection design to a right-in, right-out configuration. The proposed 
Pacific/Randolph Station would be located just east of Pacific Boulevard. 

From the Pacific/Randolph Station, the alignment would continue east at-grade. Rita Avenue 
would be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering the intersection design to a right-in, 
right-out configuration. At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, the alignment would transition 
to an aerial configuration and turn south to cross over Randolph Street and the freight tracks, 
returning to an at-grade configuration north of Gage Avenue. The alignment would be 
located on the east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW freight tracks, and the 
existing tracks would be relocated to the west side of the ROW. The alignment would 
continue at-grade within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the proposed at-grade 
Florence/Salt Lake Station south of the Salt Lake Avenue/Florence Avenue intersection.  

South of Florence Avenue, the alignment would extend from the proposed Florence/Salt 
Lake Station in the City of Huntington Park to the proposed Pioneer Station in the City of 
Artesia, as shown in Figure 2-4. The alignment would continue southeast from the proposed 
at-grade Florence/Salt Lake Station within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Otis 
Avenue, Santa Ana Street, and Ardine Street at-grade. The alignment would be located on the 
east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision freight tracks and the existing tracks would be 
relocated to the west side of the ROW. South of Ardine Street, the alignment would transition 
to an aerial structure to cross over the existing UPRR tracks and Atlantic Avenue. The 
proposed Firestone Station would be located on an aerial structure between Atlantic Avenue 
and Firestone Boulevard.  

The alignment would then cross over Firestone Boulevard and transition back to an at-grade 
configuration prior to crossing Rayo Avenue at-grade. The alignment would continue south 
along the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Southern Avenue at-grade and continuing at-
grade until it transitions to an aerial configuration to cross over the LA River. The proposed 
LRT bridge would be constructed next to the existing freight bridge. South of the LA River, 
the alignment would transition to an at-grade configuration crossing Frontage Road at-grade, 
then passing under the I-710 freeway through the existing box tunnel structure and then 
crossing Miller Way. The alignment would then return to an aerial structure to cross the Rio 
Hondo Channel. South of the Rio Hondo Channel, the alignment would briefly transition back 
to an at-grade configuration and then return to an aerial structure to cross over Imperial 
Highway and Garfield Avenue. South of Garfield Avenue, the alignment would transition to an 
at-grade configuration and serve the proposed Gardendale Station north of Gardendale Street.  

From the Gardendale Station, the alignment would continue south in an at-grade 
configuration, crossing Gardendale Street and Main Street to connect to the proposed 
I-105/C Line Station, which would be located at-grade north of Century Boulevard. This 
station would be connected to the new infill C (Green) Line Station in the middle of the 
freeway via a pedestrian walkway on the new LRT bridge. The alignment would continue at-
grade, crossing Century Boulevard and then over the I-105 freeway in an aerial configuration 
within the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW bridge footprint. A new Metro C (Green) 
Line Station would be constructed in the median of the I-105 freeway. Vertical pedestrian 
access would be provided from the LRT bridge to the proposed I-105/C Line Station platform 
via stairs and elevators. To accommodate the construction of the new station platform, the 
existing Metro C (Green) Line tracks would be widened and, as part of the I-105 Express 
Lanes Project, the I-105 lanes would be reconfigured. (The I-105/C Line Station would serve 
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as the northern terminus for Alternative 4; refer to Section 2.3.5 for additional information 
on this alternative.) 

South of the I-105 freeway, the alignment would continue at-grade within the San Pedro 
Subdivision ROW. In order to maintain freight operations and allow for freight train 
crossings, the alignment would transition to an aerial configuration as it turns southeast and 
enter the PEROW. The existing freight track would cross beneath the aerial alignment and 
align on the north side of the PEROW east of the San Pedro Subdivision ROW. The proposed 
Paramount/Rosecrans Station would be located in an aerial configuration west of Paramount 
Boulevard and north of Rosecrans Avenue. The existing freight track would be relocated to 
the east side of the alignment beneath the station viaduct.  

The alignment would continue southeast in an aerial configuration over the Paramount 
Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue intersection and descend to an at-grade configuration. The 
alignment would return to an aerial configuration to cross over Downey Avenue descending 
back to an at-grade configuration north of Somerset Boulevard. One of the adjacent freight 
storage tracks at Paramount Refinery Yard would be relocated to accommodate the new LRT 
tracks and maintain storage capacity. There are no active freight tracks south of the World 
Energy facility.  

The alignment would cross Somerset Boulevard at-grade. South of Somerset Boulevard, the 
at-grade alignment would parallel the existing Bellflower Bike Trail that is currently aligned 
on the south side of the PEROW. The alignment would continue at-grade crossing Lakewood 
Boulevard, Clark Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard. The proposed at-grade Bellflower Station 
would be located west of Bellflower Boulevard.  

East of Bellflower Boulevard, the Bellflower Bike Trail would be realigned to the north side of 
the PEROW to accommodate an existing historic building located near the southeast corner 
of Bellflower Boulevard and the PEROW. It would then cross back over the LRT tracks at-
grade to the south side of the ROW. The LRT alignment would continue southeast within the 
PEROW and transition to an aerial configuration at Cornuta Avenue, crossing over Flower 
Street and Woodruff Avenue. The alignment would return to an at-grade configuration at 
Walnut Street. South of Woodruff Avenue, the Bellflower Bike Trail would be relocated to the 
north side of the PEROW. Continuing southeast, the LRT alignment would cross under the 
SR-91 freeway in an existing underpass. The alignment would cross over the San Gabriel 
River on a new bridge, replacing the existing abandoned freight bridge. South of the San 
Gabriel River, the alignment would transition back to an at-grade configuration before 
crossing Artesia Boulevard at-grade. 

East of Artesia Boulevard the alignment would cross beneath the I-605 freeway in an existing 
underpass. Southeast of the underpass, the alignment would continue at-grade, crossing 
Studebaker Road. North of Gridley Road, the alignment would transition to an aerial 
configuration to cross over 183rd Street and Gridley Road. The alignment would return to an 
at-grade configuration at 185th Street, crossing 186th Street and 187th Street at-grade. The 
alignment would then pass through the proposed Pioneer Station on the north side of 
Pioneer Boulevard at-grade. Tail tracks accommodating layover storage for a three-car train 
would extend approximately 1,000 feet south from the station, crossing Pioneer Boulevard 
and terminating west of South Street.  
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2.3.3 Alternative 2: 7th Street/Metro Center to Pioneer Station 

The total alignment length of Alternative 2 would be approximately 19.3 miles, consisting of 
approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.3 miles of at-grade, and 4.7 miles of aerial alignment. 
Alternative 2 would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be underground, 6 would be 
at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking facilities, providing a 
total of approximately 2,780 new parking spaces. The alignment would include 31 at-grade 
crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 2 aerial freeway crossings, 1 underground freeway crossing, 
3 river crossings, 25 aerial road crossings, and 10 freight crossings.  

In the north, Alternative 2 would begin at the proposed WSAB 7th Street/Metro Center 
Station, which would be located underground beneath 8th Street between Figueroa Street 
and Flower Street. A pedestrian tunnel would provide connection to the existing 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station. Tail tracks, including a double crossover, would extend 
approximately 900 feet beyond the station, ending east of the I-110 freeway. From the 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station, the underground alignment would proceed southeast beneath 
8th Street to the South Park/Fashion District Station, which would be located west of Main 
Street beneath 8th Street.  

From the South Park/Fashion District Station, the underground alignment would continue 
under 8th Street to San Pedro Street, where the alignment would turn east toward 7th Street, 
crossing under privately owned properties. The tunnel alignment would cross under 7th 
Street and then turn south at Alameda Street. The alignment would continue south beneath 
Alameda Street to the Arts/Industrial District Station located under Alameda Street between 
7th Street and Center Street. A double crossover would be located south of the station box, 
south of Center Street. From this point, the alignment of Alternative 2 would follow the same 
alignment as Alternative 1, which is described further in Section 2.3.2. 

2.3.4 Alternative 3: Slauson/A (Blue) Line to Pioneer Station 

The total alignment length of Alternative 3 would be approximately 14.8 miles, consisting of 
approximately 12.2 miles of at-grade, and 2.6 miles of aerial alignment. Alternative 3 would 
include 9 new LRT stations, 6 would be at-grade and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations 
would include parking facilities, providing a total of approximately 2,780 new parking spaces. 
The alignment would include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 1 aerial 
freeway crossing, 3 river crossings, 15 aerial road crossings, and 9 freight crossings. In the 
north, Alternative 3 would begin at the Slauson/A Line Station and follow the same 
alignment as Alternatives 1 and 2, described in Section 2.3.2. 

2.3.5 Alternative 4: I-105/C (Green) Line to Pioneer Station 

The total alignment length of Alternative 4 would be approximately 6.6 miles, consisting of 
approximately 5.6 miles of at-grade and 1.0 mile of aerial alignment. Alternative 3 would 
include 4 new LRT stations, 3 would be at-grade, and 1 would be aerial. Four of the stations 
would include parking facilities, providing a total of approximately 2,180 new parking spaces. 
The alignment would include 11 at-grade crossings, 2 freeway undercrossings, 1 aerial 
freeway crossing, 1 river crossing, 7 aerial road crossings, and 2 freight crossings. In the 
north, Alternative 4 would begin at the I-105/C Line Station and follow the same alignment 
as Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, described in Section 2.3.2. 
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Figure 2-7. Maintenance and Storage Facility Options  

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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City Police Services Fire Services 

City of Los Angeles 
Boyle Heights  
Community Plan (1998) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-9 (Police Protection) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-9 (Fire Protection) 

City of Los Angeles 
Central City North  
Community Plan (2000a) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-14 (Police Protection) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-15 (Fire Protection) 

City of Los Angeles 
Central City Community 
Plan (2003) 

Land Use Policies and Program 
III-11 (Police Protection) 

Land Use Policies and Program 
III-12 (Fire Protection) 

City of Los Angeles 
Southeast Los Angeles 
Community Plan (2000b) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-20 (Police Protection) 

Land Use Policies and Programs 
III-22 (Fire Protection) 

City of Vernon (2007) General Plan  
Safety Element Goal S-3 

General Plan 
Safety Element Policy S-3.8 

City of Huntington Park 
(1991)  

General Plan  
Safety Element Goal 6.0 

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 3.2  
Safety Element Policy 3.4 

City of Bell 
(Blodgett/Baylosis 
Associates 2014) 

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 3 

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 2 
Safety Element Policy 3 

City of Cudahy (2010) General Plan 
Public Safety Element Policy 1.6 
Public Safety Element Policy 2.2 
Public Safety Element Policy 3.1  

General Plan 
Public Safety Element Policy 1.4 
Public Safety Element Policy 1.6 
Public Safety Element Policy 2.2 

City of South Gate  
(Raimi + Associates 2009)  

General Plan 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 1.1.1  
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 1.1.3 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 1.2.1 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 2 

General Plan  
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 2.1.1 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 2.1.2 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 2.1.3 
Public Facilities and Services 
Element Policy 2.2.4 

City of Downey (2005)  General Plan 
Safety Element Policy 5.4.1 
Safety Element Policy 5.4.2 

General Plan 
Safety Element Policy 5.3.1 
Safety Element Policy 5.3.2 
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City Police Services Fire Services 

City of Paramount (2007) General Plan 
Health and Safety Element Policy 24 
Health and Safety Element Policy 25 
Health and Safety Element Policy 26 

General Plan 
Health and Safety Element Policy 
15 
Health and Safety Element Policy 
16 
Health and Safety Element Policy 
17  

City of Bellflower (1994)  General Plan 
Safety Element Policy 4.2 
Safety Element Policy 4.4  

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 2.2 
Safety Element Policy 2.3 

City of Artesia (2010) General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 5.1.1 
Safety Element Policy 5.1.2 

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy 6.1 
Safety Element Policy 6.1.1 

City of Cerritos (RBF 
Consulting 2004)  

General Plan  
Safety Element Policy SAF-6.1 
Safety Element Policy SAF-6.4 
Safety Element Policy SAF-7.1 
Safety Element Policy SAF-7.4  

General Plan  
Policy SAF-8.1 
Policy SAF-8.3 
Policy SAF-8.4 
Policy SAF-8.6  

Source: Metro 2021 

3.5 Other  

Other regulations and guidelines that may be applicable to the Project from the Uniform Fire 
Code (UFC) and the NFPA.   

3.5.1 Fire Services 

The UFC contains applicable regulations related to the construction and maintenance of 
buildings and premise usage. Issues addressed in the UFC and relevant to the Build 
Alternatives include fire department access, fire hydrants, automatic sprinkler systems, fire 
alarm systems, fire and explosion hazards safety, hazardous materials storage and use, 
provisions intended to protect and assist fire responders, and many other general and 
specialized fire safety requirements for new and existing buildings and their surrounding 
premises. The UFC contains specialized technical regulations related to fire and human 
safety that will also be applicable. Regulations relating to fire life safety include NFPA 101 
Life Safety Code and NFPA 130: Standard for Fixed Guideway Transit and Passenger Rail 
Systems (2017), which have been adopted by Metro, and which are discussed further in 
Section 3.3.1 
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4 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT/EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The assessment of existing conditions establishes a baseline for impacts by describing the 
current safety and security conditions as they relate to pedestrians, bicyclists, LRT passengers 
and employees; existing emergency services (police, fire, and ambulance); available crime 
and security statistics; and other relevant data for the Affected Area. The Affected Area is 
defined as the area within 100 feet of the Project, including the alignments, stations, parking 
facilities, and MSF site options. The 11 cities in the Affected Area are Los Angeles, Vernon, 
Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Artesia, 
Cerritos, and the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community of LA County.  

In the context of this analysis and as referenced in Section 1.4, safety refers to the prevention 
of accidents that may occur and involve a suite of user groups present on Metro transit 
facilities. Security refers to protection of people from intentional acts that could injure or 
harm them, and protection of property from deliberate acts of vandalism. 

4.1 Safety 

Metro is the regional agency that serves as transportation planner and coordinator, designer, 
builder, and regional operator of transit services in LA County. Metro is regulated by the 
CPUC. In operating LRT, subways, and bus transit (including dedicated bus transit-ways) 
throughout LA County, Metro has established departments, such as the Transit Education 
Programs Department, to address specific issues. This department implements programs to 
educate the public on proper safety practices with respect to LRT. 

For the safety of passengers and pedestrians, Metro operates all transit-related vehicles 
according to the guidelines established by the CPUC. Regulations established by the CPUC 
for LRVs include requirements for rear view mirrors, audible warning devices, and grab 
handles for standing passengers. The CPUC also regulates LRV braking, lighting, and 
operating speeds (GO 143-B). As a result, Metro has a proven track record in safety with only 
two derailments for over 120 million vehicle revenue miles since 2008, according to the 
National Transit Database (2017). 

Metro is continually working to improve vehicular and pedestrian safety along its current rail 
lines. Metro has established a variety of programs to inform rail users and nonusers alike 
about proper safety precautions around operating transit vehicles. For example, the Metro 
transit safety team offers courses aimed at improving passenger and bystander safety. 
In addition, photos and video from existing stations and rail crossings along the Metro A 
(Blue), L (Gold), and E (Expo) Lines are used to illustrate safety around rail alignments and 
rail crossings. 

Additionally, the Rail Safety Orientation Tour Program offers guided tours for students, with 
safety and system information and limited rides on the Metro L (Gold), B (Red), and A (Blue) 
Lines. While most of the education and training is geared toward elementary and middle 
school students, the transit safety team also works with community organizations to educate 
local residents on the proper safety procedures and precautions around LRT corridors and 
LRVs.  
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The efforts described previously have contributed to the latest statistics for accidents between 
trains/motor vehicles and trains/pedestrians for Metro’s rail lines during Fiscal Year 2020, 
summarized in Table 4.1. 

Table 4.1. Metro Rail Line Fiscal Year 2020 Train/Auto and Train/Pedestrian Accidents 

Metro Rail Line FY20 Q1 FY20 Q2 FY20 Q3 FY20 Q4 

 A (Blue) Line 
2 7 0 0 

 B (Red)/D (Purple) Line 
0 0 0 0 

 C (Green) Line 
0 0 0 0 

 L (Gold) Line 
2 1 0 0 

 E (Expo) Line 
4 5 0 0 

Source: Metro 2018c 

4.1.1 Existing Crossings 

Metro has established the Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit (Metro 2010c) that 
establishes a three-step analysis, as described in Section 3.3.1.1, to determine the required 
grade crossing (at-grade or grade-separated) along light rail alignments. Separating the tracks 
from street level reduces potential for conflict between vehicles and trains; however, full 
grade separations are not always required or feasible. For reference, Table 4.2 lists the 
existing grade crossings within the Project corridor. Appendix A list the safety and physical 
features of the existing street intersections potentially affected by the Build Alternatives. 
Appendix B provides the available accident data for existing grade crossings. Additional 
programs, such as the Metro Rail Safety Education Program, inform local residents, 
specifically children, on safety around existing grade crossings within rail corridors and the 
interaction with LRVs.  

Table 4.2. Summary of Existing Grade Crossings 

Grade Crossing Alternatives Jurisdiction 
Existing 

Active/Inactive 

Randolph Street/  
Wilmington Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight  

Randolph Street/  
Alameda Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Regent Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Albany Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Santa Fe Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Malabar Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 
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Grade Crossing Alternatives Jurisdiction 
Existing 

Active/Inactive 

Randolph Street/  
Rugby Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Pacific Boulevard/  
Randolph Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Rita Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Seville Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Miles Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
Arbutus Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Randolph Street/  
State Street 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Gage Avenue/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Huntington Park Existing – Active Freight 

Bell Avenue/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Bell Existing – Active Freight 

Florence Avenue/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Bell Existing – Active Freight 

Otis Avenue/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Cudahy Existing – Active Freight 

Santa Ana Street/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Cudahy Existing – Active Freight 

Ardine Street/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Cudahy Existing – Active Freight 

Atlantic Avenue Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 South Gate Existing – Active Freight 

Rayo Avenue Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 South Gate Existing – Active Freight 

Southern Avenue/  
Salt Lake Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 South Gate Existing – Active Freight 

Gardendale Street/  
Dakota Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 South Gate Existing – Active Freight 

Main Street/  
Dakota Avenue 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 South Gate Existing – Active Freight 

Century Boulevard/  
Industrial Ave 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 Paramount Existing – Active Freight 

Somerset Boulevard/  
Hayter Ave 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Paramount Existing – Inactive 

Lakewood Boulevard Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Paramount Existing – Inactive 
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Grade Crossing Alternatives Jurisdiction 
Existing 

Active/Inactive 

Clark Avenue Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Bellflower Existing – Inactive 

Alondra Boulevard Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Bellflower Existing – Inactive 

Bellflower Boulevard Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Bellflower Existing – Inactive 

Clark Avenue Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Bellflower Existing – Inactive 

Artesia Boulevard Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive 

Studebaker Road  Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive 

186th Street Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive 

187th Street  Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive 

Pioneer Boulevard  Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive 

South Street Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 Artesia Existing – Inactive  

Source: Metro 2021 

4.1.2 Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities  

The Affected Area has a mix of pedestrian facilities, including crosswalks, paths, sidewalks, and 
mid-block crossings. The purpose of this section, is to identify existing pedestrian generators 
within the Affected Area, and to offer insight into existing conditions that may warrant discussion 
in Section 5 if affected by the Build Alternatives.  

The northern terminus of both Alternative 1 and 2 are major multi-modal transportation 
hubs in the region with high-density population and employment. Therefore, more 
pedestrian activity takes place in the Arts District and Downtown Transit Core than the rest 
of the areas in the study area. Pedestrian infrastructure in this area typically includes 
sidewalks, crosswalks, and signage. Numerous projects are underway to improve pedestrian 
circulation in the area, such as the Los Angeles River Bike Path Gap Closure Project, Eastside 
Access Improvements, and the Rail to Rail/River Active Transportation Corridor.  

Salt Lake Park is a recreational destination adjacent to the proposed alignment in Huntington 
Park; however, driving is the primary mode of access to the park in addition to pedestrians 
and bicyclists from the nearby neighborhoods. The Los Angeles River Bike Path, which runs 
in a general north-south direction along the Los Angeles River, is a widely used path by 
bicyclists and provides a multi-modal alternative to driving or single-occupancy vehicles 
within this segment. There is an existing Class II bike lane on Southern Avenue in South 
Gate that terminates at the Los Angeles River Bike Path. The proposed alignment would 
traverse this bike lane at-grade. The Rio Hondo Bike Path, which runs in a general 
north-south direction along the Rio Hondo, is another pedestrian and bicyclist generator that 
influences circulation movement within this segment. The proposed alignment would cross 
over the bike path and Rio Hondo on an existing bridge structure. 

Paramount Park is adjacent to the proposed alignment within the City of Paramount. This 
park is a significant recreational destination; however, travel to and from the park is primarily 
by driving, in addition to pedestrians and bicyclists from the nearby neighborhoods. Across 
from Paramount and also adjacent to the proposed alignment is Paramount High School. 
The school generates substantial pedestrian traffic along Rosecrans Avenue and Downey 
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Avenue, and may encourage pedestrians to cross the tracks at-grade to access west Rosecrans 
Avenue and south Downey Avenue. The Bellflower Bike Trail runs along the proposed 
alignment for approximately 2.1 miles, from Lakewood Boulevard to Caruthers Park. This 
bike trail is also a pedestrian and bicyclist generator that influences pedestrian movement 
within this segment. Caruthers Park is adjacent to the proposed alignment. The park is a 
significant recreational destination; however, travel to and from the park is also primarily by 
driving. The San Gabriel River Bike Path, which runs in a general north-south direction 
along the San Gabriel River, is a pedestrian generator that influences pedestrian movement 
within this segment. The proposed alignment would cross over the bike path and 
Los Angeles River on an existing bridge structure.  

4.1.3 Freight Railroad 

Currently there are several subdivisions and branches of railroad with active freight 
operations in the Study Area. The Build Alternatives propose to share ROW with the UPRR 
along Wilmington Branch, La Habra Branch, San Pedro Subdivision, and PEROW. Refer to 
Figure 4-1 for a map of the Build Alternatives’ shared ROW with freight. The FRA defines 
shared ROW as two or more rail services operating on separate parallel tracks having track 
centerline separation less than 30 feet. Separation of 30 feet or less triggers the application of 
certain FRA safety regulations. Accident data at the existing freight grade crossings that are 
proposed to be shared with the Build Alternatives are provided in Appendix B. Descriptions 
of each of the proposed shared ROWs are in the following sections. 

4.1.3.1 Wilmington Branch 

Adjacent to the existing Metro A (Blue) Line there is a parallel UPRR-owned ROW along 
Long Beach Avenue called the Wilmington Branch. Freight rail operation’s use of this track 
is infrequent (approximately once a day) as freight rail has shifted off the ROW and onto the 
Alameda Corridor. Refer to Figure 4-1 for a map of the Wilmington Branch. 

4.1.3.2 La Habra Branch 

The La Habra Branch is owned by UPRR and only used on a limited basis for railroad 
operations, as well as potentially for emergency/alternate access during a possible disruption 
in the Alameda Corridor. Refer to Figure 4-1 for the location of the La Habra Branch. 

4.1.3.3 San Pedro Subdivision 

The San Pedro Subdivision is owned by the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach and used 
on a limited basis by UPRR, and potentially for emergency/alternate access during a possible 
disruption in the Alameda Corridor. Refer to Figure 4-1 for a map of the location of the 
San Pedro Subdivision. 

4.1.3.4 Pacific Electric Right-of-Way 

The PEROW is owned by Metro and used on a limited basis by BNSF Railway to access the 
Paramount Petroleum Refinery. Refer to Figure 4-1 for a map of the location of the PEROW 
that is used by BNSF Railway.  
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Figure 4-1. Map of the Build Alternatives’ Proposed Shared Right-of-Way with Freight 

 
Source: Metro 2021 
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Table 4.3. Summary of the Police Department Stations in the Affected Area 

Station Address 
Approximate Distance from the  

Build Alternatives 

LAPD – Central Community 
Police Station 

251 E 6th St 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 

Approximately 0.7 mile west of 
Alternative 1, and 0.3 mile south of 
Alternative 2 in Los Angeles 

LAPD – Newton Community 
Police Station 

3400 S Central Ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90011 

Approximately 1 mile west of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 

Vernon Police Department 
Station 

4305 S Santa Fe Ave 
Vernon, CA 90058 

Approximately 0.8 mile east of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in Vernon 

Huntington Park Police 
Department Station 

6542 Miles Ave 
Huntington Park, CA 90255 

Approximately 0.4 mile south of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in 
Huntington Park 

Bell Police Department 
Station 

6326 Pine Ave 
Bell, CA 90201 

Approximately 1 mile east of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in Bell 

LACSD – East Los Angeles 
Station 

5019 E 3rd St 
East Los Angeles, CA 90022 

Approximately 5.6 miles north of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in Cudahy 

South Gate Police 
Department Station 

8620 California Ave 
South Gate, CA 90280 

Approximately 1 mile west of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in South Gate 

Downey Police Department 
Station 

10911 Brookshire Ave 
Downey, CA 90241 

Approximately 2.5 miles northeast of 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 in Downey 

LACSD – Lakewood Station 5130 N Clark Ave 
Lakewood, CA 90712 

Approximately 3.8 miles south of 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 in 
Paramount 
Approximately 2.5 miles south of 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 in Bellflower 
Approximately 2.7 miles southwest of 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 in Artesia 

LACSD – Cerritos Station 18135 Bloomfield Ave 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

Approximately 1.3 miles northeast of 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 in Cerritos 

Source: Metro 2021 

Crimes against persons include homicide, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, battery, and sex 
offenses. Crimes against property include burglary, larceny, bike theft, motor vehicle theft, 
arson, and vandalism. Crimes against society include weapons, narcotics, and trespassing.  

4.3.1 Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department 

The LACSD is a law enforcement agency that serves LA County. It is one of the largest sheriff 
departments in the world, with approximately 18,000 employees. LACSD provides general 
law enforcement services to 40 contract cities; 90 unincorporated communities; 216 facilities, 
hospitals, and clinics located throughout the County; 9 community colleges; Metro; and 
47 superior courts.  

Metro contracts with the LACSD to provide law enforcement across the entire Metro system. 
LACSD security personnel and deputies patrol the transit system routes and stations. 
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In addition to providing patrol and investigative services, the LACSD offers a broad range of 
support services, including Neighborhood Watch coordination, community education 
programs, drug prevention education for school children, and homeland security. A key 
crime-prevention program run by the LACSD is the Community/Law Enforcement 
Partnership Program. As part of this program, LACSD helps communities mobilize and 
organize against gangs, drugs, and violence by working through schools, community-based 
organizations, local businesses, churches, residents, and local governments. 

4.3.2 Los Angeles Police Department 

The LAPD serves a population of approximately 4 million people with 9,950 sworn police 
officers. The closest LAPD station to the proposed alignment is the Central Community 
Police Station, which is approximately 0.7 mile west of Alternative 1 and approximately 
0.3 mile south of Alternative 2. The Newton Community Police Station is approximately 
1 mile west of Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 (see Figure 4-2). The addresses of these police stations 
are listed in Table 4.3.  

4.3.3 Vernon Police Department  

The Vernon Police Department provides a full range of policing services to a community 
comprised primarily of businesses and industry. The Vernon Police Station currently serves 
the area of the Build Alternatives within the City of Vernon jurisdictional boundaries.  

4.3.4 Huntington Park Police Department 

The Huntington Park Police Department is a full-service law enforcement agency serving a 
population of nearly 60,000 residents. The Department is composed of 117 full-time 
employees, which includes 72 sworn personnel and 45 civilian employees. The Department 
also has 25 part-time employees. The Huntington Park Police Department is made up of 
various divisions and works with the community in addressing crime and quality of life 
issues. The Huntington Park Police Department currently serves the area where the Build 
Alternatives would pass through the City of Huntington Park. 

4.3.5 Bell Police Department 

The Bell Police Department consists of 47 members and is organized into two divisions: 
support and operations. The Bell Police Department currently serves the area where the 
Build Alternatives would pass through the City of Bell.  
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Figure 4-2. Police Stations along the Proposed Alignment and Stations 

 
Source: Metro 2021 
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APPENDIX B – ACCIDENT DATA FOR EXISTING GRADE 
CROSSINGS 
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