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Response to comment 10-16-H.

During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to be technically
infeasible along this segment. The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to connect to the
Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.
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COMMENT: 10-17. City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department.

0ch 26, 2009 4:48PM No.5864 P 8 1‘
|
10-17
ATTACHMENT
GITY OF LOS ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DEFARTMENT
DETAILED COMMENTS ON CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

DEIS/DEIR y T,
Prevvided by Detrdch B, Allan io Cecilia Estolans for incusion in comments to be senl b Roderick Diee
October 26, 2009 ATTACHMENT PAGE 1 OF 4

4.15.3.2 Traffic, Circulstion, Parking .
Dulivaries 1o the construction staging aren should ba Bmited to non-peak hours whengver

possinle,
Rustrict construciion vehicles to designated roadways of lanas of ireffic whanever feasible. A
Make: svery effort o ensure that haul routes are located away from sensibve noise recuplor,

Establish a Construction Managamant Plan with eammunity mambers to designate detour and/or
haul routes, consldar canstruction employees work hours and parking locatons, and athar
redevant factors.

Sabact conzinction employes parking locations as close fo the warksila as possible, avoiding
going inlo residential nghborhonds and occupying commarcial parking spaces.

Establish Designated Truck Routes for dirf and aggregats and all ather matarisls and equipmeant,
on fraeways and non-residential sireets,

4,15.3.8 Visual Quality :
Establish a Landacape Maintenance Program for Parcels acquined for the Light Rad Tranait (LRT) B
andlor Bus Rapid Trans!t (BRT).

4,15.3.7 Alr Quality
Fugitive Dust Controls:
Apply non-texie sod siabilizer b all unpaved inactive congliuction arses

Afler adding materials to or remeving matenals from storage plles, the piles must be stabdized of
fugitive dus! emissions using non toxic stabiizar.

Post a publicly visibie sign with lhe lelephene number and pereon lo contact rogarding dust
complaints:

Prohibit staging or parking of consiuction vehicles (Including warkers' vahicles) on streets
adjacent to sensitive receplars such &3 Schools, daycars canbers, senior faciilies, heapitals.

Prohitsit conatruction vehicla iding in excess of five minutes per CARB Rules.

Ltilize on-site rock crushing faclity using wetting technigues to suppress dust whian fanaible,
during construciion 1o reuse reckiconcrete and minimze off-sie iruck Ra ips.

Any portable ganerators must use wira low suffur dieset {>15 ppr sutfur) or gasoling and emplay
axhaust emission contrale,

Construction equiprment should wse comblralien ulia iow sulfur diesel {>15 ppm sulhur) and
exhaus] emiEsion Sonimls whene available,
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Det. 26 2009 4 486N o G864 P 9

ATTACHMENT

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT

DETAILED COMMENTS ON CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

DEISDELR
Provided by Derich B MwﬁemEMmhmmmmmhmbasmtm%ﬂﬂn
October 26, 2009 ATTAGHMENT PAGE 20F 4

Suspand use of all constriction equipment during gecond-stage amog alert in the immadiate
vicinity of aensilive receplors,

|tilfize construction aquipment having the minimurm practical engine sioe (Le., jowest appropriate
horsepowa rating for intended job).

Require ihat all construction equipment winrking on sita is progery rmainialned (including engine
turwrg] at all limes in Sccordance with manufacturers’ specifications and schedubes

Probinit lampering wilh construction aguipment to increase horsapower of 1o defest amission C
contral devices.

Designate 8 person of persons lo ensune the Implementedion of all components of the
construciion-related messure through direct inspections, records reviews, and invastgalions of
complains.

Duse to 1he long barm construction impacts o ar qualily and the proxirmity of tha project fo
sersfive recaptors, specifically elemantary schools, miligation maasures should b sdopled 1o
profect these receplors from the particulate matier and olher air pollution sources that mey
infiltrata he centars, Conslder mitigalion mesUres, such #s alr fifration at qualifying public
schoals and canters with sensilive receptons which have air canditioning systems in place, and
that may be affected by fugltve dust from construclion.

4.1%5.3.8 Noias and Vibration
Prepare & Noisa Control Plan to pravide feasible measures to reduce significant noiss impecls
Ihrougheut the construction pariod for all segments of tha project near nolae sansive Brads.

Canstruction Stagng — Construclion oparatons shal be slaged g% far from reise-soensillve wsas
as feasible.

Equipment Replacement — Noisy equipmant shall ba replaced wilh quieler equipmeant wien
technically and economicaly feasibie. D

If project |s &t grade or abowe grads, ensure interior nolse levels for adjacent commercial and
rasidential uses achigve an interior noe evel &t or below the appropriats CNEL

List iocal sound control and noisa lvel fules, regulations, and ordinances that apply to the wark
perbormed.

41538 EcosystemsBialogical Resources

Replace oy fult-grown tres with ore of tha sBma slze and Specias of, if inappropeiaie for climate
canditions, ehange speciea to ona thal is low-water Ui end compliant with tha City's landscaps
ordinance,

in COMN 26, idenilfy the practices axpecied bo be used m the removal of hazardous material and E
debns.
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Och. 26, 2009 4:-4BFW Mo %364 P 1
ATTACHMENT
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT
DETAILED COMMENTS ON CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

DEISDEIR
Prostded by Detrich B, Allen to Ceclia Estalana for induslon in comments 1o ba sent Ip Roderck Dlac

Oclober 26, 2008 ATTACHMENT PAGE 10F 4

In CON 27, include sensliive receptors in e Health and Sefety Plan, l F

#.15.3.10 Walar Resources
in CON 31, provide & list of the appropriate and permissibia manners of ireatment and kensport
b bé Used

415318 Environmenial Justics

As slated in the Transportation Elemant of the Cly of Los Angelas’' Genaral Plan, “Assure the fair
amd aquitabia irsatmant of pacople of &l races, culiures, Incomes and education levels with
respect 1o the developmant and implamantation of cltywide transportation policies and programs,
including affirmativa efforts lo nforrm and imvalve snvironmental groups, especially envronmental
justice groups, in the plenning and monitoring process ihrough netification and two-way
communication.”

Where feasble, give preference to workers fram {he Immediale snd suTaunging communities lo H
in order to azsist residents with job Iraining, community iwveaiment and economic apporiunities.

Where faasible, encourage workere to purchase within the lacal community to show intarast in the
economic well-being of the communily and raduce unnecessary Irips.

Where feasible, encourage participation [n this project from all sectors of tha affected community
and surfdunding communilies by placing signage and announcements in appropriate and visise
fecations and that ihey are written n the varlous languages found in hose communities.

Establish smafl business oulreach and establish coniract requirements that will ensura
meanngful contract participation of small businesses in the area

ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

The EIR/EIS does nol identfy anvirenmental impacls assocated with the specific oplians under
the light rail slternalive. Tharefors, the options preferred by the community (options 4, 5, & and I
any olher aptisns presantad ) must be moved ferward for furher consideration.

GLIMATE CHANGE

The City of Los Angales has been working to remain anvironmentslly respansible and reduce its
impact an the enviranment throwgh devesopment of its own GreenlA Cimale Plan and GHG
emissons invanlories to batter understand and reduce the City's GHE foolprint. Adding to the
importance of climate change not onfy for the Cily, but For the Stata as well, the Califernia
Atiarney General's Office has commented that CEQA analyses for ganeral plans and larger I
developmant and industial projects need to evaluste GHG emissions impects. In addibon,
Senate Bil 97 alates that proposad changes lo the CEQA Guidalines must be adopied by
January 2010 by the State Resoorces Agency. The revised guidelnas will likely ncude
quantifying GHG emissions, both exsting and these projecied from proposed activities within a
cafined geographic area.
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Mo GH64

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT

DETAILED COMMENTS ON CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
DEIS/DEIR

Providad bty Datich B. Allen to Cecilia Estolena for Inclusion in comments Ip be sant 1o Rodonck Diaz
Oclober 26, 2009 ATTACHMENT PAGE 4 OF 4

As the Clty has developed is own GreanL A Climale Aclion Plan lo addrass GHG emussians, ihe
proposed projact must be consatan with e Clty's Climate Action Plan and implementation
program. Therafora, tha fnat EIR must contain an evaluation of the project's GHG emissions
impacts, This evaluation should inoludi the following:

Calculate gresnhouse gas (GHG) emissions resulting from proj ici
. E from project construction and anlicipated
GHG reductions from project oparation

Pravide mifigation measunes 1o reduce GHE amissions from project construction.  Daseriba how
the project ln corsgtanl with goals of the City of Loa Anpales. GreenlA Climate Action Plan,
SCAG Regional Trenspartalion Program (RTF), AB32, and depending on timing, the City's
Sustainable Communilies Sirategy.

Pladge fo make GHG emissions infrmation from ihe project {conatruciion & oparation) avabetls
to lecalfragional agencies preparing city or regianal GHG invenlaries,

Utillza energy afficiency best practices for the project construclion & operation.
Thank you for your consideration of vase comments.

APPROVED BY:

i o (e

Detrich B. Allan

Ganeral Manager

Environmental Affalrs Department
Cily of Loa Angeles
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Response to comment 10-17-A.

Mitigation Measure T2 of the Transportation Impacts Section of the FEIS/FEIR requires that a traffic
management plan be implemented to facilitate the flow of traffic in and around construction zones. This
plan would take into consideration the timing of deliveries to construction staging areas, as well as the flow
of construction vehicles and vehicular traffic. Mitigation Measure T1 of the Transportation Impacts
Section of the FEIS/FEIR would plan and designate haul routes which would minimize noise, vibration,
and other air environmental impacts. To comply, the designated haul routes would be located as far away
from noise sensitive receptors as feasible. Locating truck routes for dirt and aggregate and all other
materials and equipment near freeways and non residential streets would also be considered for
minimizing air quality impacts. Employee parking locations would be located on or as close to
construction staging areas as feasible to minimize impacts to surrounding residential neighborhoods and
communities.

Response to comment 10-17-B.

A landscaping maintenance plan will be established for parcels acquired for the project. Landscaping
improvements along the alignment would be minimal. Vegetative buffers will be drought tolerant and low
maintenance to conserve water.

Response to comment 10-17-C.

The comment lists air quality mitigation measures for reducing pollution during construction activity.
Many of the suggested measures are designed to reduce fugitive dust emissions. The proposed project is
required by law to implement South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403
(Fugitive Dust). The DEIS/DEIR includes nine mitigation measures (CON4 through CON12) to ensure
compliance with Rule 403, some of which overlap with the mitigation measures suggested in the
comment letter. Compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 will reduce fugitive dust emissions to the greatest
extent feasible and no additional measures are necessary.

The comment lists mitigation measures to limit vehicle idling, suspend the use of equipment during smog
alerts, and ensure that equipment is properly maintained. Similar mitigation measures are included in the
DEIS/DEIR under Mitigation Measures CON11, CON13, and CON15. Revisions to the existing
mitigation measures are not necessary.

The comment also includes additional air quality mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the
DEIS/DEIR.

CON18 Construction staging and vehicle parking, including workers’ vehicles, shall be prohibited
on streets adjacent to sensitive receptors such as schools, daycare centers, senior facilities,
and hospitals.

CON19 The construction process shall utilize an on-site rock crushing facility with water control to

suppress dust, when feasible.

CON20 Portable generators shall be low-emitting and use ultra low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per
million) or gasoline.
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CON21 Construction equipment shall use a combination of low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per
million) and exhaust emission controls.

CON22 The construction process shall use equipment having the minimum practical engine size
(i.e., lowest appropriate horsepower rating for the intended job).

CON23 Contractors shall be prohibited from tampering with construction equipment to increase
horsepower or defeat emission control devices.

CON24 Metro shall designate a person to ensure the implementation of air quality mitigation
measures through direct inspections, records reviews, and complaint investigations.

The comment suggests a mitigation measure to limit the long-term construction impact on sensitive
receptors. The entire construction process would occur over approximately four to five year period.
However, local construction activity would be relatively short-term along specific portions of the alignment.
The DEIS/DEIR included 14 construction-related air quality mitigation measures and this response to
comment includes an additional seven mitigation measures. These 21 mitigation measures would
substantially reduce localized exposure to air emissions. No additional mitigation measures (e.g., site-
specific air filtration) are being considered at this time.

Response to comment 10-17-D.

The comment suggests that a noise control plan be prepared for construction activity. As stated in Section
4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR, the construction noise mitigation measures (CON25 and CON26) are
examples of those that will be incorporated and should be re-evaluated in greater detail during preliminary
design because adverse effects to residences cannot be accurately determined without detailed construction
plans and schedules. The general mitigation measures are guidelines in developing measures to reduce
construction noise. The measures will be incorporated into site-specific construction plans to minimize
adverse noise effects to sensitive receivers along the project corridor. Equipment noise emission limits
also will be developed and/or adopted from existing sources. Construction hours will be set, and
construction activity noise level emission criteria will be determined and compliance required during
construction.

The comment letter states that all local sound and noise level rules, regulations, and ordinances should be
listed in the environmental document. Section 4.6.2, Regulatory Framework, of the Draft EIR discusses
local construction and operational noise regulations for the Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood and El
Segundo and the County of Los Angeles. Refer to this section for a complete discussion of local noise
regulations.

The comment letter states that the construction noise analysis should ensure that interior noise levels for
adjacent commercial and residential uses achieve an interior noise level at or below the appropriate CNEL.
The construction noise analysis was consistent with the methodology set forth by the Federal Transit
Administration. The proposed project will include comprehensive noise mitigation measures designed to
reduce construction noise to the greatest extent feasible. No additional mitigation measures are being
considered at this time.
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Response to comment 10-17-E.

The DEIS/DEIR provided mitigation for tree replacement if a tree was protected under the Native Tree
Protection Ordinance. The following mitigation measure has been revised at the request of the
commenter to provide for the replacement of all mature trees that are removed during the construction of
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

V3 Any mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar size and species, or if
inappropriate for climate conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant with
the applicable City’s landscape ordinance. Replacement should occur at a ratio which is
the ratio acceptable to the Los Angeles Bureau of Street Services Street Tree Division.

Response to comment 10-17-F.

Mitigation Measures CON26 (now GEO2 in the FEIS/FEIR) and CON27 (now GEO3 in the
FEIS/FEIR)have been revised to reflect the changes suggested by the commenter to the following:

GEO2 Hazardous Material and Debris Removal - All hazardous materials, drums, trash, and
debris shall be removed and disposed of in accordance with regulatory guidelines. Waste
would be disposed of by a licensed hazardous waste transporter at an authorized and
licensed disposal facility or recycling facility utilizing properly completed Uniform
Hazardous Waste Manifest forms. A Department of Health Services certified laboratory
should sample waste to determine the appropriate disposal facility.

GEO3 A health and safety plan shall be developed for sensitive receptors with potential exposure
to the constituents of concern identified in the preliminary Geotechnical Report contained
in Appendix H.

Response to comment 10-17-G.

Mitigation measure CON31 (now WQ3 in the FEIS/FEIR) was revised as follows to include treatment
methods as suggested by the commenter.

wQ3 A dewatering permit is required due to the high groundwater table. The proposed project
is located in an urbanized area where potential groundwater contamination may exist. If
contaminated groundwater is encountered during construction, the contractor shall stop
work in the vicinity of the suspect find, cordon off the area, and contact the appropriate
hazardous waste coordinator and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and
immediately notify the Certified Unified Program Agencies (LAFD, County of Los
Angeles Fire Department, and Los Angeles RWQCB) responsible for hazardous materials
or waste incidents. Coordination with the appropriate regulatory agencies will be initiated
immediately to develop an investigation plan and remediation plan for expedited
protection of public health and environment. Contaminated groundwater is prohibited
from being discharged to the storm drain system. The contractor shall properly treat or
dispose of any hazardous or toxic materials, according to local, state, and federal
regulations. Potential treatment methods include, but are not limited to, extraction,
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treatment and reinjection, bioremediation, recirculating wall technology, deep well
treatment, vapor extraction, and natural attenuation. The appropriate method of
treatment and monitoring would be subject to the responsible agency determined in the
Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program.

Response to comment 10-17-H.

During the construction, Metro is incorporating a local hiring policy and actively pursues:

Construction Careers program participation
Joint Labor Agreements

Local hiring goals and program support
Contractor participation

Response to comment 10-17-1.

The impacts for the specific design options are identified in Chapter 4.0, and are discussed and identified
throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to carry
all of the design options for the project forward during preparation of the FEIS/FEIR for further review
and consideration.

Response to comment 10-17-).

The comment discusses project-related greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and compliance with GHG
reduction plans. As shown in Table 4-13 of the FEIS/FEIR, the LPA would decrease automobile VMT and
associated GHG emissions compared to baseline conditions by 19,741 metric tons per year. The LPA
would reduce regional emissions and, as such, would be consistent with regional greenhouse reduction
plans (e.g., SB 375). Construction air quality mitigation measures included in the DEIS/DEIR would also
reduce GHG emissions. These include:

CON13 Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in
proper tune per manufacturers’ specifications.

CON14 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or
gasoline generators, as feasible.

CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and
off-site.

In addition, the mitigation measures suggested in the comment letter and discussed above in Response to
Comment 10-17-C would reduce regional construction GHG emissions. No additional mitigation
measures are being considered at this time.

Metro is committed to constructing energy efficient stations and operating state-of-the art, efficient rail
cars. The majority of GHG emissions will occur during the generation of electricity that will be used to
power the light rail system. Metro does not generate the electricity and cannot directly reduce emissions
(increased efficiency will indirectly reduce emissions). Electricity will be provided by the Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP). LADWP, in conjunction with the Mayor’s directive, is
working to increase renewable energy and decrease regional reliance on fossil fuels. This change in energy
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source will result in a long-term decrease in GHG emissions, including that associated with operation of
the LRT.

The City of Los Angeles is working diligently to reduce GHG emissions. The goal of the Green LA Action
Plan (Plan) is to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 35 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Transportation
goals in the Plan include expanding the regional rail network and promoting walking and biking to work,
within neighborhoods, and to large events and venues. To this extent, the proposed project is consistent
with the Plan.

The Southern California Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) presents the regional transportation vision
through year 2035 and provides a long-term investment framework for addressing the region’s
transportation challenges. RTP goals include:

Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region
Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region
Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system
Maximize the productivity of our transportation system

Transportation within and from the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is constrained, congested, and
urgently in need of system improvements. Implementation of an effective north-south transportation
network within the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is vital to alleviate current and projected connectivity
and mobility problems affecting corridor residents and businesses by providing essential linkages from
residential areas to commercial, activity, employment, and institutional centers within and adjacent to the
corridor. The proposed project would increase regional mass transit and decrease the volume of passenger
vehicles on the transportation system. This would reduce congestion thus increasing mobility and
accessibility for people and goods in the region. To this extent, the proposed project is consistent with the
RTP.

On September 27, 2006, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Assembly Bill 32, the Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006 (Nuiiez, Chapter 488, Statutes of 2006). This plan calls for an ambitious reduction in
California’s carbon footprint. The goal of AB 32 is to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. This
would entail cutting approximately 30 percent from business-as-usual emission levels projected for 2020,
or about 15 percent from existing levels. The California Air Resources Board developed a Scoping Plan to
reduce overall greenhouse gas emissions in California. The Scoping Plan states that implementing sound
transportation policies to lower VMT and shift travel modes would reduce GHG emissions. To this extent,
the proposed project is consistent with AB 32.

The commenter asks that project-related GHG information be made available to local/regional agencies.
The FEIS/FEIR is a public document available to all agencies or persons. Metro will comply with all
requests for supporting documentation for assisting agencies with preparing GHG inventories.
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COMMENT: 10-18. California Department of Transportation, City of Los Angeles.

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORMIA

e

RITA L. ROBINSON
GENERAL MANAGER

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
100 5. Main 5., 10" Floor
LOS ANGELES, CA 80012
(213) 72-8470
FAX (213} 572-8410

ANTONIO R, VILLARAIGOS A
MAYOR

Cretober 26, 2000

Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manager

Cranshaw Transit Corridor Project

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comments on the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project DEIS/DEIR

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) appreciates the opportunity
to work with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metra) to develop
g safe and effective Locally Preferred Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project.
We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/DEIR), and this
letter summarizes our tachnical findings.

Depending upon the funding availability, we believe light rail transit (LRT) is a more logical
mode choice than bus rapid transit (BRT) for the Crenshaw Corridor since it would provide a
connection betweaen two ather light rail lines, the Expo Ling to the north and Metro Green Ling A
ta the south, LRT would help complete the regional rail network and offer a long-term solution
for the transportation needs of the Crenshaw Corridor,

Specfic comments for each Alternative and Design Option are as follows:
LRT Altarnative

Exposition Boulevard to 389th Streat

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment, with Design Option #G for a below-grade
alignment between Exposition Boulevard and 39th Strest.

An at-grade alignment would not work safely or efficiently in this segment, even if Cranshaw B
Boulevard hetween Coliseum Street and Exposition Boulevard were widened. Traffic
operations in this heavily-travelled segment, where trains would be running in the center
median and then curving easterly to connect with the Metro Expo Line, would be highly
problematic.  MNorthbound traffic on Crenshaw Boulevard approaching Exposition Boulevard
would have to skew to the left and could easily block the railroad tracks due to the short block
length, creating safety hazards for both vehicles and trains.  Further, as identified in the
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DEIS/DEIR, traffic impacts at the intersections of Crenshaw/Exposition and Crenshaw/Rodeo
would be significant and could not be fully mitigated. The on-street parking loss of 57 E
spaces on the east side and 12 spaces on the west side of Crenshaw Boulevard is also a big
concern to the community. LADOT would recommend the below-grade Design Option #6 be
implemented to avoid potential safety hazards, traffic impacts and parking losses,

30th Street o 48th Street

The LRT Altemative is a below-grade alignment between 39th and 48th Streets, with Design
Option #5 for an additional station near Vernon Avenue in Leimert Park. We concur with the
below-grade alignment in this segment and with the additional station, which would provide
access to an important commercial center in this community.

45th Street to 60th Street

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment betwsen 48th and 60th Streets. This
alignment takes advantage of a wide segment of Crenshaw Boulevard with frontage roads on
both sides and reconstructs the street info a "Transit Parkway." The design would
accommodate LRT in the center median with trains operating in street-running mode. There L
would be three fraffic lanes in each direction, on-street parking and landscaped areas.
LADOT requests that a Class Il Bikeway, shared with the parking/right turn lanes between
48th and G0th Streets, be included in the base alternative for this segment.

The removal of the frontage roads would remove more than 226 parking spaces, and no
mitigations have been proposed, This significant parking impact should be more adequately
mitigated. The intersection of Crenshaw/5dth Street would experience significant traffic
impacts. Left-turns from Crenshaw Boulevard onto 54th Street are proposed to be prohibited
to mitigate this impact.  VWe are opposed to this mitigation measure because of its impacts
on local circulation and access. Other mitigation measures have to be explored.

60th Street to Harbor Subdivision

The LRT Alternative is an above-grade alignment to the Harbor Subdivision, with Design
Option #4 for a below-grade alignment.

We generally agree with the assessment that an above-grade alignment would not have
significant adverse impacts on ftraffic and on-street parking. but only if structure-supporting
columns do not block left-turn pockets near intersections and outrigger support structures do F
not ccoupy existing peak period travel lanes. We need to review more detailed engineering
plans to determine the potential impacts of such an aeral structure.  Monetheless, the
supporting columns and their surrounding crash cushions would occupy the center two-way-
left-turn lane and block left-turn access to and from driveways and cross streets.  This would
impact access to many businesses and residences. Design Option #4, with below-grade
alignment, avoids these impacts to the community.
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Mr. Roderick Diaz October 26, 2009

Manchester Boulevard

The LRT Alternative is an at-grade alignment, with Design Option #2 for an above-grade
alignment,

The propesed at-grade crossing would create significant "spill back” queues and “influence
zone” gueues between the LRT tracks and the adjacent complex intersection of Florence
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard/Aviation Boulevard, resulting in potential safety hazards for
vehicles and trains. The proposed mitigation measures — extending the southbound right-
turn bay and adding a southbound rightturn overlap phase at the intersection of
Florence/Manchester/Aviation - would not adequately alleviate this problem.  We strongly
recommend Deasign Option #2, incorporating an aerial grade separation, to avoid these
impacts and reduce delays for LRT trains at this crossing.

Ceantury Boulevard/Aviation Boulevard

The LRT Alternative is an above-grade alignment, with Design Option #1 for an above-grade
station.

We would highly recommend Design Option #1 for an above-grade station on the north side
of Century Boulevard at Aviation Boulevard. The base Alternative proposes an at-grade H
station approximately 1,500 feet north of Century Boulevard near 96th Street, much further
from the activity centers on Century Boulevard. Design Option #1's above-grade station
would provide a much more direct connection with the proposed, above-grade LAX People
Maver System that will terminate near the intersection of Century/Aviation.

Maintenance and Storage Facility Site at Westchester

The proposed maintenance and storage facility Site B near Westchester is in a mixture of
commercial, industrial and residential neighborhoods.  Many local residents have expressed
eoncerns about the close proximity of the facility to their homes. The proposed closure of
Hindry Avenue at Florence Avenue would have significant impact on traffic circulation and
access since Hindry Avenue is one of the few egresses into the Osage Park area. We need I
to review the traffic circulation plan for this site before the Final EIS/EIR is completed. The
circulation plan needs to have limited disruption to local businesses in the area between
Manchester Avenue, Osage Avenue and 83" Street with retention of full access o B3™ Street
and no restriction or closure of Hindry Avenue. The maintenance facility might be better
lzcated at Site D near El Segundo since it is in an industrial/commercial area near the end of
the Metro Green Line, and no adverse impacts on traffic circulation or parking have been
identifiad at that location.

BRT Alternative

We concur with the DEIS/DEIR that the BRT Altemative would have significant and
unavoidable impacts on seven crtical intersections along Crenshaw Boulevard. Our
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analysis indicates that the intersection of Florence/Manchesterifviation would also be
impacted by an exclusive busway on the Harbor Subdivision. The mitigation measure
proposed for the segment of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 60th Streets —nmarrowing
of the existing frontage roads - would create significant secondary parking impacts which
could not be mitigated.

If BRT were to operate in mixed-flow traffic, rather than in a dedicated facility such as bus
lanes, bus speeds and travel times would certainly be inferior.  But even if curbside bus I
lanes could be created through street widening, buses would be delayed by right-turning
vehicles and pedestrians at intersections as well as vehicles entering and exiting driveways,
hampering overall bus performance, reliability and safety. The long term sustainability of
BRT is questionable without a fully dedicated facility throughout the corridor.

Because of these problems with the BRT Alternative, as well as for regional rail system
connectivity issue discussed above, we recommend the LRT Alternative, with the Design
Options noted, over the BRT Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Carridor.

Thank you for this apportunity to comment on the DEIS/DEIR. We look forward to continuing
to work with you to develop a viable project for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. If you have
any questions regarding our comments, please call Kang Hu at (213) 972-8627 or Susan Bok
at (213) 8972-B623,

Sincerely,
a L. Robinson
General Manager

c: Hen. Bernard Parks, Council District 8
Hon. Herb Wesson, Council District 10
Hon. Bill Resendahl, Council District 11
Jamie de la Vega, Mayor's Office
Cecilia V. Estolano, Community Redevelopment Agency
Gail Goldberg, City Planning Department
Dee Allen, Environment Affairs Department
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Response to comment 10-18-A.
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.
Response to comment 10-18-B.

On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project. The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along
Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39" Street and 48" Street and between 60" Street and Victoria Avenue. The
inclusion of these two underground segments follow a consistent application of criteria for considering
grade separations for LRT. These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy. In locations where there is available right-of-way, where
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade. Please Refer to
Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39" Street to Exposition Boulevard.
Provisions for parking are located at the La Brea, West and Exposition Stations

Response to comment 10-18-C.
Comment noted. Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station.
Response to comment 10-18-D.

Consideration of a Class IT bikeway along Crenshaw Boulevard between 48" and 60" Streets was given
consideration during the final design phase, where it was determined that bicycle lanes could be added
from 48" to 57" Street. Bicycle linkages will be incorporated in all stations along the Crenshaw/LAX
alignment where feasible.

Response to comment 10-18-E.

The location and size of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advanced Conceptual
Engineering Phase. The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La
Brea, West, and Exposition Stations. The West Station park and ride lot is planned to contain
approximately 120 spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot is planned to contain approximately 100
spaces, and the Exposition Station park and ride lot is planned to contain approximately 110 spaces.
Together, these facilities would serve the transit corridor’s parking demands.

Parking loss for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would primarily occur on the inner portion of
the frontage road bordering both sides of Crenshaw Boulevard between 48" and 60" Street. There is a total
loss of 308 on-street parking spaces along Crenshaw Boulevard with a loss of 142 northbound and 166
southbound on-street parking spaces. A parking utilization survey conducted during the Advance
Conceptual Engineering Phase determined that the loss of on-street parking would not result in a parking
shortage for the area.
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Response to comment 10-18-F.

Comment noted. Design Option 4 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the
commenter.

Response to comment 10-18-G.

Comment noted. Design Option 2 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the
commenter.

Response to comment 10-18-H.

Comment noted. Design Option 1 was incorporated into the LPA in part to the reasons cited by the
commenter.

Response to comment 10-18-I.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.

Response to comment 10-18-J.

See Response to Comment 10-18-A.
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COMMENT: 10-19. County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation.

10-14
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

“Craating Community Through People, Parks and Programs®
Russ Guiney, Director

October 21, 2009

Sent via email: diazroderick@metro.net

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Project Manager

Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Dear Mr. Diaz:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIS/DEIR)
FOR THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR

The Department of Parks and Recreation has reviewed the above project for potential
impact on the facilities under the jurisdiction of the Department. We have determined LS
that the proposed project will not affect any Departmental facilities. :

Thank you for including this Department in the environmental review process. If we
may be of further assistance, please contact me at (213} 351-5127 or
jyom@parks. lacounty. gov.

Sinceraly,

Julie Yom

Park Planner

JY:Hsirasponse metro

c: Parks and Recreation (N. E. Garcia, L. Hensley, J. Rupert)

I"I.imn:irlu; anel Development Agency « 510 South Vermont Ave « Los Angales, CA 90020-1975 = (213) 351-5198
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Response to comment 10-19.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.
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COMMENT: 10-20. County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.

10=-20

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
“Ta Envich Lives Thvough Effachve and Canmg Sarvoa”

] SOUTH FREMONT AVENLE
ALHAMBRA, CALIMORNIA PIEG3-133]

GAll FAREER. Direcosr Telephone: (526) 456§ 150

hitptidpw bty gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESFONDENCE T
O, BOX 1850
October 26, 2009 ALHAMIRS, CALIFORKLA 01 B1Z.1 655

I HEFLY FLEASE

FEFER TO FLE LD'1

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3
Los Angeles, CA B0012-2852

Dear Mr. Diaz:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR)
CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

We raviewed the DEIR for the Crenshaw Transit Cormridor project. The project would
improve transit services in the corridor and connect corridor residents and employees
with existing transit lines such as the Metro Green Line or appraved transit ines such as
the Exposition Light Rail Transit Line thereby improving maobility and access o regicnal
activity centers.

The following comments are for your consideration and relate to the environmental
document only.

Hazards-FloodWater Quali

1. Tha DE!Z should note how the project will comply with Mational Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System permit.

2. Once a project alternative is selected, submit a hydrology study for review and
approval to the Counly of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, The
hydrology study should also address applicable Standard Urban Stormwater
Mitigation Plan and Total Maximum Daily Load requirements.

3. The area of the proposed project contains Los Angeles County Flood Control
District facilities, If encroachments, connections, or alterations to Los Angeles B
County Flood Control District faciliies are proposed, contact Public Works'
Construction Division for permitiing requirements.

If you have any gquestions regarding flood comments, please contact
Ms. Lizbeth Gordova at (526) 458-4921 or by e-mail at lcordova@dpw lacounty.gov.
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Hazards-Geotechnical/SollsiGeolo

The site is located within a potentially liquefiable area per the State of California
Seismic Hazard Zones Map—Hollywood and Inglewood Quadrangles. Also, all or
portion of the site is located within the Alquist Priclo Earthquake Fault Zone. Site-
specific geotechnical and geologic reports addressing the proposed development
and recommending mitigation measures for geolechnical and geologic hazards
should be included as part of the DEIR.

If you have any gquestions regarding geotechnical comments, please contact
Mr. Jeremy Wan at (626) 458-4925 by e-mail at jwan@dpw.lacounty.gov.

Services-Road/Flood Maintenance

1. Page ES-12, Execulive Summary: Alignment option C-2 would impact County
road  maintenance  services. This  alignment  travels  north on
Hawthorne Boulevard from the Green Line Station to Florence Avenue. This
section of Hawthorne Avenue is maintained by the County and has a landscaped
median in the center of the alignment from 111th Street to 104th Street. This
median would have to be removed if Route C-2 was approved for the alignment,
In addition, this segment of Hawthorne Boulevard was resurfaced less than
three months ago by the County.

All other alignments are either in the City of Los Angeles or the City of Inglewood.
Page ES-14 summarizes the proposed alignments, and Alignment C-1 is listed
as the most favored route; Alignment C-2 is the second more favored routa. We
would agree with the rankings and prefer Alignment C-1 since it has the least
impact to the County.

2. Pages ES-16 and ES-17 discuss the alternatives considered for a Maintenance
and Operations Facilities Site. The report ranks Site D the highest. We concur
with this assessment since Sile D is a vacant lot of 14.8 acres on
Rosecrans Avenue in the City of El Segundo, has access fo the rall, and is
privately owned. A facility at this site would minimize the impact of the project on
the county in terms of facility, relocations, and on-going maintenance operations.

The report ranks Site B as the next highest. The selection of Site B could have a
major operational impact to Public Works since Site B would require
Public Works' Road Maintenance District 3 (Westchester, RD233, Fleet,
Construction Division, Permits; Operational Services' warehouse) and Flood
Maintenance Division (83rd Street yard) to be relocated. If Site B is selected, a
suitable site of equivalent size and functionality should be identified for relocation
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When

of these critical facilities to minimize the potential impacts. Additionally, plans
should be made to allow construction of the replacement facility and relocation
such that on-going operations are not significantly impacted.

Of the four sites in the Executive Summary, Site C should be argued as the next
best site after Site D. It is larger than Site B and does not require any "buffers” to
make the site useable. Table ES-2 lists the pros and cons of each site and
Site C looks more favorable than B from the data in the table.

The DEIR should explore other potential sites not listed in the Executive
Summary that could be better potential sites than Site B including expansion of
existing MTA-owned facilities. If Site B is chosen as the Maintenance and
Dperations Facility Site for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor project, the DEIR
should discuss the relocation, financial, logistic, and operational impacts to
Public Works.

If you have any questions regarding comments, please contact Mr. Joe Young at
{310) 348-6448 by e-mail at jyouna@dpw.lacounty.qov.

the final Environmental Impact Report is available, we would like the

opportunity to review it for comment. If you have any other questions or require
additional information, please contact Mr. Toan Duong at (626) 458-4945 or by e-mail at

tducn

dpw. lacounty.qoy.

Veary truly yours,

GAIL FARBER

DENNIS HUNTER, PLS PE

Assistant Deputy Director
Land Development Division

MA:ca

PUadpubiCECAACTING METRO - MTA_CRERSHAW TRAKSIT CORAIDOR PCUECT_DEIR.doc
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Response to comment 10-20-A.

The following language was added to the regulatory discussion in Appendix F of the FEIS/FEIR:

The specific steps to obtain an NPDES permit are as follows:

n File the appropriate NPDES application forms with the Regional Water Board.

u State or Regional Water Board staff reviews the application for completeness and may request
additional information.

u Staff determines if the discharge is to be permitted or prohibited. If a permit is needed and the
application is complete, staff prepares a draft and sends out a notice for a 30-day public comment
period.

u The discharger must publish the public notice for one day in the largest circulated paper in the

municipality or county and submit proof of posting or publication to the Regional Water Board
within 15 days after posting or publication.

u The Regional Water Board holds a public hearing after the 30-day public notification. The State or
Regional Water Board may adopt the permit as proposed or with modification, or not adopt it at
all. A majority vote of the Water Board members is required to adopt the permit. USEPA has 30
days to object to the draft permit, and the objection must be satisfied before the permit becomes
effective.

The permit issuance process takes approximately six months, but may take longer depending upon the
nature of the discharge.

After the LPA was selected by the Metro Board of Directors, a hydrology study was submitted to the County
of Los Angeles Department of Public Works for review and approval as requested by the commenter. This
study also addressed applicable storm water mitigation plan and total maximum daily load requirements.

Response to comment 10-20-B.

Comment noted. During the design process, it was determined that there is a potential conflict with two
Los Angeles County Flood Control storm drains; one eight foot by ten foot drain with a six foot cover,
located approximately 29 feet west of Aviation Boulevard centerline and another nine foot storm drain with
a two foot cover. These are located along aerial portions of the alignment. There is a three foot RCP storm
drain with a 12 inch cover located six feet south of the centerline of 39" Street, which crosses the alignment
and is therefore in vertical conflict with the alignment. The Public Works Construction Division has been
contacted for permitting requirements.

Response to comment 10-20-C.

Site-specific geotechnical and geologic reports were not included as part of the DEIS/DEIR. These reports
and recommended mitigation measures were completed during the final design phase and preparation of
the FEIS/FEIR, when the final design of the alignment was identified. The geotechnical reports are
located in the Appendix of the FEIS/FEIR and the refined mitigation measures were included in the
FEIS/FEIR.
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Response to comment 10-20-D.

Comment noted. Alignment option C-2, identified by the commenter, was eliminated during the
screening of alternatives. Alignment option C-1 was included as part of the LPA selected by the Metro
Board of Directors.

Response to comment 10-20-E.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.

Response to comment 10-20-F.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.

Response to comment 10-20-G.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.
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COMMENT: 10-21. Los Angeles City Councilmember Bernard Parks.

Chair
Budert & firence
A Hoc Stadius

o Los Angeles City Council

Yick Chair

Tansporation Commitiee

rformetion Technclogy & Ganeal Senvice
Al Mot on Pt Debd, Bonks & Faancing

isike BERMARD C. PARKS

Boaed of Befemed Posvers Councilmemizer, Eighth Distrct

Expoaton Mo Line ConsTucion Authoety'
Persormed
FEMEW LA

October 26, 2009

Mr. Ara Najarian

Chairman, Board of Dircctors

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Loz Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Atn:  Mr. Arthur Leahy
Mr. Roderick Diaz

Dear Mr. Najaran:

10-21

CONTACT IRFTRMATION:

ity Hell CHfice
250 Hormh Sovire e
Room 450

Lo Argeles, C8 RIR4ETH
113} 473008

(913) 15 T3 bt

o0 ST 4T3

Constituest Sarvice Cester
BATS 5 Vermcet, A

Lok Arrgeies, CA 4B
9131 SE-T

213 RSHTSs o

TOO (36 PR6UT50

Crefhis Office
FT S Crenshow Bvd
Lo Angedes, G 0008
(X053 2a3-0e57

323 P13-3006 et

1 would first like to congratulate you and vour team for your accomplishments on the
Crenshaw Transportation Comdor Project thus far. Bringing this incredibly important
project to this point in the process is no small feat. I am very excited about the potential
for positive impact that this project can bring to the residents of the Eighth District and
the Crenshaw Comider community.  Since being elected Councilmember T have
priorilized my goals of promoting regional transportation, promoting job creation,
improving access to jobs and lo spurmring economic development within the Eighth
District. I believe this project has the potential to accomplish that list of important goals

and that is why this project is so critical to the residents of South Loz Angeles.

Today is the deadline for comments and responses on the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan - Transportation  Authority’s (LACMTA) Draft Environmental Impact
StatementDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) for the initial construction
phase of the Crenshaw Transit Comidor Project. A very important part of this project
goes through the heart of the Eighth Couneil District, the Crenshaw District, Over the

e-mai: concimemte paisiilacty o
sl i bty Sl iR
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past several weeks, my staff has worked with the affected departments within the City of
Los Angeles; namely the Community Redevelopment Agency of Los Angeles, the Los
Angeles Department of City Planning, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation and
the Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department, to ¢larify our thoughts and concems
on this project. Attached to this letter are their comments within their respective areas of
concern and authority as thev have been sent to the LACMTA Project Manager, Roderick
Diaz.

What | believe emerges as a common thread of the concern is that we are at a critical
juncture as we struggle to reconcile our desire to quickly build a regional rail transil
gystern, which is an essential ingredient for the future prosperity and sustainability of our
region, with the equally strong desire for truly livable, sustainable neighborhoods, B
However, no mode of transportation has been perfected to the point that its promise can’t
be negated by short-sighted design-related decisions. Because we are physically able to
build a transit line in a seemingly expedient manner does not mean that we will be best
served by expedient decision-making within that process. Ultimately, the success of our
{fransportation investments will be judged not just on how fast, frequent and safely the
trains run, but how successful we are in harnessing the benefits of this transportation
systemn for the posterity of the communities that they serve.

The attached comments, from the affected departments within the City of Los Angeles, as
well as my comments on the Crenshaw Transit Corridor project are directing LACMTA
towards a level of systemn design and responsiveness to land use, development, safety
concerns and community vision that was not fully anticipated in the Long Range
Transportation Plan and the provisions of Measure B. [ truly appreciate how this makes
LACMTAs job even more difficult than it already is. But 1 believe that there are
fundamentally valid concemns raised in these comments and [ would urge the LACMTA
Board and management 1o use this as an occasion to begin an important dialogue on how
i better understand and respond to the mission that we have ahead of us, which is to
improve our regional transportation capabilities.

Based on a review of the DEIS/DEIR my comments are as follows:

Mode

*  Of the four alternatives being considered I believe that the Light Rail Transit (LRT)
alternative is the most meaningful method of achieving the goal of an integrated, D
effective mass transit svstem along the Crenshaw Corridor, None of the ather
alternatives being considered achieve this goal.
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Girade Separation

I strongly believe that the Crenshaw Corridor community voice needs to be heard and
the LET mode needs to be constructed below-grade to the greatest extent possible
within the Crenshaw Comridor. As has been illustrated on previous LET lines built
within Los Angeles, such as the Gold Line through Boyle Heights, the need o go
below-grade is demonstrated by the commercial and residential activity above-grade.

I firmly believe that option #6 needs to be implemented and the connection at
Exposition and Crenshaw needs to be constructed below-grade. Any above-grade
connection will have a detrimental affect on vehicular and pedestrian traffic as well as
[uture economic development of that intersection, including the proposed District
Square development. T also believe thal an above grade LRT connection would have
a negative visual affect for both community residents and for any future economic
development,

[ strongly believe that option #4 needs o be implemenied and a below-grade
alignment needs o be constructed through the Hyde Park community through to the
Harbor Subdivision. | am opposed to any aerial or at-grade LRT alignment within
Hwde Park as the visual, noise, lighting and land use impacts will have a severely
negative impact to the adjacent low-scale neighborhoods within this portion of the
Crenshaw Corridor.

Station Arca Planning

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

Option #5 needs to be implemented and the inclusion of a below-grade station stop at
Leimert Park near Vernon Ave needs to be constructed.  As community residents
know, Leimert Park 15 considered the center of the African-American arls scene in
Los Angeles. Without an accompanying station stop at Leimert Park, which matches
and reinforces the unique character of the surrounding neighborhood, this cultural
destination point will be severely impacted. This station would also be critical to
serving the high-density, residential communities of Leimert Park, Hyde Park, View
Park and Baldwin Hills.

[ believe that the station stop planned near Florence Ave. and West Blvd. needs to be
adjusted and shifted east closer to Crenshaw Blvd. As a destination point, Crenshaw
Blwd. is an optimal location in comparison to West Blvd,

Station development at all station stops along the Crenshaw Corridor need to provide
the following: seasonal coverage, comfort for passengers, accommodations that
support all public transit riders, as well as the inclusion of visual elements that
capture the essence of the surrounding communities.

The development of a Metro service center at a central location along the alignment,
which includes services and informational materials to meet the needs of transit
riders, needs to be included in the design and implemented.

The development of a Metro Police *Drop-In’ Center at a central location along the
alignment to meet the security needs of transit riders needs to be included in the
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design and implemented,

Parking

» The construction of parking facilities and/or appropriate parking accommodations
along the Crenshaw Transportation Corridor needs to be included in the design and
implemented. Specific emphasis should be given to major east’west transportation
corridors, such as Exposition Blvd., Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., Vemon Ave,
Slauson Ave. and Florence Ave. Specific emphasis should also be given to
developing park and ride facilities to accommodate single-modal ridership.

« The development of a parking-loss mitigation plan needs to be incorporated into
design and implemented. Parking loss at any location along the cormidor will have
severe impacts on the adjacent business and residential communities.

Construction Standards
+ The inclusion of local hiring provisions for construction of the project needs to be

incorporated into the project and implemented. M
+  Compliance with all Federal Transportation Agency construction standards needs to
be incorporated into the praject and implemented.

Design Elements
» Consideration of future economic development and mixed-use projects along the

Transit Corridor, which meets or exceeds what was provided for the Metro Gold Line

in Pasadena, needs to be incorporated into the design and implemented.

+ Where appropriate along the at-grade portions of the alignment, specifically adjacen!
to the Harbor Subdivision portion of the alignment, the following elements need to be
incorporated into the design and implemented:

% The inclusion of landscaping treatment that meets or exceeds what was provided N
along the Metro Orange Ling in the San Fernando Valley,

% A bike lane and bicyele facilities that are user-friendly and compatible with the
surrcunding communities.

% The installation of sound walls of a sufficient height to reduce noise from the
project in the immediate and surrpunding communities and that eliminate two-
way negative visual,

» Special safety mitigation near school crossings.

In conclusion, it is eritical that the Los Angeles City Council as a whole include a pelicy
position relative 1o the light rail transit project design options that reflect the needs and
concerns of the surrounding communities, With the support of Councilmember Bill
Rosendahl, [ will be asking the City Council to vote on a unified pohicy position during 0
Wednesday's Council meeting.  As Metro staff has informally agreed to consider
additional comments relative to an official City position on policy issues up until Friday,
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October 30, 2009, T believe that this City Couneil policy vote will be incorporated into
the City"s comments as parl of the City’s response to the DEIR/DEIS, | encourage you to
join me in supporting the needs of the community and design clements that T have
outlined above. Its completion will help to meet the transportation, job-creation and
economic development goals and objectives for the Eighth Council District. Please direct
your staff to contact Dennis Rodriguer, my Economic Development Deputy, at (213)
4737008 or via e-mail at Dennis.Rodrigueri@lacity.org if there are any questions.

e

BERMNARD C. PARKS
Councilmember

Respectfully,

Atschments:  Community Redevelopment Agency/Log Angeles Comments
Loz Angeles Environmental Affairs Department Comments
Laxs Angeles Department of Transportation Comments
Loz Angeles Department of City Planning Cominents

Ce: Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
Councilmember Herb Wesson, Council District 10
Councilmember Bill Rosendahl, Chair, Transportation Committes
Gail Goldberg, Director, Department of City Planning
Rit Robinson, General Manager, Department of Trensportation
Dhetrich Allen, General Manager, Environmental Affaiss Department
Ceeilia Estolano, Chief Exscutive Officer Community Redevelopment Agency
Jaime de la Vega, Deputy Mayor for Transportation
Congresswoman Diane Watson, 33™ Diistrict
Congresswinman Maxine Wakers, 5% District
Congresswoman Jane Harmon, 367 District
Congresswaman Lucille Roybal-allard, 38" District
Congresswoman Linda Sanchez, 9™ District
Congresswoman Grace Napolitane, 38" District
Congressman Adam Schiff, 25% District
Congresswoman Judy Chu, 32 District
Congressman Gary Miller, 42™ District
Congressman Txavid Drier, 26" District
Congressman Jerry Lewis, 41 District
Congressman Joe Baca, 43" District
Congresswoman Mary Bono Mack, 45" Diistrict
Congressman Ken Calvert, 44" District
State Assemblywoman Karen Bass, 477 Dstrict
Stare Assemblyman Ted Liew, 53 Districe
State Assemblyman Steven Bradford, §1% District
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State Senator Curran Frice, 267 District

State Senator Fuod Wright, 25 Districe

Srate Senator Jenmy Oropeza, 287 District

County Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas, Second District

Hassan [khrata, Executive Director, SCAG

Jackie Bacharach, Executive Director, South Bay Council of Governments

BCP.diE
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Response to comment 10-21-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.

Response to comment 10-21-B.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process. Careful time and consideration went into the planning and design of the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide the best possible transit line while maintaining quality
of life.

Response to comment 10-21-C.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process. Metro through the environmental process analyzed the potential effects from the
construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, which included the issues of
land use and development, and safety brought forth by the commenter.

Response to comment 10-21-D.
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.
Response to comment 10-21-E.

On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project. The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along
Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39" Street and 48" Street and between 60" Street and Victoria Avenue. The
inclusion of these two underground segments follow a consistent application of criteria for considering
grade separations for LRT. These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such
as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy. In locations where there is available right-of-way, where
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade. The physical
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts do not require the alignment to be placed
underground between 48" Street and 60" Street. The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project
along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the
approved Metro budget for the project and financially infeasible.

Response to comment 10-21-F.

Please see response to comment 10-21-E. The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be significant and
unavoidable traffic impacts at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Exposition Station if the alignment was at-grade
from 39" Street to Exposition Boulevard. The DEIS/DEIR found that there would be no visual or safety
impacts from the light rail transit system operating at grade from 39" Street to Exposition Boulevard.
Metro acknowledges the importance of the District Square redevelopment project and has planned and
design the light rail system to reduce any potential impacts to this development to the greatest extent
feasible. The Metro Board authorized continued environmental review of an extended below grade section
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between Exposition Boulevard and 39" Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade Separation) originally Design
Option 6. During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade configuration was determined to be
technically infeasible along this segment. The incorporation of Design Option 6 would be required to
connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.

Response to comment 10-21-G.

Comment noted. Alignment Design Option 4 was included as part of the LPA selected by the Metro Board
of Directors for many of the reasons cited by the commenter.

Response to comment 10-21-H.
Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station.
Response to comment 10-21-I.

A station community workshop took place to identify the community’s interests, particularly in regards to
the location of the West Boulevard Station. There were competing community interests regarding whether
the station was located in the City of Inglewood, west of West Boulevard or in the City of Los Angeles, east
of West Boulevard. The community participation was included as part of the final evaluation for station
locations. As the alighment of the LRT line prevented the location of the station right at Crenshaw
Boulevard, the station needed to be located at least two blocks to the west. A careful evaluation of physical
conditions and community comments resulted in the location of the at-grade West Station west of West
Boulevard, north of Florence Avenue and south of the Harbor Subdivision in the City of Inglewood.

Response to comment 10-21-).

The following features are the accommodations that have been recommended for the stations: a 16 foot
wide by 270 foot long platform, protection walls on the street side of tracks, two (2) ticket vending
machines, free-standing double sided map cases, 12 seating stations (including one ADA compliant
seating station), weather protection in the form of canopies covering the ticket vending area and the
platform, Metro identification pylon, trash receptacle, trash receptacle, Stand Alone Validators (SAV)
instead of entry gates due to space limitations, station attendants booth, unisex restroom for Metro drivers,
two (2) fire hydrants, one (1) recessed hose bib, one (1) passenger assist telephone, and one (1) public
telephone.

Response to comment 10-21-K.

At all stations a description of services and informational materials would be displayed adjacent to ticket
vending machines. Also, ticket vending machines will be equipped to handle sales of passes and other fare
media. Any additional police personnel that is determined to be necessary would be staffed at existing
locations along the alignment. An additional security facility will be located with the maintenance and
operation facility.
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Response to comment 10-21-L.

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit corridor would result in the removal of 308 on-street parking spaces along
Crenshaw Blvd. Please Refer to Master Response 8 regarding parking along Park Mesa.

The location and size of the park and ride facilities was refined during the Advance Conceptual
Engineering Phase. The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project will have park and ride sites at the La
Brea, West, and Exposition Stations. The West Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 120
spaces, the La Brea Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 100 spaces, and the Exposition
Station park and ride lot will contain approximately 110 spaces. Together, these facilities would serve the
transit corridor’s parking demands.

Response to comment 10-21-M.

Comment noted. During the construction, Metro is incorporating a local hiring policy and actively
pursues:

Construction Careers program participation
Joint Labor Agreements

Local hiring goals and program support
Contractor participation

In addition, Metro will comply with al Federd Transportation Agency construction standards.
Response to comment 10-21-N.

Metro actively pursues joint development opportunities. The extent to which these developments can and
will occur is dependent on the economic climate and interest of private investors since Metro does not
initiate these development projects.

Metro will include landscaping treatment wherever possible. A bike facility is being planned along
Crenshaw Boulevard where the LRT is proposed to operate at grade. The FEIS/FEIR analyzed the
potential noise impacts of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project and found that the project would not
significantly impact surrounding residences or other sensitive receptors. The FEIS/FEIR analyzed the
potential safety impacts to school children from operation of an at-grade LRT system and found that there
would not be adverse effects. Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach
to safety for the project.

Response to comment 10-21-O.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.
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COMMENT: 10-22. City of Los Angeles City Councilmember Bill Rosendahl.

City of Los Angeles

October 26, 2009

Mr. Ara Najarian
Chait, Board of Direclors
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Loz Angeles CA 90012-2952
4
Thear M, MWajarian;

10-22

Commilters

BILL ROSENDAHL el ko

rember, Budget & Fnanoe
mpmber, Ad! Hoo on Eonomic Reoovery &

Rediirwis i

Councilmember, Eleventh District wiember, Board of Relered Powoss

Az you know, today is the deadling for comments and responscs on the Loz Angeles

County Metropolitan Transporiation Aothority’™s Drafl Envirenmental Iinpact

Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report for the initial construction phase of the
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Projecl. An important part of this project travels through

Council District Eleven.

Bascd on review of the DEIS/DEIR, this letter serves to support the findings of the
Department of Transportation comment letter, dated October 26, 2009, as well as state

my strong support for the following individual issues:

»  Selection of lizht rail transit as the preferred transit mode.

| A

# Integeation of the project with the Green Line to make travel as simple as possible I B

with the fewest number of conveyance changes.

+  Close coordination with Los Angeles World Airports to ensure convenience and I o

coordinaticn with the multimodal transportation center.

+ Support for an El Sepundo repair facility site to cnsure that maintenance and B
repairs remain in an industrial‘commercial area and away from residential areas, I

a5 well as at a location that is more central along the length of the project.
» Minimization, to the greatest degree possible, of noise, lighting and air quality | -

impacts o the nearby residential neighborhoods,

» Location of a station at Manchester/ Aviation/Florence Avenues that is convenient
ta the Manchester bus system and easily accessible to resident fromn the west F
* Mo restriction or closure of Hindry Avenue, which is one of the few egresses inlo

the (sage Park arca.
o  Limited disruption to local businesses in the area north of Manchester
Avenuefeast of Osape Avenue/South of 837 Street.

| a

. rd H
Retention of full access to 83 Strect. I
Adequate remediation for ground contamination along Hindry Avenue, if any I r
development s reqguined. )
WWaestchester (ffloe Caty Hall Wesd Lis Angeles Difice
7166 W, Manchester Boudevard 200 M. Sprimrg Street, Room 415 1645 Corrrh Avenues, Room 201
VWealclestir, TA SO0A45 Los Angeles, Ca 90012 Lre Angeles, O 80025
(310} 5688772 (213} 47371 3108 575-B46T
(3100 4103946 Fax (2137 AT3E26 Fax A0 5758305 Fax

S
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s No development of parking lots that abut single-family residences. I d
= Thorough mitigation of noise, light and air quality impacts of a repair station in K
Osage, particularly if 24/7 operations are anticipated.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on 1his project and for your efforts and those
of your team for moving forward on this eritical transit comridor project. I look forward
bo working with you as this project is being built. If you have any questions or require
further information, please feel free 1o contact Paul Backstrom of my staff at {213) 473-
TO11.

Regards,

o

BILL ROSENDAHL
Councilmember. 1™ Divirict

BR:lm

Ce:  Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manager, Crenshaw Transil Comidor Project
Mr. Arthur Leahy
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Response to comment 10-22-A.
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative.
Response to comment 10-22-B.

The Light Rail Transit mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the
corridor (i.e., the Metro Green Line). The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would connect to the
existing Metro Green Line as it travels south towards the South Bay where it would stop at the existing
Green Line Mariposa Station. Transit riders would then have the opportunity to transfer to another Metro
Green Line Light Rail vehicle where they could have the option to either travel to the east of further south.
New Metro Green Line Service will also be able to extend from Norwalk to the proposed LAX connection at
Aviation/Century.

Response to comment 10-22-C.

Metro, throughout the planning process, has coordinated with LAWA to develop a connection at the
Century Station which would satisfy all interested parties.

Response to comment 10-22-D.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.

Response to comment 10-22-E.

The FEIS/FEIR identifies mitigation measures for the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor Project that would reduce any potential impacts to the greatest extent feasible.

Response to comment 10-22-F.

The location of the optional Manchester Station was designed to ensure convenient access to the existing
buses that travel along Manchester Boulevard and to residents and businesses of the surrounding
community. These concerns raised by the commenter were also raised during the station area planning
workshop for the Manchester Station, and Metro has given them serious consideration in the design
process.

Access to and from Hindry Avenue, which was initially considered for closure, will be maintained, except
for rare closures, during construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

Response to comment 10-22-G.

Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail line would change traffic patterns, reduce on
street parking and change access to local businesses during construction, which would include the area
north of Manchester Avenue, south of 83 Street and east of Osage Street, as referenced by the
commenter. Metro will work with and coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the
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extent feasible. During operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, access to surrounding
businesses and residences would be improved

Response to comment 10-22-H.

Access to/from 83" Street which occurs through Hindry and Isis Avenues would be maintained during
construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

Response to comment 10-22-I.

No development is required at Hindry Avenue, therefore no remediation for ground contamination would
occur.

Response to comment 10-22-).

None of the three park and ride stations for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would abut single-
family residences.

Response to comment 10-22-K.

Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance
Facility Site B or D.
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COMMENT: 10-23. Los Angeles City Councilmember Herb Wesson, Jr.

10-23

Here |. WeEsson, IR,
CoUnNt MEMBER, 10TH DisTri

October 26, 2009

Roderick Diaz, Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authorty

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop; 99-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Mr. Diaz:
Re:  Crenshaw Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Comments

A5 a Councilmember representing a portion of the proposed Crenshaw Transit Corridor (Martin
Luther King Blwd. to Exposition), | take great interest in how the Cormidor would be configured.
After reviewing the draft Crenshaw Transit Cormridor (CTC) EIS/EIR, [ strongly urge that the
Base LRT Alternative be constructed below-grade at all points along Crenshaw Boulevard
between Exposition levard and the Harbor Subdivision Right-of-Way]. In addition, 1
support the adoption of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Light Rail Alternative Connection
to the Exposition Light Rail, ensuring a orade separation at the intersection of the two
lines, These would allow ws to minimize dismuption of Crenshaw Boulevard and the lives of the
people 1 represent; preserve the Crenshaw economic revitalization projects currently underway;
and provide for a Crenshaw public teansportation system that would connect with the Expo Line.

Crenshaw Boulevard is one of the major corridors in the City of Los Angeles and considered a
gateway to the religious, eultural and historical core of South Los Angeles. As such, any
disruption of Crenshaw would have wide repercussions to the community as a whole. Based on
our experience with the Expo Line — on which Construction Authority | serve as Chair —
constructing an at-grade or above-grade light rail line along Crenshaw Boulevard would cause
significant construction, visual, environmental and community problems. The problems
currently facing the Expo Line would be magnified not only because Crenshaw is a much more
heavily traveled street than Exposition Boulevard but also because it holds great significance to
the people in South Los Angeles, These impacts would not only be felt during construction, but
would alse reverberate throughout the communities in the area for decades w come,

Building the CTC at-grade or above-grade would also disrupt the economic revitalization

programs currently underway on Crenshaw Boulevard., As a Councilmember, [ have made it a o
priority to revitalize Crenshaw Boulevard, At my request, the Community Redevelopment

Agency (CRA) adopted the Mid-City Crenshaw Vision and Implementation Plan - developed
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with the community and approved by the City Council in February 2009 — a master plan for the
redevelopment of Crenshaw Boulevard, Implementation of the Plan i1s now in progress. In fact,
the CRA recently received over £14 million in Prop C funding from the state for infrastructure
improvements along Crenshaw Boulevard as called for by the Plan. While the Crenshaw Vision
Plan recognizes the importance of the Crenshaw stop of the Expo Line and potentially the
presence of the CTC, it does not envision an at-grade or above-grade CTC. An at-grade or
above-grade CTC would be inconsistent with the Vision Plan and disrupt our long-term efforts to
revitalize Crenshaw Boulevard.

Moreover, if the CTC were to be built at-grade, it would severely and negatively affect a 7-acre
development project currently in the firal planning stages at Crenshaw Boulevard and Rodeo
Road ealled District Square, which is set to start construction in 2010, Investment in South Los
Angeles is very hard 1o attract. Over the past four vears my office has worked very hard to
attract development to this area so that my constituents could have access to guality goods and a]
services, District Square is one of the few developments actually making progress in South Los
Angeles, which 1s why it is one of the catalytic economic development projects included in the
Mayor's South LA Initiative. An at-grade construction of the CTC would mean that District
Square would lose a significant portion of its acreage, undoing all the work that has been done
over the past four years and depriving this community of quality retail and business services.

Finally, in supporting a below-grade construction of the CTC from Exposition Boulevard to the
Harbor Subdivision Right-of-Way, the only configuration that would make sense at the
intersection of the Expo Line and the CTC would be grade separated stations with the Expo Line =
station at-grade and the CTC station below-grade. As stated in the Draft EIS/EIR, “Grade
separation of the erossing between the twe lines would reduce traffic low considerations and
eliminate the expense of the platform rebuild, The only viable grade separation would be to
bring the Crenshaw LRT underground at Exposition.”™

For these reasons, it is important that the Base LRT Alternative be constructed below-
grade at all points along Crenshaw Boulevard: and the Alternative Connection to the
Exposition Light Rail be adopted.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact myself or my Senior Deputy, Andrew 1.
Westall, at (213) 473-7010,

Sincerely,

AAL 4y

HERBJ. WESSON, AR
Councilmember, 10™Histrict

HIW:AW:CB
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Response to comment 10-23-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is a valuable part of the planning
process. On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA)
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project. The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light
rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39" Street and 48" Street and between 60" Street and Victoria
Avenue. Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.
Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39" Street to
Exposition Boulevard. The physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts do not
require the alignment to be placed underground between 48" Street and 60" Street. The cost of
constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard would be
beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially
infeasible.

Response to comment 10-23-B.

Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 39" Street to
Exposition Boulevard.

Response to comment 10-23-C.

Metro acknowledges that the CRA and City of Los Angeles have significant investments planned along
Crenshaw Boulevard. Metro has coordinated with these agencies throughout the planning process to
minimize the effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has on these investments. The
Crenshaw/LRT Project is being designed to be consistent with planned improvements under the
Crenshaw Vision Plan.

Response to comment 10-23-D.

Metro acknowledges that the City of Los Angeles and CRA have significant investments planned along
Crenshaw Boulevard. Metro has coordinated with these agencies throughout the planning process to
minimize the effects of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project has on these investments during
Advanced Conceptual Engineering. The City of Los Angeles has approved the plan for District Square to
preclude the at-grade LRT configuration disclosed in the DEIS/DEIR. Therefore, the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor Project was designed to minimize the potential impacts to the District Square
redevelopment project.

Response to comment 10-23-E.

The Metro Board authorized continued environmental review of three design options including an
extended below grade section between Exposition Boulevard and 39" Street (Exposition/Crenshaw Grade
Separation) originally Design Option 6. During advanced conceptual engineering, an at-grade
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment. The incorporation of Design
Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line subject to financial feasibility.
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COMMENT: 10-24. Los Angeles Unified School District Office of Environmental Health and Safety.

10-24
Los Angeles Unified School District
Office of Environmental Health and Safety
preesiak s et

Crctober 26, 2009

Eoderick Dhaz, Project Manager
LACMTA

Che Gadeway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-20952
digsrodenciiEimeira.net

Re: Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project DEISTDEIR: Seere Clearinghonse Number 2007091 148

Dear Me. Dhaz,

The Crenshaw Comider, a heavily waveled novth-south-oriented whan cormdor in Los Angeles Counry,
California, iz being considered for transit improvements by the Los Angeles Countv Metropolitan
Tramzportation Authorty (LACMTA) in coopsration with the Federal Transit Adminstration (FTA) The
LACMTA las initiated an ctvironmental review of proposed tramsit improvements in the comider as a
kew step m providing the Mero Board and the general public with information that will support selection
of a Locally Preferved Alternative (LTAY. Issues vaised by the Los Anmgeles Unified School District’s
(Districty review ol the Draft Envicommental Impact Statement (DEISY £ Drafi Envirenmental Impact
Repert (DEIR) are related to the deficient analysis of 1ssues related to the health and safety of school
occupants at schools located in close proscimity to the proposed transit comidor. Table 1 74 U85 Scfioals
Along the Crenshaow Corridor lists schools along both the proposed Bus Rapid Transit (BET) and Light
Fail Tranzit (LET) aligmments, The main difference between the BRT and LET alignments is that the
BRT will extend norih from Exposition Boulevand to Wilshire Bouwlevard, while the LET ends at
Exposition Boulevard. The extension of the LET from Exposition Boulevard o Wilshire Boulevard wall
ocour as a futore project by the LACMTA.

e evaluation i3 based upon the technical adequacy of the emvirommental documentation and
consideration of the project’s poteniial to: 1) compromize the health and safely of students, and staff, and
2y dizrupt the learming environment during constrsction and subsegquent operation,  As such, identified
imvpacts that may potentially affect our schools are related fo the following arcaz of concem;

 Pedestrian Salety

+ Moige and Vibration

* Derailment

« Adi Chaalkity

Concerns related to the close proximity of the schools to the proposed alignments are as follows:

s Pedestrian Sufery. The proposed wentified aligmments cross existing and proposed moules (o B
schools, Mitigation mist be provided to elimunate all pedestiian conflicts,

o Noise and Vibrafien, To ensure a quality leaming environment, interior and exferior noise levels
must maintain acoustical standards not excesding American National Standards Institute {ANSL c
512.60-2002) values of 3% dBa (interior noise fevels) and 67 dBa {exterior). Also, ground-bome
vibration leviels must not exceed ANST and Federal Transit Administration standands,

X33 Soulh Beaudry Avenue, 1™ Floor, Lo Anegebes, CA 90007 » Tebephone (203) 241 3195 » Fan (213) 24166516

The Effee ol Brvtremmierta! Foali anef Sty fx dedioaten o providing o safe and bealtfn: semranmem
o s 0, O iy e K5 OO0 ampdopees of te Lor Arpeles Lwfad Sciosl Diamicr.
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Crenshaw Corrsdor DEISTIETR —Z Cietoher 26, 2008

s Trmn Deraifpvens. Mitigation muost be thovoughly analyzed and provide measores (o ensure that
Iazards related to teain derailiment are totally diminated. Mo discussion related to devailiment is
presented in the DETR.

¢ Air Quality. Impacts associated with near-field poflutant emissions associated with construction-
related activitics were nof addressed,  Although LACMTA is cognizant of SCAQMIDY's Localized
Significance Threshold (LST) Methodology, no analvsis was conducted in fhis regard
Motwithstanding, the applicant reports that construction-related air quality impacts wouold be
“temporary”  and  with implementation  of mitigation  measures  “no  substantial - adverse
construction effects are anticipated.” This finding s without mert a5 LACMITA fails to
document their clam of msigmificance or quantify the effectiveness of identificd mifgation
TMCasures.

Drue to MTA's Lailure 1o prepare the appropmate analysiz, the Diastnct contends that conziruction-
related activities will generale excessive emissions and mmpact the health of students and stafl
attending and/or working in our local schools, As such, the District requests LACMTA complete
an LET analyvsis and provide all relevant amd approprizte documentation wsed o assess project-
related impacts.

Iin geneial, the DEIS/TEIR does not analvze the above concerns in sufficient detail and provides only
broad and generalized statements related o schools located in proximity of the proposed alignments.
Since schools are occupied by sensitive receptors, CEQA requires specific mitigation reguirements related
te school-based occupancics.

The Disirict™s Cifice of Environmental Health & Safety serves to profect the health and safety of studenis,
and staff, and to minimize any dismptions of the leaming eoviromment,  We thercfore request duc
consideration be given to o local schools amd appropmate detail be provided in a subsequent analvsis.
As such, the Thswrict believes recirculation of the DEISTDEIR is warranted,  This will allow MTA
sufficient time to complete the appropriate studies and allow oor office time to review their technical
adegquacy.

Hespectfully,

L
Uilenn Simegler — PO
Environmental Assessment Coordinator
LAUSD Office of Envitonmental Health & Safety

Adtachment

¢ Y1 Hwa Kim, Depaty Environmental Health & Safety Dhirecior OEHS
Pat Schancn, Enviroadnental Health Manager OEHS
Edward Morelan, Site Assessment Manager CEHS
Bill Piazza, Site Assessment Coordinator OEHS
Tay Golida, LAUSE Legal Council OGC

333 South Besudry Avenue, 20" Fioar, Los Angeles, CA 90017 & Telephone (203 241-30%9 » Fax {213 2418516

Tie Chffee af Ervinmennn Healih et Safene i deofearad o prowiding o sele and lealy s irommaii
o e SONL M) Rudiverr i S0 G006 emplove s off the Lax Angeles Lufed School Diaricr
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LAUSD Schools Along the Crenshaw Corridor

Exposition Boulevard South to LAX (BRT & LRT)

&  Crepnshaw HS 486N E
& View Park Prep Acc MS/HS Adjacent to W
+ Hvde Park Blvd ES 425 R E (720 by MTA)

North of Exposition Boulevard to Wilshire (BRT Only)

& Wilshire Park ES 1040 A E-5E

o Wilton Place ES 1,200 fi E-SE

*  Cueen Amma Place ES I 450 1 W-MNW

s LA Tech Center [T Y

s Arlington Heights ES LITONE (Nat Shown by A7)
Johnnie Cochran MS 1304 SE

«  New Design Charter School LAT0 f E (Mot Shown by MTA)
»  irgima Road ES 1280 £t W (Sal ft by 3T

Mote: ftalicized text indicates mfcomation either not shown by or information ncorrectly reported by
LACMTA in the DEISDEIR. Schools are listed from their lacation from sorth to south alang proposed
alignmerits
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Response to comment 10-24-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the concerns and input from the commenter as it is a valuable part of
the planning process. Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred
alternative.

Response to comment 10-24-B.
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project.
Response to comment 10-24-C.

Potential noise impacts were identified as: no impact, moderate impact, or severe impact, in accordance
with FTA Noise Impact Criteria. The noise analysis in the FEIS/FEIR reflects the most recent design
information for the project. As a result, the number of noise impacted buildings is different than
presented in the DEIS/DEIR because of design changes. Moderate impacts would occur at 15 residential
buildings (14 along La Colina Drive and one residence along East Beach Avenue). A moderate impact
would also occur at the Briercrest Inglewood Healthcare Center. The resilient or damped wheels required
in Mitigation Measure N1 would reduce passby noise levels by 2 dBA. Mitigation Measure N1 would
eliminate the unmitigated passby noise adverse impacts.

Noise impacts from warning signal noise were found to occur at the intersections of Crenshaw and
West Boulevards and Crenshaw Boulevard and 57" Street. Mitigation Measure N2 would reduce
warning signal noise by 6 dBA. Warning signal noise at the 57" Street grade crossing would be
reduced to 62.1 dBA, which would be less than the 63 dBA FTA impact threshold for this location.
Warning signal noise at the West Boulevard grade crossing would also be reduced to 62.1 dBA,
which would be less than the 64 dBA FTA impact threshold for this location. Mitigation Measure N2
would eliminate the unmitigated warning signal adverse impacts.

General mitigation measures presented below are guidelines in developing measures to reduce
construction noise. The measures shall be incorporated into site-specific construction plans to
minimize adverse noise effects to sensitive receivers along the project corridor. Equipment noise
emission limits also would be developed and/or adopted from existing sources. Construction hours
would be set, and construction activity noise level emission criteria would be determined and
compliance required during construction.

CON25  The construction contractor shall develop a Noise and Vibration Control Plan
demonstrating how to achieve the more restrictive of the Metro Design Criteria noise
limits and the noise limits of the city noise control ordinance. The Plan should also show
how to achieve FTA vibration limits. The Plan shall include measurements of existing
conditions, a list of the major pieces of construction equipment that will be used, and
predictions of the noise and vibration levels at the closest noise-sensitive receptors
(residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities). The Noise and
Vibration Control Plan will need to be approved by Metro prior to initiating construction.
Where the construction cannot be performed in accordance with the requirements of
Metro, the contractor shall investigate alternative construction measures that would
result in lower noise and vibration levels. The contractor shall conduct monitoring to
demonstrate compliance with contract noise limits.
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CON26  The construction contractor shall utilize a combination of the following options of best
management practices for noise abatement to comply with the Metro Design Criteria:

B The contractor shall utilize specialty equipment equipped with enclosed engines
and/or high-performance mufflers as commercially available.

B The contractor shall locate equipment and staging areas as far from noise-sensitive
receptors as possible.

B The contractor shall limit unnecessary idling of equipment.

B The contractor shall install temporary noise barriers as determined by the Noise
Control Plan.

B The contractor shall reroute construction-related truck traffic away from residential
streets to the extent permitted by the relevant municipality.

B The contractor shall avoid impact pile driving near noise-sensitive receptors
(residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities) where possible.
Where geological conditions permit their use, drilled piles or a vibratory pile driver is
generally quieter.

Response to comment 10-24-D.

The unlikely derailment of a light rail vehicle would be less likely along straight sections of the track. There
are two locations where the alignment curves significantly, specifically at the Crenshaw/Harbor
Subdivision turn and the Aviation Manchester turn. There are no schools located in close proximity to
these areas. No significant impact from derailment would occur.

Response to comment 10-24-E.

The comment states that the lead agency failed to complete a localized construction analysis per South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) guidelines. Section 4.15.5 (CEQA Determination) on
Page 4-481 of the DEIS/DEIR concluded that construction activity would result in a significant and
unavoidable impact under CEQA. The discussion references mitigation measures previously discussed
within the NEPA analysis. The mitigation measures applicable to the CEQA air quality construction
analysis include Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 on Page 4-451 of the DEIS/DEIR. The
mitigation measures are:

CON4 Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to
prevent generation of dust plumes.

CON5 Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out shall be
removed at the conclusion of each workday.

CONG6 Contractors shall be required to utilize at least one of the measures set forth in South Coast

Air Quality Management District Rule 403 section (d)(5) to remove bulk material from tires
and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site.
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CON7 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6 inches of
freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114.

CONS8 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or
other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions).

CON9 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
CON10  Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph.
CON11  Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts.

CON12  Onssite stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty materials shall be covered or watered at least two
times per day.

CON13  Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper
tune per manufacturers’ specifications.

CON14  Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline
generators, as feasible.

CON15  Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and oft-
site.

CON16  Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference.

CON17  Construction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to off-peak
hours, as feasible.

For informational purposes, Table AQ-1 shows regional and localized construction emissions for the BRT
and LRT Alternatives based on SCAQMD calculation methodologies. Emissions are shown for volatile
organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NO,), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SO,), particulate
matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM,.), and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM,).
The emissions have been updated from what is presented in the Draft EIR using additional calculations.
Construction emissions for the BRT Alternative would exceed the regional thresholds for NO, and the
localized thresholds for NO,, PM, ,, and PM, . Construction emissions for the LRT Alternative would
exceed the regional thresholds for VOC, NO,, CO, and PM, and the localized thresholds for NO,, PM, ,
and PM, . Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust
emissions and emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels. BRT and LRT Alternative construction
emissions would still exceed the regional and localized SCAQMD significance thresholds, and would
result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.
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Table AQ-1. Regional and Localized Construction Emissions

Pounds Per Day

Scenario co SO,
BRT Alternative
Maximum Regional Emissions 66 287 157 <1 28 34
Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? No Yes No No No No
Maximum Localized Emissions 22 164 69 <1 20 26
Localized Significance Threshold' -t 91 664 -t 3 5
Exceed Threshold? -2 Yes No -2 Yes Yes
LRT Alternative
Maximum Regional Emissions 173 465 686 <1 76 92
Regional Significance Threshold' 75 100 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No Yes No
Maximum Localized Emissions 45 388 164 <1 55 70
Localized Significance Threshold -t 91 664 -t 3 5
Exceed Threshold? -2 Yes No -2 Yes Yes

1

The localized thresholds were based in the smallest project site used in the SCAQMD guidelines (one-acre) and a 25-
meter (82-foot) receptor distance.
*  SCAQMD has not developed localized significance methodology for VOC or SO,.

Source: TAHA, 2010

Various schools are located near the alignment. As shown in Table AQ-1, localized construction emissions
would result in a significant impact at nearby sensitive receptors. These impacts will be relatively short-
term as construction activity moves along the length of the alignment. The Draft EIR included 14
mitigation measures to reduce construction emissions. Seven additional construction air quality measures
have been added based on the comment letter provided by the City of Los Angeles Department of
Environmental Affairs (Comment Letter 10-17). These 21 mitigation measures would substantially reduce
construction-related air emissions. Nonetheless, localized construction emissions would result at
significant and unavoidable impact.
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COMMENT: 10-25. Los Angeles World Airport.

hid

10-25

Los Angeles World Airports

Lax
LAMnlaie
LAPalelala

Wan Muys

Qclober 26, 2009

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Projact Manager

Los Angeles County Metropalitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 98-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Ra: Crenshaw Transil Corridor -- Draft Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mr. Dlaz:

iy o Los Anpefos
Aertn L Viliseigisn Los Angeles Waorld Alrports (LAWA)} appreciates the opportunity to review the

Blzgor

Beard of Alsporl

Lommisslomers

Al . Rathenden
Presidar

Waleika . Velasoo
Wica Prashfval

lasegh A fedas
Mickaal A, Lvason
Sfvha Fataenume

Femando M. Toresai

wabar filkl

Dina K Lindey

Eapoutho Mresioy

Drafl Enwironmental Impact Statement! Draft Environmental Impact Repor
{DEIS! DEIR) for the Crenzhaw Transit Corridor Praject.  Please consider this
lettar our agency's comments regarding the Project’'s DEIS DEIR.

Alternativas

LAWA agrees with the report's Trade-Offs Analysis that the Light Rail Transit
(LRT) Altermative: has distinct advantages over the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Alkernative, for the reasons stated In the report.  |n sddition, LAWA believes that
tha LRT Allarnative provides a service significantly more conducive In
ancouraging airline passengers lo use franslt to travel to and from Los Angsles
International Alrport (LAX) than would the BRT Allernative. The LRT Alternative
would provide transit users with the most convenient conneclion lo a proposad
LAX Automated People Mover (APB) and would maore easily accommodate
airport passengors with baggags,

Meither the Transportation Systems Management Alternative nor the BRT
Allernative provides the transporiation enhancements required to draw airport
passangers away from private vehicles (o transit,

Aviation/Century Station

Like Matro, LAWA, recogizes the importance of providing passengers with an
affortless connection between the proposed Project and LAWA"S fulure APM,

Thizs stallon connection will be an extremely important driver for potential

ridership and ultimately for regional alrport access by public ransil, Whils LAWA,

has conducted a serias of planning studiss for the proposed APM, final decisions
regarding its alignment and specific station locaflons must 2l be determined,

The planning studies indicate the inkages belwaan the AFM and the LRET would B
be most advantagaous for both systems if Design Option 1, or a variation thereof,

was the salected LRET Alternative,

EWarld Way  Las Begets Delitomis 9055650 Wae B Bea B2ILE  Los drgeles  Coffosn DODOD2I21H Sslephana L0 0AG G262 ledomel  wae | alp
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CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

Crolober 26, 2008
hir. Roderick Diaz
Page 2

Design Option 1 provides an zerial station near the Inlersection of Aviation/
Century in place of the baseling oplion of an at-grade stallon approximatety
1,500 feet north of Century Boulevard, The various corrdor and stalion oplions
being considered for the LAX APM indicate that an LRT station between 98"
Street and Cenlury Boulevard would offer significantly better opportunities for
convaniant cennection between the bwo systams as opposed to the at-grade
station near 96" Street/Aviation Boulevard in the Base LRT Allernative. Wea
agree with the statermant on Page 4-52 of the DEIR: "The asial slalion would be
lacated claser fo Century Bouwlevard where the majorlty of pedesirian activity in
ihe area occurs. This center of pedestrian aciivity would make a more desirabls
focation for connecting passengers lo LAY

Aviation Corridor between Century Boulevard and Imperial Highway

The alignment of an LRT through the runway proteclion zone of the LAX south
runways has been a point of discussion since the Grean Line to LAX was
proposed several years ago.  FAA's concern regarding the potential interference
by an LRT's overhead conlact system on the airport’s aviation navigation system
is & critical issus which must be addressed to their satisfaction. The graphic on
Page ES-23 of the Crenshaw Translt Corrldor DEIS/IDEIR shows the proposed
LRT in a covered french as it crosses the approaches to the south airfield.
LAWA Iz encouraged that Metre recognizes the importance of this issue and is
proposing & polential solution.

Fage ES-24 states “Approximalely 20 feet of addifional right-of-way or easement
would be reguired in some sections either through scquisition or easemant,” I
the LRT is chosen as the preferred altamative, LAWA encourages Melro lo begin
discussions with our staff regarding sequisitions or easements of alrport property
as aarly in the process as possibla.  Please note the graniing of airport propertly
for an easerment is subjeck to federal law regarding airport revenue diversion and
requires FAA approval. Acquisitions and/or easemanis would also be subject io
the City of Los Angeles approval process (including but net limited to the
approval of the Board of Airport Commissionars),

Page 3-81 of the DEIS/DEIR stales: "The southem seclion from 111" Streef fo
104" Streot is designaled for cut and cover construction. Alf sast-west crossings
would be prohibited for approximetely eight months.”  Becauss 111" Street
{and to a lesser degres, 104" Street) is an important access polnl for afrport
cargo, this closure would require a coordinatad effort to detour traffic during
construction. In addition, LAWA requests thal Melro consider widening 111"
Streat where il crusses Metro's right-of-way (west of Avialion Boulevard) as part
of this preject. The current lane configuration, combined with the short distance
between Aviation Boulevard and the carge service road west of Aviation
Boulevard, creates queues and difficulty with larger sized vehicles tuiming right
anta or from 111" Street.
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Oclober 26, 2000
Mr. Roderick Diaz
Page 3

Additional Comments

LAWA requests that on Figure 4-15, Avlalion/Cenlury Station Aréa Land Uses,

the designation for the bottom half of the figure be changed from “Existing Land F
Use Designations” to “Existing Uses of Land.” The area south of Canury

Boulavard and west of Aviation Boulevard should be shown as "Alrpord Alrsida”

for both the "General Plan Land Use Designations” and the “Existing Uses of

Land” dapictions,

LAWA looks forward to working with your agency to improve transit to LAX. As
LAWA conlinuas o evaluate the final route and station locations for the proposad
APM, LAWA also looks forward (o working with Metro to plan a seamless
passangar connection betwean transil and (he fulure APM. If vou have any
questions regarding any of the above comments, please contact Palrick
Tomecheck of my staff at (424) 646-5192,

Slncerely,

Deputy Executive Director
Los Angeles World Airports

CC: Slava Martin
Debbia Bowars
Michael Malina
Cynthia Guidrny
Suzanne Tracy
Jaidesp Vaswani
Yolanda hanciila
hansoor lshfag
Pafrick Tomcheck
ConRAC file
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Response to comment 10-25-A.

An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR to identify the transit
alternatives to be evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR. The results of the Alternatives Analysis is presented in
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the DEIS/DEIR. This analysis used criteria including but not
limited to, regional connectivity, ridership, and cost-effectiveness to compare the different modes of transit
and alignment options and determine which alternatives would be carried forward for further analysis into
the DEIS/DEIR. The Alternatives Analysis identified that a light rail transit and a bus rapid transit
alternative be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria. The two alternatives
identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and a
Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in
the DEIS/DEIR. Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, the Metro Board of
Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative. The Crenshaw/LAX Light
Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership
for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic development, and
connectivity with other elements of Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the Metro Green Line).
The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow operation and the slow
speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.
Additional traffic impacts would occur from the conversion of mixed flow lanes in narrow sections of
Crenshaw Boulevard.

Response to comment 10-25-B.

Comment noted. The Metro Board of Directors acknowledged the necessity for ensuring a seamless
airport connection for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and included Design Option 1, an aerial
station at Century as part of the locally preferred alternative to facilitate this connection.

Response to comment 10-25-C.

Comment noted. Metro acknowledges the concern expressed by LAWA and has designed the portion of
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project alignment to comply with FAA regualtions where it is
adjacent to the airport runway. Throughout the planning process, Metro has been coordinating with
LAWA and the FAA to ensure compliance with all applicable airport and aviation regulations.

Response to comment 10-25-D.

Comment noted. Throughout the planning process, Metro has been coordinating with LAWA, the City of
Los Angeles, and the FAA to facilitate any potential easements or acquisitions of airport property that
would be necessary to construct and operate the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. It is anticipated
that the LRT facility will fit largely within Metro-owned right-of-way.

Response to comment 10-25-E.
Metro acknowledges that 111" Street is a primary access point for airport facilities along the west side of
Aviation and should 111" Street require temporary closure during the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX

Transit Corridor Project, alternate access would be provided for the duration of the closure. During the
construction of the LRT at 111" Street and 114" Street, it will be necessary to temporarily detour traffic
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around these points until the structures are built. During the construction of the 111" Street crossing,
traffic destined to the cargo area 25L — 7R will need to use Imperial Highway to N. Douglas Street to access
this area.

Response to comment 10-25-F.

At the request of the commenter, Figure 4-15 on page 4-26, of the DEIS/DEIR was revised to “Existing
uses of Land and the Airport Airside designation was corrected as noted.
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COMMENT: 10-26. South Coast Air Quality Management District.

LBLE‘EE_EE- 17:34 SCABMD =+ 912139225998

10-28&

South Coast
Air Quality Management District

71865 Copley Dirive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(905) 396-2000 = wrwwy_agmd. oy

FAXED: October 23, 2009 October 23, 2009

Wwir. Roderick Dhiaz

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Transponation Authority
One (GGateway Plaza, MS 099.22-3

Los Angeles, CA o0 12-2952

Review of the Draft Environmental Impact/Statement Report (DEIR/DEIS)
for the Proposed Creashaw Transit Corridor Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the
opportunity to cormment on the above-mentioned document. The following comments
are meant as guidance for the lead ageacy and should be mcorporated mnto 2 revised draft
or final Environmental lmpact Report/Sutement {final EIR/EIS) as appropriate.

The lead apency failed 10 quantify criteria pollutant emissions durng construction.
Based on the project descnption the proposed project includes a substantial amount of
construction activities. Emissions from construction equipment should be quantified to
determine if construction impacts ars significant regionally and locally. Without A
quantification of construction emissions, the air quality analysis is deficient. Thercfore,
the SCAQMD staff requests that the lead agencies quantify all the constraction emissions
and revise the CEQA document as appropriate. 1f the project’s construction emissions
result in significant impacts the SCAQMD siaff recommends that the lead agency
mitigate these impacts pursuant to CEQA Cuidelines Section 15370. Pleast yefer to
comment #4 for recommended mitigation measures.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Secion 21092.5, please provide the SCAQMD with
written reeponses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the final
EIR/EIS. Further, staff is available to work with the lead agency to address these i55UES
and any other questions that may &Tse. Please contact Dan Garcia, Adr Quality Specialist
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18-23-2883 17:34 SCAGMD + S121352269%6

MO, S@E  F2e2

CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304, if you have any questions regarding the enclosed
comments.
Sincerely, _.
W FW §
Susan Nakamura |
Planning Manager
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
Amachment r
S5 EE.DG h
LAC090509-04 }
Control Number
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12-23/2009  17:34

Air Quality Analysis:

1. The lead agencies did not guantify construction air quality impacts from the proposed
project. To adequately cvaluate air quality 1mpacts, it is necessary to quantify
construction emissions and compare them to applicable significance thresholds

Therefore, SCAQMD staff requests that the lead agency revise the draft EIR/EIS t0 |
identify all potential adverse air quality impacts thet could oceur from the I
construction phese of the project and all air pollutant sources related 1o project i3
construction {including demolition, if any). Construction-related air quality impacts

typically include, but are oot limited 1o, EMISSIONS from the use of eonstriction

agsgciated structures, off-r

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air
Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist ather public agencies with the preparstion of air
quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends {hat the lead agency use this
Handbook as guidance
Handbook are available
calling (909) 396-3
URBEMIS 2007 M

v/ Ce

2 In addition to analyZing regional air quality impacts {he SCAQMD staff recommends
ar quality impacts from the project’s construcuen and operation
ntenance yards, parking structures and/or parking lots). The
uality impacts should be compared to the localized
significance thresholds (L5Ts). LSTs can be used in addition to the recommended
regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quelity impacts when
preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, SCAQMD gtaff requests that the lead
agency perform a localized significance analysizs by either wsing the LSTs developed
by the SCAQMD or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for
performing 2 localized air quality analysis can be found at:

; ic |

calculating localized
emissions (buses, mai
resulting localized air g

Health Risk Asses

3. The California Air Resources Board {CARB) idennfied PM from diesel-fueled
contaminant (TAC) in 1998, following an exhaustive 10-year
rocess. In addition, as part of the identification process, the
Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) gvaluated the

engines as & (oxic air
seientific assessment p
Office of Environmental

oad equipment and on- road mobile sources (€-g..
construction worker vehicle trips, material transport rips).

hen
from the SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by
730. Additionally, the lead agency may be able to use the

equipment such a5 hut not limited to heavy-duty equipment from prading, earth- B
loading/unloading, architecturel coatings used for striping traffic lanes of any
odel. This model is available on the SCAQMD Website at:

SORGMD + 9121392265996

n.588 PRAG |

ing its revised air @ ity analysis. Copies of the

|5 him.

[

ST.h

potential for diesel exhaust 1o affect human health. OEHHA jound that exposure 10 o

diesel PM resulted in an
cancer health effects
tighmess, wheczing,

increased risk of cancer and an increase in chronic nom-
including a greater incidence of cough, labored breathing, chest
bronchitis, and asthma,
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e —

SCAEMD + 912139226996

There are a number of studies that show a corelation of adverse health impacts of
diesel PM and proximity to roadways. CARB recommends avoiding development of
wrhan roads with 100,000 yehicles/day, that are withip 500 feet of sensitive land uses
due to increased cancer risk from diesel pM'. The health effects from dicsel PM can
and must be quantified in the draft EIR/EIS. There are 2 variety of air dispersion
models available, including but not limited to, CALIQHCR and AERMOD to
conduct air dispersion modehing of mobile source emissions. Additional information
on these models can be obrained 2l WWW,EPE, gﬂm@mudigggicn prefrec.htm

The Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project will generate additional bus trips increasing
mobile source emissions oeCWTIng close to sensitive receptors along the affected
comdor. Therefore, SCAQMD staff urges the lead agency o US€ alternative fueled
buses such as compressed natural gas (CHG) buses for the proposed project. 1f diesel
fueled buses are used for the proposed project SCAQMD recommends that the lcad
agency perform a mabile source health risk assessment (HRA) that includes air
dispersion modeling, quantified health risk, and a significance determination in the
draft EIR/EIS from implementation of the proposed project. There are several

i documents available for zir dispersion modeling and HRAs Belowisa
discussion to assist the lead agency in developing a HRA for the proposed project.

HRA Guidsnce

The SCAQMD's Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks
from Mohile Source Diesel dling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis and be
found at: h_gg'a'm.md.gwfmgghmg;mﬂmbm ];n_r.'gmhile 1owic him, Also,
both Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach have SCAQMD approved HRA protocols,
ARB has air dispersion guidance in Appendix 7 of the Diesel Risk Reduction Plan,
which, can be found at: hng:Fhww_m_c;.gwfﬂiesclf@:gm;gm.hgm, and
HARP can be downloaded from the ARB website
al.m'l-p:.-'-'nw.ar'b.:n.guw'luxi.ca.f]wpﬁ:arp.hun.

If the SCAQMD'5 Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks
from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis is used,
the health nisk estimates should be completed accarding Lo OFHHA's cancer potency
methodology. The SCAQMDs recommended threshold for cancer nisk should not
exceed 10 in one million at any Teceptor location, when compared to the pre-project
nisk.

i ion i
CALMNES and CALIQHCR are the current EPA repulatory models for estimating

maximum CO concenations at roadways. Carcinogenic risk is esumated based on
annual average concentrations over 70 years for residential and sensitive receplors

s
| ¥ Califormie Al Resources Board, Apnl 2005, upir Qualicy and Lagd Use Handbook: A& Community Hezlth
i
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and 40 years for worker receplos. Chronic pon-carcinogenic nsk is alzo estimated
based on annual average concenrations. CAL3QHCR canbe used to estumate
carcinagenic health risk for roadway nsks.

AERMOD and 13CST3 can be ased 1o eslimate CATCINOZEDIC health risk for both
roadway and non-roadway sOUrces. AERMOD is the current EPA approved model
for general air dispersion modelmg. Since CALIQHCR and AERMOD are the
current EPA approved raodels, either may be used for air dispersion modeling. For
CEQA modeling, gCAQMD staff recommends use of any of these models
(AERMOD, ISCSTS, or CALIQHCR) or HARP, which uses ISCST3.

Mitigation Measures

4.

In the event that the lead agency's revised or final draft EIR/ELS requested in
comment #1 through comment #3 demonstrates that any eriteria pollutant emissions
from the regional and/or localized construction emissions analysis creale addinonal
significant adverse impacts the SCAQMD cecommends that the lead agency requirs
mitigation pursuant to CEQA Gudelines §15370, which could minimize of eliminate
significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the lead agency with identifying
possible mitigation measures for the project, please refer 1o Chapter 11 of the
SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures.
A list of mitigation meastres can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA webpage at the

following internet address: M“MMM

Additionally, SCAQMD's Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the [mplementation
Handbook contain numerous MEASUIEs for contralling construction-related emissions
that should be considered foruse as CEQA mitigation if not ptherwise required.

On page 4161 of the draft EIR/EIS the lead agency stales that “there are no feasible
mitigauon smeacures that would reduce these emissions, therefore, an unavoidable
significant pperational air quality impact i5 anficipated.” However, the lead agency
does not identify which mitigation measures are infeasible. The SCAQMD
recommends that the lead agency consider the following mitigation MEASUIEs to
reduce air quality impacts from the operation phase of the project, if feasible:

« Improve traffic flow by signal gynchronization;

. Require or provide incentives for particulate traps that mest CARB certified level
3 requirements,

. Restrict operation 1o alternative fueled buses, such as compressed natural gas
which is used in the project’s BRT Alternative or restrict the operation to “clean”
buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles |

«  Require all vehicles and equipment 1o be properly funed and maintained
according to manufacturers’ specifications;

«  Electrify service equipment at sepvice facilities,

. Conduct air quality menitonng at sensitive receptors; and

» Require a reduction in electricity uge for hght rail transit by implementing the use
of alternative energy, such as wind and solar power.

bO.SEE  Pes
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Response to comment 10-26-A.

The comment states that the lead agency failed to quantify criteria pollutant emissions during
construction. Section 4.15.5 (CEQA Determination) on Page 4-481 of the DEIS/DEIR concluded that
construction activity would result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA. The discussion
references mitigation measures previously discussed within the NEPA analysis. The mitigation measures
applicable to the CEQA air quality construction analysis include Mitigation Measures CON4 through
CON17 on Page 4-451 of the DEIS/DEIR. The mitigation measures are:

CON4 Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to
prevent generation of dust plumes.

CON5 Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out shall be
removed at the conclusion of each workday.

CONG6 Contractors shall be required to utilize at least one of the measures set forth in South Coast
Air Quality Management District Rule 403 section (d)(5) to remove bulk material from tires

and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site.

CON7 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6 inches of
freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114.

CONS All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or
other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions).

CON9 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
CON10  Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph.
CON11  Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts.

CON12  Onssite stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty materials shall be covered or watered at least two
times per day.

CON13  Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper
tune per manufacturers’ specifications.

CON14  Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline
generators, as feasible.

CON15  Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, both on- and oft-
site.

CON16  Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference.

CON17  Construction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to off-peak
hours, as feasible.
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For informational purposes, Table AQ-1 shows regional and localized construction emissions for the BRT
and LRT Alternatives based on SCAQMD calculation methodologies. Emissions are shown for volatile
organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NO,), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SO,), particulate
matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM, ), and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM,,).
The emissions have been updated from what is presented in the Draft EIR using additional calculations.
Construction emissions for the BRT Alternative would exceed the regional thresholds for NO, and the
localized thresholds for NO,, PM,,, and PM, . Construction emissions for the LRT Alternative would
exceed the regional thresholds for VOC, NO,, CO, and PM, and the localized thresholds for NO,, PM, ,
and PM,,. Mitigation Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust
emissions and emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels. BRT and LRT Alternative construction
emissions would still exceed the regional and localized SCAQMD significance thresholds, and would
result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.

Table AQ-1. Regional and Localized Construction Emissions

Pounds Per Day

Scenario vocC NO, co SO, PM_ PM
BRT Alternative
Maximum Regional Emissions 66 287 157 <1 28 34
Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? No Yes No No No No
Maximum Localized Emissions 22 164 69 <1 20 26
Localized Significance Threshold' - 91 664 - 3 5
Exceed Threshold? - Yes No - Yes Yes
LRT Alternative
Maximum Regional Emissions 173 465 686 <1 76 92
Regional Significance Threshold' 75 100 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? Yes Yes Yes No Yes No
Maximum Localized Emissions 45 388 164 <1 55 70
Localized Significance Threshold - 91 664 - 3 5
Exceed Threshold? - Yes No - Yes Yes

The localized thresholds were based in the smallest project site used in the SCAQMD guidelines (one-acre) and a 25-
meter (82-foot) receptor distance.
* SCAQMD has not developed localized significance methodology for VOC or SO,.

Source: TAHA, 2010
Response to comment 10-26-B.

The comment states that the lead agency failed to quantify criteria pollutant emissions during
construction. This comment is addressed in Response to comment 10-26-A.
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Response to comment 10-26-C.

The comment states that SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized air quality impacts from the
project’s construction and operational (e.g., buses, maintenance yards, parking structures and/or parking
lots) activity. Localized construction impacts are presented above in Response to comment 10-26-A. The
level of detail needed to complete a localized operational analysis for maintenance yards and parking areas
was not known at the time that the Draft EIR analysis was completed. A localized analysis was completed
during the final design stage of the project. The results are located in the Air Quality section of the
FEIS/FEIR.

Response to comment 10-26-D.

The comment states that a health risk assessment should be completed if the BRT Alternative would
operate diesel-fueled buses. The BRT Alternative was not selected as the locally preferred alternative. The
light rail utilized in the LRT Alternative would be powered with electricity and would also not result in
diesel particulate emissions.

Response to comment 10-26-E.

The comment lists approved dispersion models for completing health risk assessments. As discussed in
Response to comment 10-26-D, a diesel particulate matter health risk assessment is not necessary.

Response to comment 10-26-F.

The comment states that mitigation measures should be considered for significant impacts. The Draft EIR
concluded that construction emissions would result in a significant and unavoidable impact. Mitigation
Measures CON4 through CON17 include requirements for reducing fugitive dust emissions and
emissions related to the combustion of fossil fuels. The fugitive dust mitigation measures are based on
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust).

Response to comment 10-26-G.

The comment suggests operational mitigation measures to reduce air quality emissions. The suggested
mitigation measures are addressed below.

1. Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization — The majority of the transportation corridor is
located in the City of Los Angeles. Over 82 percent of Los Angeles' signal-controlled
intersections are now synchronized. The transportation corridor also runs through the City
of Inglewood and most signals in Inglewood are wired or connected to the central computer
at Traffic Management Center through a web of underground cables. In addition, both the
BRT and LRT Alternatives would include signal priority, which would improve travel times
along the busiest roadway segments.

2. Require or provide incentives for particulate traps that meet CARB certified level 3
requirements — As discussed in Response to comment 10-26-D, buses operating as part of the
BRT Alternative would be powered by CNG. CNG buses do not emit diesel particulate
matter and particulate traps would not be necessary. The LRT alternative would be powered
with electricity and would also not emit diesel particulate matter.
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3. Restrict BRT operations to alternatively-fueled buses (e.g., compressed natural gas) or restrict
operations to “clean buses”, such as 2010 compliant vehicles - As discussed in Response to
comment 10-26-D, buses operating as part of the BRT Alternative would be powered by CNG.

4. Require all vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and maintained according to
manufacturers’ specifications — Metro has a comprehensive maintenance policy to ensure
that their vehicles function properly with efficient engines. The suggested mitigation
measure is already part of Metro standard practices.

5. Electrify service equipment at service facilities — While not electrified, service equipment at
service facilities use low emissions technologies where appropriate and are properly
maintained for efficient function.

6. Conduct air quality monitoring at sensitive receptors — The Draft EIR identified an air quality
operational impact on a regional level. Air quality monitoring at sensitive receptors would
provide information on localized impacts. A localized carbon monoxide hot spot analysis was
completed and no impact was identified. In addition, neither the BRT nor LRT Alternatives
would be powered with diesel fuel that would increase localized particulate matter
concentrations.

Require a reduction in electricity use for light rail transit by implementing the use of alternative energy,
such as wind and solar power — Electricity used to power the LRT Alternative would be provided by the Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power. At the end of 2008, LADWP had increased its renewable power
to over 12 percent, well on its way to meet the target of 20 percent for 2010. (Sustainable LADWP
Evaluation and Report, August 20, 2009). In 2009, LADWP completed the construction of the Pine Tree
Wind Farm which is the largest municipally owned and operated wind farm in the nation, delivering 120
megawatts of wind power to Los Angeles, and contributes 1.4 percent renewable power towards LADWP’s
20 percent goal. An additional ten turbines (15 Mega-Watts) were slated for construction in 2009.
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Octaber 26, 2008

Mr, Roderick Diaz
Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropalitan Transporiation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
MS 85-22-3
Los Angeles, GA 90012-2952
i ri M n

RE: S8CAG Comments on the Draft Emvironmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project [SCAG No. 120090573]

Dear Mr. Diaz,

Thank you for submilling fhe Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEISNDralt Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) for the Crenshaw Transit Corddor Project [SCAG Ne. 120080573] o the Southem California
Aszocialion of Govermmenls (SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG (s the authorized reglonal agency for
Inter-Gowemnmental Review of Programs proposad for federal financial assistance and direct developmant
activities, pursuant to Presidential Execulive Order 12372 {replacing A-85 Review), Addionally, persuand io
Pubdic Resowees Code Seclion 21083(d) SCAG reviews Ervironmenial Impacls Reporls of projects of B
regional eignificance for consislency with regional plans per the California Enwvironmentad Cuality Act
Guidenes, Seclions 15125{(d) and 15206G(a)1). SCAG is alse the designated Regional Transportation
Plarming fAgency and as such is respansible for bofh preparation of ihe Regional Transpodation Flan (BETF)
and Regional Tranegoriation Improvement Pregram (RTIP) under Califonia Government Code Section 65080
and §5082. As the cearinghouss for regionally significant projects per Execulive Crder 12372, SCAG reviows
the: consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans, This ackivity is based on SCAG's
responsibdiies as a regional planning organization pursuant 1o stale and federal laws and regulations.
Guidance provided by these reviews is mtended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to lake actions
thand conlribule bo the attainmmend of regional goals and palicies.

SCAG staff has reviewed this project and determinad that the proposed project is regionally signficant per
Calfdornia Ervironmenta Chsdily Acl (CEQA) Guidelines, Sections 16125 andior 15206, The project
DEISDEIR coneiders varoue fransportation solutions in the nofh-seuth orierted Crenshew Transi Comidar | B
including the Mo-Buitd Alternative, Transportation System Managemant (TSM) Alternative, Bus Rapid Transi
(BRT) and Light Rail Transi (LRT),

We have evaluetad this project based on the policies of 5CAG's Regional Transportaton Plan (RTP) and
Compass Growth Vision (CGV) thal may be applicable to your praject. The RTP and CGV can be Teund on
e SCAG web sibe sl hilpfisceg ca gowigr. The altached detailed comments ae meant to provide guidance
for considering the proposed project within the context of our regional goals and policies. We also encouwrage C
the use of the SCAG List of Mitigation Measures cdracted from the RTP fo aid with demansirating
consislency wilh regional plans and policies. Please provide a copy of the Final Envisenmental Impact Report
{FEIR) for our review. If you hawe any questions regarding the etteched comments, please contact Bernard
Lo at {213) 235-1800. Thank you

DOCSE 153814
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Mr. Diaz

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT
CORRIDOR PROJECT
[SCAG NO. 120090573

PROJECT ON

The Crenshaw Transit Corridor study area is generally a north-south corridor that extends approximately
ten miles in length through much of Central Los Angeles. The study area includes spproximately 33
sguare miles and portions of five jurisdictions: the Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthome, and El
Segunde, as well as portions of unincorporated Los Angeles County. The study area, as shown below, is
generally defined as the area extending north to Wishire Boulevard and the Park Mile area of Los
Angeles; east to Arlington Avenue; south fo El Sequndo Boulevard and the downtown Hawthorne area;
and west to Sepulveda Boulevard, La Tijera Boulevard, and La Brea Avenue. Three major intersiate
highways fraverse the study area, including the Santa Monica Freeway (1-10) and Glenn Anderson
Freeway (l-105), running east-west and the San Diego Freeway (1-4058) which runs north-south. The
Harbor Freeway (I-110) parallels the comidor, running norh-south immediately fo the east of the study
area.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Travel demand forecasts prepared by the Southern California Assoclation of Govermments (SCAG) and
Metro over the past decade have idenfified the need for transit improvements throeghout the Southem
California region, particularly in Los Angeles County, fo meet the mandates of the federal Clean Air Act
and address the increasing mobility nesds of the region,

The 2008 SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) determined travel conditions in the Crenshaw
Transit Cormdor will worsen by 2035 and the area will not meet regional objectives for transportation
mobility, accessibility, reliability, or safety without additional transporiation improvements. Subsagquent
travel demand forecasting conducted for the current update of the Metro Long Range Plan has confirmed
the continuing neead far mobility improvements in the corridos,

Existing transpartation facilities and services within the Crenshaw Corridor include arerial streets,
freeways, bus routes, and rail lines. The topography and strest grid of the comdor present unique
challenges to exising transportaton facilities and services, There are few north-south arterials in the
corrfidor that cross the western portion of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor. As a result of this constrained
metwark, pressure is placed on nearby north-south arterials such as La Cienana Boulevard and La Brea
Avenue

The fallowing factors highlight the need for transit improvements such as the proposed project.

- Peak Period Congesfion

- Limited Transpaortation Accessihility

- Poar Connactions with Regional Transportation

- Limited Access to Services Outside of the Corridar

- The Cormidar's Economic Future |s Dependent on Improved Accessibility

- High Transit Demand, Transil Dependency, and Transit

- Operation Challenges

- Benefit to the Environment and Improved Sustainability for Corridar Communities

The purpose of the Crenshaw Cormidor Transit Project is to provide for the implementation of transit

improvements that addresses the identified transportation needs in the comidor. The proposed project
would address the needs by expanding transit capacity in the corrider to accommedate existing and future

DOCESR 153614
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October 26, 2009
Mr. Diaz

SCAG No. 20090573

travel demand and by providing a higher speed and reliable fransit altarnative that improves mobility in the
commidar by connecting with or extending existing lines, such as the Metro Green Line, or transit lines under
construction, such as the Expo LRT line.

Several alternatives have been considerad.
« Mo-Build Allemative
= Transportation Systems Managemeant {TSM) Alternative
#  Two build alternatives — & Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Alternative and a Light Rail Transit (LRT)
Altarnative

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAM

Reglonal Growth Forecasts

The DEIS/DEIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts, which are the 2008 RTP (May 2005) D
Fopulation, Housshold and Employment forecasts. The forecasts for your region, subregion, and cifies are

as follows:

Adopted SCAG Regionwide Forecasts'

2010 2015 2020 2028 2030 2036
Population [ 19.418,344 | 20,465,830 | 21,468,948 | 22395121 | 23256377 | 24,057,286
Heugahalds 60BEG86 | 6474074 | EB40,328 | 7,156645 | 7440484 | 7710722
Employment 8349453 | 8,811,406 | 9183029 | 9546773 | 9,813,376 | 10,287,125
Adopted City of Los Angeles Subregion Forecasts’
2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035
Papulation 4140516 | 4214082 | 4202139 | 40367538 | 4440017 | 4509435
Houssholds | 13866858 | 1445177 | 1506564 | 1554478 | 1600754 | 1638823 )
Employmment 1860672 | 1,905337 | 1933850 | 1867393 | 2003198 | 2037472 |
Adopted SBCOG Subregion Forecasts'
2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 20
Population 013,321 534308 952,278 059,641 oR6623 [ 1.002,027 |
Hauseholds 307,081 313,990 319,589 323 BAT 328,084 331,385
Employment _ 4028151 408808 | 412 765 M7 420 | 422586 | 427141
Adopted Unincorporated County of Los Angeles Forecasts'
2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035
Population 1,188,321 | 1282624 | 1378388 | 1471608 1,561,083 | 1,548,694
Households 325 615 | 357 468 391,383 417 848 443414 454 AGR
Emplayment | 320,171 | 336,371 348,717 356,881 | 371,868 384,300
DOCSE 153814
Page 3
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Mr. Diaz

Adopted City of Los Angeles Forecasts'
2010

SCAG Mo. 120090573

2015 2020 2025 2030 2035
Population | 4057484 4128125 | 4204528| 4.277,732) 4348782 | 4415773
Households 1,365,985 1.4247M 1,485518 1,532,008 1,578,850 1,816,578
Employment 1,620,092 1,564,061 1,892,138 1,825,148 1,960,383 1,984,134
Adopted Chty of Inglewood Forecasts’
2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 20
Population 118,466 | 120,185 | 120,678 121,065 121,669 122,200
Households 37,205 | 38,149 | 36708 | 38960 30345 )| 39564
Emplaymeant 33,588 | 34,327 34,792 35,339 35,8272 36,4581
Adopted City of Hawthorne Forecasts’
2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035
Population 94,042 | 98 587 103,236 107,748 112120 116,312
Households 28,143 28614 30,110 30497 30,870 31,178
Employment 20,865 | 21,1559 21,347 21,567 21,803 22028
Adopted City of El Segundo Forecasts'
2010 2015 2020 2026 2030 2035
Population 17,267 17,495 17 500 17,505 17,510 17,615
Households 7,182 7,268 7264 7,269 | 7274 7279
Employment 35,146 55,645 55,064 56339 G678 |  G7A2Z
1. The 2008 RTP growth forecast of the regional, subregional, and city level was adoptad by the Ragional Cauncil in May 2008,
SCAG Stalf Comments:
Households fables 4-84 and 4-36 (on pages 4-484 and 4-485) appear to use incorrect figuras, E
The SCAG figures utilized are prior to 2008 RTP growth forecast. We recommend that the Final
EIR incorporate the adopted 2008 RTP growth forecasts
The 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) alsc has goals and policies thal are perinent to this
proposed project This RTP links the goal of sustainmg mobiity with the goals of fostering economic
development, enhancing the environment, reducing energy consumption, promating fransportation-friendly
development pattarns, and encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-econamic,
gecgraphss and commarcial imitations. The RTP continues to support all applicable federal and state Bws in
implementing the propased project. Among the relevent goals end policies of the RTP are the following: F
Regional Transporiation Plan Goals:
RTP G1 Maximize mobilfy and accessibility for all people and goods in the region.
RTP G2  Ensure travel safely and refiability for all people and goods In the region.
RTP G3  PFresenve and ensune a sustainable regional transportalion systemn.
RTP G4  Maximize the productivily of our transportation syshem,
RTP G5 Frotact the environmanf, improve air gualify and promole enargy efficiency
RTP G&  Encowage land use and growth patterns that complement aur franspartafion investments.
DOCE# 1536814
Page 4
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RTPG7  Maximize the securty of our lransporfation system through impraved syslem monidoring,

rapid recovery planning, and coondination with olter sscurily agancies.

SCAG Staff Comments:

SCAG staff has assessed the proposed project’'s TSM, BRT, and LRT alternatives and finds that the
project mests consistency with RTP G2, G4, and GE, and genarally meets consistency with RTP G1
and G5 Based on information provided in the DEIR, SCAG staff is unable to detarmine whethar the
project mests consistency with RTP G3 and G7,

The proposed project generally mests consistency with RTP G1. Mobility pertains fo the speed at
which one may fravel and the delay, or difference between the actual travel time and travel fime that
would be expenanced f a person traveled at the legal speed limit. Under the No-Build amd TSM
Alternatives, only 12 out of the 45 study interseclions are expected 1o operate at an acceptable Level of
Semvice (LOS) D or batter in 2030, While this would improve to 13 out of 46 under the BRT Allemative
and 14 out of 48 under the LRT Allernative, the majority of intersections would operate al a peak hour
LOS that is balow acceptable. However, the proposed project is expected o improve regional mobility,
as it would conpect two heavily-raveled comidors — adjgcent to Interstates 10 and 105, Accassibdlity
measures how well the transportation system provides people access fo cpporiunities, such as jobs,
education, shopping, recreation, and medical care. Section 163 {Land Use Integration) discusses
varous destinations both within and outside of the study area. On page 1-30, the DEIR indicates that
“With the Implementation of transit improvements in the Crenshaw Transit Comridor, many of the
transit-dependent residents residng in the study area would be able to easily access destinations
cutside of the cormder.”

With regard to RTP G2, the proposed project meets consistency. Per pages 4-430 and 4-431, after
mitigation measuras are applied, the TSM and BRT Alternatves would result in no safety impacts and
the LRT Aliernative would result in no or kess-than-significant safety mpacts, depending on the Design
Option selected.

RTF &3 concemns susizinability of the regional fransporiation systarmn. A sustainable fransporabion
system maintains overall performance over time with the same costs for its users. Basad on
information provided in the DEIR, SCAG staff is unable fo determing whather tha project is consistent
with RTP G3.

With regard to RTP G4, the proposed project meets consistency. Productivity is a system efficiency
measure that reflects the degree to which the ransportation system performs during peak demand
conditions. Pages 348 through 3-51 indicate that under the TSM, BRT, and LRT Alternatives, the
proposed project would yield a reduction i defay a1 study intersections (41, 35, and 29 out of 45,
respectively] during peak hours, when compared to the Neo-Bulld Alternative. In addition, as menticned
earlier, the BRT and LRT Alternatives would improve the number of intersections operating at LOS D
ar better. Similarky, improvamants in productivity would be expected elsawhara in the regson.

The proposed project is generally consistent with RTF G5, Per pages 4-159 and 4-180, the TEM
Artemative would mest all SCAOMD criteria pollutant thresholds, while the BRT and LRT Alternativas
would mest 28 SCAQMD criteria poliutant thresholds, except NQ,, As indicated in Table 4-55 on page
4257, all Aternatives would decrease BTU consumption, retative to baseline conditions.

The proposed projact meets congistency with RTP GB6. Per page 1-30, "There is a sirang
connechon between redevelopment and revitalizalion of these areas and transportation system
improvernents. Increased accessibility, mobality, and links 1o transit provide opportunity for increased
development densities. Some improvements and sirategies being employed focus on Increasing
pedestrian amenities and reducing or eliminating venicular traffic, which place increasing demand
on increased transit access and on the level of transit service to help suppart existing and futune
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land use development objectves.”
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With regard to RTP G7, SCAG staff is unable to determine whether the project meets consistency, | &

based on information provided in the DEIR.

GROWTH VISIONING

The fundamental goal of the Compass Growth Visioning effort is to make the SCAG region & better
place to live, work and play for all residents regardless of race, ethnicity or income class, Thus, decisions
regarding growth, ransportation, land use, and economic development should be made to promote and
sustain for future generations the region's mobility, vability and prosperity, The following “Regional
Growth Principles” are proposed to provide a framewark for local and regional decision making that
improves the quality of life for all SCAG residents. Ezch principle iz followed by a specific set of stratagies
intended te achievea this goal.

Principle 1; Improve mobility for all residents.

GV .1 Encourage transportation invesiments and fand wee decisions thal sre mutualy supporive,
GV .2 Locate mew housing near exisling jobs and new jobs near exisfing housing

GV P1.2  Encourage transif-onerted developmenl.

GV P14  Fromofe a vanely of fravel choices

SCAG Staff Comments:

Where applicable, the proposed project meets consistency with Principle 1. GV P1.2 doss not
apply since the project is transpartation-criented.

The proposed project meets consistency with G P1.1. Saction 1.6.3 discusses fransit supportive
lznd uses that are within and just outside of the study area, and also the abilty of transit o
enhance development potential.

With regard to GV P13, the proposed project mests consistency. As mentioned earlier,
transporation improvements provide opportunities for increased development densities and tend
to promote redevelopment In addition, all or parts of 11 different redevelopment project areas ane
located in the study area.

The proposed project meets consistency with GV P1.4. The proposed project is consistent, as it
would craate anather fravel choice option for those traveling through the corridor study area.

Principle 2: Foster livability in all communities.
GV P21 Promofe infil development and redevelopment to revitalize existing communitiss,
GV P22  Fromofe developments, wiich prowvide @ mix of uses.
GV P22 Fromofe "pecple scaled,” walkabe communiies.
GV P24  Support the preservation of slabde, single-famiy neighborhoods.

SCAG Staff Comments:

Frinciple 2 is generalky not applicable to the proposed project, except for GV P21, with which the
proect meets consistency. Additicnal ransportation improvements would promote redevelopment
and higher densities.

DOCS# 153814
Page &

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

August 2011

Page K-211



Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report
Appendix K — Responses to Comments Received

October 26, 2009 SCAG No. 120080573

Mr. Diaz

Principle 3: Enable prosperity for all people.

GV P31 Provide, i each communiy, & vanely of rausing types fo meet the housing needs of all income

leweis.
GV P32  Support educalional opponunities that promote balanced growth
GY P33  Ensure environmental justice regardiess of race, efhmcily or imcorme class.
GV P34  Supportlocal and sfate fizcal policies that encowrage balanced growth
GV PLE  Encourage oivic engagement,

SCAG Staff Comments:

Principle 2 is generally not applicabla 1o the proposed project GV P3.3 would apply and generally
mests consistency. The TSM alternative would not result in any adverse impacts. The BRT
Altemnative would result in disproporfionate adverse impacts 1o sesthetc resources, due 1o
removal of mature trees along the Harbor Subdivision. The Base LRT Altermative may resull in
zome adverse impacts related to the serigl structure in Hyde Park. Howewver, the Base LRT
Altemative Design Options would not result in any adverse impacts.

Principie 4: Promote sustainability for future genarations.

GV P41 Freserve rural, agacwllural, recreational. and envirormentally sensitive areas

GV P42  Focous devedopment in urban cenlers and exisfing cities.

GV P43 Develop strafegies fo accommodale growth thal uses resources efficlently, elminate pollidion

and significantly reduce wasle.

GV P44 Ulilize ‘green” developmenf lechnigues

SCAG Staff Comments:

Where applicable, SCAG staff finds that the project is generally consistent with Principle 4. GV
P4.1 and 4.4 are not applicable.

With regard to GV P4.2, the proposed project meets consistency, a5 the project would run through
an exisling urban area.

‘Where applicable, SCAG staff finds that the project generally meets consistency with GV P4.3
The DEIS/DEIR does nof discuss waste reduction efforts. From an energy standpoint, Table 4-55
(Estimated Energy Consurnption) shows that the TSM, BRT, and LRT alternatives would all result
in energy savings of at least 44 milion BETUs per year. From an alr guality standpoint. per pages
4-158 and 4-160, the TSM Alternative would meet all SCACOMD criteria pollutant thresholds, while
the BRT and LRT Altematives would meaet all SCAQMD criteria poliutand thrasholds, except MO,
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CONCLUSION

Where applicable, the proposed project generally meets consistency with SCAG Regional Transportation
Plan Goals and Compass Growth Visioning Principbes.

All feasible measures needed to miligate any potentially negative regional impacts associsted with the
proposad project should be implementad and moanitored, as required by CEQA, We recommend that you I
rewviaw the SCAG List of Mitigation Measures for additional guidance, and encourage you to follow tharm,

where applicatde to your project The SCAG List of Mitigation Measures may be found hera;

http-ihwane scag ca govigridocuments/SCAG  IGRMMEP 2008 pdf

When a project is of statewide, regional, or areawide significance, transpartation information generated by
a required mondoring or reporting program shall be submitted to SCAG as such information becomes
reasonably available, in accordance with CEQA, Public Resource Code Section 21018.7, and CEQA
Guidelines Secton 15087 (g)
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Response to comment 10-27-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.

Response to comment 10-27-B.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.

Response to comment 10-27-C.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process. Metro has incorporated the list of SCAG mitigation measures from the RTP where
feasible and a copy of the FEIS/FEIR has been sent to the commenter.

Response to comment 10-27-D.

The FEIS/FEIR has been revised to include the most recent SCAG population, housing, and employment
forecasts as provided by the commenter.

Response to comment 10-27-E.

The FEIS/FEIR has been revised to include the most recent SCAG population, housing, and employment
forecasts as provided by the commenter. Tables 4-84 and 4-86 of the FEIS/FEIR have been updated to
include this information.

Response to comment 10-27-F.

Table 4-4, Comparison of SCAG Polices to the Proposed Project in Section 4-1 of the DEIS/DEIR include
policies from the Regional Comprehensive Plan as well as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The
additional policies from the SCAG RTP suggested by the commenter were evaluated in the FEIS/FEIR for
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

Response to comment 10-27-G.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the guidance from SCAG and generally concurs with the consistency
analysis of the additional RTP policies. Metro has established a set of comprehensive security activities,
which are documented in the System Security Program Plan. The main goal of the System Security
Program is to minimize the threat to and vulnerability of patrons, employees and assets, while
maintaining awareness of the need for security throughout the Metro organization. All Metro facilities and
vehicles are designed using Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED). In terms of
system security, Metro is in cooperation with the following regulatory agencies: Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Federal Communications Commission
(FCC), Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC).
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Response to comment 10-27-H.

A discussion of the Compass Growth Visioning effort was included in the land use policy analysis of the
FEIS/FEIR. Metro concurs with SCAG that the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would be
consistent with the principles and strategies of the Compass Growth Visioning Effort.

Response to comment 10-27-1.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process. All mitigation measures for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project shall be
implemented and monitored as provided for in the Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program. Metro has
incorporated the list of SCAG mitigation measures where feasible.
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Response to Community/Organizations Comments

COMMENT: 20-01. Baldwin Neighborhood Homeowners Association.

Abbott, Matthew

From: CTLiteracy@aol com

Sent:  Sunday, October 25, 2005 11:40 AM

Tao: Diaz, Rodarick

Ce: damenwaid gmail com; cemmonsiisuccessnet net
Subject: Response fo EIRIEISCrenshaw - South Bay Line

The Baldwin Meghborhood Homeowners Association supports & 100% grade separated opton for the
Crenshaw Light Rail Line with stations at Ex position, King, Yermon and Slauson

Ve obyact to the proposed plan to run the frain at street level betwesn 48th to S8th Sirests

an elementary Catholic Schoal | 5L Jahn the Evangelst View Park Preparatory Middie and High School near
Stauson and Crenshaw, and as well, Srenshaw High Schoal.

The east-west flow of traffic at Slauson, which currenily backs up throughout the day, will be further congested
with the frequency of the frain traveling along Crenshaw

Why ks there grade zeparation all glong the propesed route but not being congidered between 45th and Sath
streets?

Caral Tucker, Presidant

Baidwin Meighborhood Hameowners Association
Post Office Box TH1328

Les Angeles CA 90016

(323) 934-2273

117572009

Metro

20-1
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Response to comment 20-01-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of
the planning process. Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade alignment along
Crenshaw Boulevard.

Response to comment 20-01-B.

Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along
Crenshaw Boulevard due to safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice concerns.

The noise impact analysis in the FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would be no noise impacts with the
implementation of mitigation measures.

The segment on Crenshaw Boulevard from 48" Street to 60" Street was determined that light rail could
operate safely without the need of a grade separation. This determination was based on the availability of
right-of-way within Crenshaw Boulevard along this section, traffic signal proposed operation
modifications, and proposed street geometry changes.
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COMMENT: 20-02. Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company.

Abbott, Matthew

Fram: Smith, Waller N [Waller. Smilh1gbnsl.com)]
Sent: Friday, Oclober 23, 2009 T:58 Al
To: Diaz,. Roderick
Subject: DEIS/DEIR Commenis from BNSF
Attachments: 20081023085450, pdf
200910230854950.p
of (296 KE)
RBodaricks The original Le in the maill. Walt Smlth
1
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EF NI S 7~

! BNSF
FASL A Y herpaadiay J0E CamsghOme |
Commudar Corsalniclion San Becnarding, Cailsiria
52408
(905 3B8-4840
{D0r) 3BE-48AT
20-1
Mr Roderick Diaz
Project Manager
LACMTA
One Gateway FPlaza
MS 959-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 00012-2852
Octobar 22, 2008
Dear Mr. Diaz;

This letter is in reference o LACMTA:s Relesase of Crenshaw Transit Corridor Diraft Emdaronmentzl
Impact Statemant and Drafl Environmenial Impact Report {DEISDEIR)

BMSF has completed a praliminary review of the document and this letter provides our initial

comments. As you know BMSF refains a property interest in the Harbor Subdivision which will ba
impacied by the Crenshaw Transit Corrider. There are active customers on the Harbor Subdivision -\
which BMSF must continue to sarve.

An important elemant for consideration during the review of the plans and the decument, |s the fact
the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) and Federal Railway Administration (FRA} has made avallable
jeint rule making parameters which discuss guidelings for heawy frefght rail and fight transit rail
sharing the same physical corridaor,

Should the Crenshaw Transit Corfidor progress, BNSF and LACKMTA will need to work together so that
that both crganizations can provide the respective service desined as well 2s protect the ability to
mainiain their sseets within the corridor. A major issue addressad in the joint rule making, is the B
raquirament for sufficient separation batween the two types of service to insure that each can be
maintained without impacting the other. It is preferred for this separation to be physical distance:
however, in some instances an appropriate barriar may be acceptable.

It also was noted that thers is the intent to relocate BNSF's freight track to the edge of the property. If
this oocurs, there must be a sulficient clearance anvelopa to allow freight train movement and C
maintenancaisupport activities to occur without impact to adiacent property interests,

The iterms mention above are considered major areas of concarn for the BNSF, however, we
anticipate there will be additional detalls that our fwo organizations will need to work through as the
Crenshaw Comidor project progresses. The existing Shared Use Agreement betwesn BNSF and the D
LACMTA, governing the Harbor Subdivision, will be 3 usefil reference to guide both parties as we
cortinue our discussion the many issues that will arise &s we move forward in the joint development.

Sincerely; Y, . ] "1 /

i v
e T £
!'//r{/&”?:’_é-’;?’.w" / g [’,-'}ﬁf'fyi,{ o
Waltar M. Smith
General Diractor !
Commuter Construchion
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Response to comment 20-02-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of
the planning process. Metro acknowledges that BNSF still retains a property interest in the Harbor
Subdivision Railroad right-of-way. In addition, Metro has reviewed the FTA and FRA guidelines for light
rail transit and freight rail sharing the same corridor and has incorporated these guidelines into the final
design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

Response to comment 20-02-B.

Metro has coordinated with BNSF throughout the planning process to ensure that both services could
operate independently of one another and without impacting each other. Distance between the two rail
systems was maximized where feasible and in areas where adequate distance could not be maintained,
barriers will be erected to facilitate the independent operation of the two respective agencies.

Response to comment 20-02-C.

The relocation of the BNSF tracks will occur in a manner to provide sufficient clearance so that
maintenance/support activities, and operations could occur without impacting adjacent properties along
the right-of-way.

Response to comment 20-02-D.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of
the planning process and has been working cooperatively with BNSF throughout the planning process.
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COMMENT: 20-03. Chevron Products Co.

Abbott, Matthew

From: Ezpincza, Enca [EEspinozagl chevron. com]

Sent: fondey, Cotober 26, 2005 4:43 PM

To: Diaz, Roderick

Ce: gearpentenielsegunde org; Crakg, Lily, Chrs. Mortend@ LW .com; Spackman, Rod (rksp)
[FSpackman)

Subject: Cheavron Comment Letter - MTA Cramshaw Transil Carmdor Project

Attachimients: MTA pdf
Sent on behalf of Rod Spackman
<=M TA pdf=»
Erica

Erica Espinoza
Administrative Assistant

Policy; Government & Public Affairs
Chevran Products Co.

El Sagundo Refinery

324 W, El Segundo Boulevard

El Segundo, CA 90245

Tel 310 615 5254

Fax 310 615 5520
EEspinoza@chevron.com

1 1752009

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

Page K-222 August 2011



Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report
Metro Appendix K — Responses to Comments Received

R.K. (Rod} Spackman Chevron Producis Company
Manager - Policy, Government & Public Affirs El Segundo Refinery

Chevron
324 W. El Scgunda Boubevard
El Segunda, CA 90245
‘ Ted 310 515 3251

Fax 310615 5520
rspackmaniEchesTon.com

October 26, 2009

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza 201

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Comments on the Crenshaw Transit Comdor Project
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
State Clearinghouse Mo, 2007091 148

Dear M. Diaz:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project
{*“Project”) Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (the
“DEIS/R™). Chevron Products Company (“Chevron™) has significant concemns over the Project’™s A
selection of proposed “Bite D as the maintenance and operations facility (the “Maintenance
Facility™) located in the City of El Segundo (the “City™). After legal consultation, provided are
Chevron’s comments on the Project DEIS/R.

Based on the DEIS/R s limited and inconsistent information about Site [, it appears
possible that the Project could prevent Chevron's El Segundo Refinery (the “Refinery™) from
using the Union Pacific or BNSF railroad lines that run proximate to Site I (the “rail lines™).
Operation of the Maintenance Facility in El Segundo may interrupt rail service to the Refinery,
and construction of the Maintenance Facility would assuredly result in rail service intermuption.
Any distuption to the rail lines (either temporarily or permanently) would materially impact the B
Refinery by eliminating the use of rail cars to transport large quantities of Refinery product —an
easential component of operations. The alternative method for transporting product would be via
a fleet of heavy-duty trucks using a new docking station fo load product. Even if feasible (which
is doubtful, given economical, technical and regulatory constraints), this alternative of moving
prodheet via truck would trigger a suite of environmental impacts which have not been analyzed
in the Project DEIS/R. Our concerns over any potential disruption to the Refinery rail lines
cannot be emphasized enouph.

Chevron is a major stakeholder in the DEIS/R. The Refinery is one of the largest
employers in the City and is one of the largest refineries in California, capable of refining over
270,000 barrels of crude oil per day. As such, any disruptions in our Refinery operations by the o
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Project (either temporarily or permanently) would adversely impact Chevron, the City, and
California as a whole. Regrettably, we were not approached by the Metropolitan Transportation o
Agency (“MTA") regarding the Project and only recently received notice of the Projest.
Considering the importance of the Refinery to regional fuel supplies, we are disappointed that
MTA did net reach out to us as a major stakeholder regarding the Project.

The Project DEIS/R. is deficient under both the California Environmental Quality Act
(FCEQA"™) and the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA™). The DEIS/R s analysis is
fatally flawed because it does not disclose, evaluate or mitigate numerous potentially significant
environmental impacts associated with the selection of Site D as the Maintenance Facility o
location. The DEIS/R also falls far short of regulatory requiretnents to analyvze a reasonable
range of alternatives and cumulative impacts. Site D should be either eliminated as infeasible or
ranked as the least preferable alternative site for the Project’s Maintenance Facility location.

Analysis and disclosure of significant environmental impacts resulting from construction
and operztions of the Project is required. To comply with CEQA and NEPA, the DEIS/E must
be revised and recirculated to address the comments raised in this comment letter and in the letter £
submitted by the City of El Segundo (which we incorporate by reference), ' The DEIS/R’s
fundamental defects preclude a meaningful review of the Project by the public or decision-
makers. Failure to revise and recirculate the DEIS/R. would constitute an abuse of discretion by
MTA for failing to proceed in a manner required by CEQA.

L The DEIS/R Does Not Meet Basic CEQA Requirements For Analyzing
Environmental Impacts Associated With Site D

A, The DEIS/R Does Not Include a Stable, Coherent Description of Site D

CEQA requires an accurate and stable project description in an EIR. Title 14, California
Cuonde of Regulations, (“"CEQA Guidelines™) § 15124; County af Inye v. City of Los Angeles, 71
Cal. App. 3d 185, 199 (1977} (a “finite project description is indispensible to an informative,
legally adequate EIR"). A project description that otnits integral components of the project may
result in an EIR that fails to disclose all of the impacts of the project. Samtiago County Waiter
Dist. v, County af Orange, 118 Cal. App. 3d 818, 829 {1981).

The DEIS/R fails to provide an accurate, stable description of Site D.  Although Site D is F
only a component of the overall project, it is essential 1o the potential impacts at the Refinery.
Without a stable description of Site D, it is impossible for Chevron to evaluate and comment on
the Project in any meaningful way. The DEIS/R’s discussion of Site D lacks coherency and
consistency. For example, an aerial photo diagram identifies Site D as a landlocked rectangular
portion of land 14.8 acres in size, bounded by vacant land on two sides and by existing rail
corridors on two other sides. See DEIS/R, pp. ES-16, ES-21, and 2-17. However, a list of Site D
affected parcels reveals the 13 parcels have a total area of 29,88 acres. See DEIS/R, Table 4-12.

! Chevron’s comments are focused on the impicts associated with Site D because of its potential to disrupt the
Refinery’s operations. Nonetheless, we request that MTA consider the comments in the context of the
DEISH as o whele because many, if not all, of the comments are equally applicable to the entire document.
As such, we reserve the right to challenge the legal validity of any aspect of the DEIS/R s analysis,
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In addition, this list of parcels does not include either the Union Pacific or the Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (“BNSF”) railway right-of-way and, as such, fails to provide an adequate
description of the affected parcels. See the City's comment letter for other examples of the
shifting description of Site D.

The disjointed, conflicting information about Site D creates a legal infirmity in the
DEIS/R. Without a stable description, environmental impacts cannot be properly considered.
Furthermore, it is impossible for the public to understand and comment on the Project in a
thorough and meaningful way. The DEIS/R must be revised and recirculated to address these
inconsistencies,

B. The DEIS/R Includes an Incomplete Environmental Setting of Site D

An EIR cannot make a proper assessment of potential environmental effects without first
characterizing the baseline environment. See Save Owr Peninsula Comm. v. Monterey County
Bd. of Supervisors, 87 Cal. App. 4th 99, 120 (2001), Courts have held that a deficient
description of the environmental setting can taint the entire impact analysis. San Joaguin
Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Ctr. v. County of Stanislaws, 27 Cal. App. #th T13 (1994); Galante
Vineyards v. Monterey Peninsula Water Mgmi, Dist., 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1122 (1997),

The DEIS/R fails to provide a legally sufficient description of Site ['s environmental G
setting. Without an aceurate environmental setting, it is impossible for the DEIS/R 1o accurately
evaluate potential environmental impacts associated with Site D. The DEIS/R repeated]y refors
to Site D as “vacant” but a list of parcels and conceptual drawings in the DEIS/R strongly
suggest that Site D includes several buildings, possibly the rail lines, and potentially parcels that
have existing industrial uses. See DEIS/R, pp. 4-75, 4-318, C-436. Sce the City's comment
letter for other examples of the shifting description of Site D,

The inconsistencies in the environmental setting undermine the DIES/R"s determination
that there would be no significant impacts associated with using a “vacant” Site D for the
Maintenance Facility, The DEIS/R must be revised and recirculated to address the
inconsistencies in the environmental setting,

C. The DEIS/R Fails To Analyze Numerous Significant Environmental Impacts
Associated With Site D

An EIR must be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-makers
with the information needed to make an intelligent judgment concerning a project's
environmental impacts. CEQA Guidelines § 15151; Napa Citizens for Honest Gov't v. Napa
County Bd. of Supervisors, 9] Cal. dth 342, 356 (2001). CEQA also requires an analysis of
indirect project impacts. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.2(a). Although the Refinery may nol be H
directly impacted by the selection of Site D, any disruption of the rail lines would dramatically
impair the Refinery’s operations, triggering the need to substitute a large fleet of heavy-duty
trucks for the current use of rail cars. This change in use is a reasonably foresceable
consequence of selecting Site D and disrupting the rail lines, and thus must be analyzed under
CEQA. See CEQA Guidelines § 1504(d)3); 15358(a)(2); £ Dorado Union High Seh. Dist. v,
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City of Placerville, 144 Cal. App. 3d 123 (1983) (an EIR 's analysis of indirect effects includes
actions that are a foresecable consequence of the project).

The DEIS/R fails to analyze the indirect environmental impacts on the Refinery
associated with selecting Site D. In fact, it appears that the Refinery is only mentioned once in
the entire DEIS/R, with respect to an archaeological reconnaissance survey, See DEIS/R, p. 4-
276. Any distuption of the rail lines — even a temporary disruption — would likely require the
Refinery to substitute trucks for the current use of rail cars to transport Refinery product. Sucha
switch from rail cars to trucks would require a substantial truck fleet along with the construction
of a new truck docking station. Based on 2009 data, the Refinery would have to use
approximately 100 to 200 trucks per day to replace the Refinery’s current use of rail cars. This
represents approximately 10 to 20 trucks per hour over a 10-hour workday, or approximately one
truck every 3 to 6 minutes. The DEIS/R does not even consider, let alone analyze or attempt to
mitigate, the reasonably foreseeable impacts from truck traffic associated with Site . The
following outlines a partial suite of environmental impacts that may result, based on the limited
information available at this time.

1. Air Quality - The addition of approximately 100 to 200 trucks per day to
replace the Refinery’s current use of rail cars may cause an increase in criteria pollutant
emissions. Diesel truck tratfic may also generate an increase in diesel particulate matter
{“DPM") emissions relative to the rail cars. The California Air Resources Board has indicated
that “{r]educing diesel particulate emissions is one of [its] highest public health priorities and the
focus of a comprehensive statewide control program.”™ Air impacts should be considered.

2. Greenhouse Gases — The addition of 100 to 200 trucks per day to replace
the Refinery’s current use of rail cars would also cause an increase in greenhouse gas emissions
relative to the rail cars. This increase over “business-as-usual” emissions may be inconsistent
with the goals of AB 32 and may constitute a significant environmental impact under CEQA.

3. Traffic — The addition of approximately 100 to 200 trucks per day — which
amounts to one truck every 3 to 6 minutes — may impact intersections and freeways during peak
periods. Refinery operations demand export of product during the workday.

4. Environmental Justice — The City's comment letter documents the
serious environmental concerns associated with Site D). The addition of approximately 100 to
200 trucks per day has the potential to cause environmental impacts on the COTmmunity.

5. Noise — The addition of approximately 100 to 200 trucks per day could
lead to increased noise in proximity to office, retail, and other commercial uses. A noise
assessmenl should be prepared to evaluate this potential impact.

D. The INEIS/R Failed to Consider a Reasonable Range of Alternatives

E California Air Besources Board, Air Cuality and Land Use Handbook, 2005,
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The DEIS/R must develop and analyze any feasible alternative that would result in fewer
environmental impacts than the Project. 14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15126.6, 23 Cal. Code Regs,
§ 3777(a)2), Public Resources Code § 21159, When analyzing alternatives, the DEIS/R is
required to compare the impacts of the alternatives with those that would result from the Project.
Fee 14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15126.6(d).

The DELS/R attempts to include an evaluation of all reasonable alternatives with respect
to transit options (see DEIS/R, p. 2-1), but the document fails to provide a detailed alternatives
analysis to the potential Maintenance Facility locations. See DEIS/R, p. 2-16. Admittedly, the
DEIS/R includes a type of screening table that considers four potential Maintenance Facility
locations, which are ranked in order of preference, with Site D ranked as the most preferred. See
Table 2-3 (discussing attributes of Sites A through D). This screening table, however, falls far
short of CEQA requirements for a detailed, meaningful alternatives analysis. The methodology
of the screening is entirely unknown, the ranking system is not identified, and the values appear
arbitrary or at least not based on substantial evidence. See DEIS/R, p. 2-16. In short, the
screening analysis in Table 2-3 appears more like a “back of the envelope” or preliminary
assessment than a real alternatives analysis as required under CEQA and NEPA, Table 2-3 fails I
to consider the numerous nepative attributes about Site D that are raised here and in the City"s
comment letter. See DEIS/R, p. ES-26, 3-85. If these nepative attributes were considered, Site
D would likely have been eliminated as infeasible or ranked as the least preferable alternative,

A seminal CEQA case involves a similarly deficient alternative analysis as the DEIS/R s
consideration of the Maintenance Facility location. In Mourtain Liorn Foundation. v. Fish and
Game Comm 'r, environmental groups challenged the California Fish & Game Commission's
decision to remove the Mojave ground squirre] from the threatened species list under the
California Endangered Species Act in part because of a failure to adequately consider
alternatives in its EIR. 16 Cal, 4th 105, 110-111,037 (1997). The court found that the CEQA
requirement to analyze alternatives “ensures there i3 evidence of the public agency*s actual
consideration of alternatives. . and reveals to citizens the analvtical process by which the public
agency arrived at i sigion,” fd, at 134 (emphasiz added). The “public agency bears the
burden of affirmatively demonstrating that. . the agency’s approval of the proposed project
following meaningful consideration of alternatives.” /4. (emphasis added). Accordingly, the
court rejected the Fish & Game Commission's EIR for onlv providing a cursory, unsubstantiated
alternatives analysis,

Similarly, the DEIS/R fails to show the “analvtical process™ by which Site D was selected
a5 the preferred Maintenance Facility location. Table 2-3 does not “affirmatively demonstrate™
that the selection was based on “a meaningful consideration of the alternatives.” On the contrary,
the screening analysis in Table 2-3 is opague and confusing, making it impossible to discern how
the ranking was achieved. This conclusion of deficiency 1s reinforced by the fact that none of the
negative attmbutes about Site [ raised here or in the City's comment letter were included in
Table D or Table 2-3.

There are other feasible alternatives that would result in fewer environmental impacts
than Site D, which the DEIS/R is obligated to develop and analyze. See Mountain Lion Found.,
16 Cal. 4th. 105, For example, the DEIS/R should consider the following feasible alternatives:
{1) expand one or more existing bus or rail maintenance facilities; (2} use two or more smaller
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maintenance facilities instead of a single maintenance facility; (3) use a configuration of the Site

D loeation that ensures the rail lines would not be disrupted, even temporarily; (4) use Sites A T
and C as a single or combined facility, since theses sites were eliminated based on the falty

sereening analysis; and (5) complete a new search for an environmentally superior Maintenance
Facility location based on a screening analysis that includes the information about Site D

included in this letter and in the City's comment letter.

E. The DEIS/R IMd Not Prepare a Sufficient Cumulative Impacts Analysis

An EIR must include a detailed and informative cumulative impacts analysis, Friends of
the Od Trees v. Dept. of Forestry & Fire Protection, 52 Cal, App, 4th 1383, 1393 (1997)
{overturning environmental document prepared under a certified regulatory program for failing
to prepare adequate cumulative impacts assessment); Mowrrtain Lion Coalition v. Fish and Game
Comm n, 214 Cal. App. 3d 1043 (1989) (same). The DEIS/R discussion of cumulative impacts
related to Site D, however, is cursory. While the impacts of Site D are analyzed with respect to
transportation and other such categories (See Table ES-8), there is no comprehensive cumulative
impacts section in the DEIS/R relating to Site D.

There is one conclusory chart that purports to identify the cumulative impacts of the
Maintenance Facilily locations; minimal, if any, analysis or discussion is provided. See DEIS/R,
p. ES-102, Table ES-9, None of the negative attnibutes of Site D raised here or in the City's J
comment letter were addressed in the cumulative impacts analysis,

A conclusory cumulative impact assessment similar to the DEIS/R was rejected in
Whitman v. Board of Supervisors, where the EIR's analysis consisted of only minimal references
to cumulative impacts. 88 Cal. App. 3d 397 (1979). The court held that this analysis was plainly
deficient; noting that the discussion lacked even a “minimal degree of specificity or detail” and
the discussion must be more than a conclusion “devoid of any reasoned analysis.”” K. at 411; zee
also San Joaguin Rapror/Wildlife Rescue Crr. v. County of Stantislaus, 27 Cal. App. 4th 713
{1994},

The DEIS/B must include a thorough cumulative impact assesament with regard o Site
. Its failure to do so demonstrates that the document is insufficient and fatally flawed under
CEQA and NEPA. As such, the DEIS/R needs to be revised and recirculated.

F. The Public Comment Period Should Be Extended To Allow A Meaningful
Review of the Project

The public notice period for the Project should be extended beyond the minimum 45-day
comment pericd required by CEQA. Public Resources Code § 21091(a). The comment period
can be up to 60 days for a typical ETR and can be extended under unusual circumstances. CEQA
Guidelines §§ 15087(e), 15105(a). Given the complexity of the Project, the full 60-day public B
comment penod should have been provided, Instead, the public review and comment period for
this substantial Project has been shortened. Considering MTA’s failure to reach out to Chevron
which is a major stakeholder that could be significantly impacted by the selection of Site D, the
current 45-day public comment period 15 legally deficient and should be extended.
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II. The Fundamental Flaws in the DEIS/R Preclnde a Meaningful Review of The
Project By The Public and Decision-Makers, Requiring Recircnlation of the DEIS/R

The California Supreme Court has unequivocally held that when new information
identifies a previously undisclosed sipnificant impact in a draft EIR, recireulation is mandated.
Vinevard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth v, Clty of Rancho Cordova, 40 Cal. 4th 412, 447
(2007). The DEIS/R does not meet the requirements of CEQA. The document’s defects are
systemic, precluding meaningful review by the public and decision-makers. The DEIS/R must
be revised and recirculated to account for the substantial new information about the significant
environtnental impacts associated with Site D identified in this comment letter and the City's
comiment letter. See Public Resources Code § 21092.1; Title 14, California Code of Regulations,
§ 15088.5(a). The MTA must follow all CEQA noticing requirements when the DEIS/R is
recirculated, and Chevron requests that it be involved as a major stakeholder.

Very truly vours,

E. K. (Rod) Spackman _ _
Manager — Policy, Government & Public Affairs

ce; Jack Wayt, City of El Segundo
Mark Hensley, City of El Segundo
Lily Craig, Chevron
Steven D. Schell, Chevron
Christopher H. Morton, Latham & Watkins LLP
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Response to comment 20-03-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the organization as it is an important part of
the planning process. Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. Nonetheless, no rail service interruption would have resulted
from a Maintenance Facility considered at Site D.

Response to comment 20-03-B.

Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
Response to comment 20-03-C.

The El Segundo Refinery is located more than one mile away from any of the proposed alignments.
During the initial noticing of the Crenshaw/LAX project, the Refinery was not considered to be a
stakeholder in the project based on this distance and the unlikelihood that the proposed project would
interfere with the Refinery’s operations or any rail service servicing the Refinery. Potential Maintenance
Site D, which was incorporated into the proposed project at a later date, has since been removed for
consideration.

Response to comment 20-03-D.

Please see response to comment 20-03-A. A reasonable range of alternatives and cumulative impacts were
analyzed in the DEIS/DEIR and are described in detail under Sections 2.0, Alternatives and 4.0 Affected
Environment in the DEIS/DEIR.

Response to comment 20-03-E.

Analysis and disclosure of significant environmental impacts resulting from construction and operation of
the project were identified in the DEIS/DEIR. The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro
Board of Directors eliminated both Sites B and D from the proposed project and called for an additional
evaluation of potential sites during advanced conceptual engineering to identify another preferred site.

The evaluation of additional maintenance sites constituted new information and, therefore, the new
potential maintenance sites identified underwent a supplemental environmental review. All commenters
who commented on the maintenance facility sites in the DEIS/DEIR, were notified of the additional site
analysis and asked to resubmit comments based on the revised site analysis. The public was solicited to
participate in the initial identification process and a public meeting with a hearing was held to receive
comments when the revised analysis was circulated.

Response to comment 20-03-F.
Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
Response to comment 20-03-G.

Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
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Response to comment 20-03-H.

Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
Response to comment 20-03-I.

Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
Response to comment 20-03-).

Please see response to comment 20-03-A.
Response to comment 20-03-K.

While the 45-day comment period was not officially extended, all comments received after the close of the
comment period until March 2010 were addressed and included in the FEIS/FEIR.

Response to comment 20-03-L.

Please see response to comment 20-03-E.
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COMMENT: 20-04. West Adams Neighborhood Council.

City Or Los ANGELES e B e < T3
OF CALIFORMIA TR EAST SECOMD STREET
WEST ADAMS REIGHBORHOOD LI3E AHGELES. T4 BN12

AT BT EIAEATH - WEST ADAMS NEIGHEORHOOD COUNCIL
LT AR TEN A7 LA 2528 West Blvd.
LAY AT Los Angeles, CA 90016
b S o 323 998-9000

October 19, 2009

Roderick Diaz

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Crenshaw=South Bay Transit Line Project Manager

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

diazroderick{@metro.net

Re: Crenshaw-South Bay Line Diraft ETR/S

The West Adams Neighborhood Council (WAMNC) is a certified City of Los Angeles
neighborhood council representing over 20,000 stakeholders. After much community
discussion, WANC unanimously adopted the following position regarding the Crenshaw-South
Bay Transit Line study.

The WANC requests that the entire Crenshaw Boulevard portion of the Crenshaw Light Rail
Line be placed underground with stations at Exposition Blvd, Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd, A
Vernon Ave. and Slauson Ave.

Arca stakeholders are particularly concerned about the safety of children, elderly, the disabled
and motorists along the comridor. South L.A. is already home to America's deadliest light rail
line, MTA's Blue Line, which has taken 95 lives and maimed and injured thousands more in
over 842 reported accidents to date. Stakeholder™s lives should not be placed in jeopardy by
225-ton trains traveling at high speeds down Crenshaw Blvd. The only way the safety issue can
be adequately mitigated is by placing the rail line underground on Crenshaw Blvd.

The noise, vibration, and traffic impacts of at-grade crossings are also of profound concern. To
add 24 Crenshaw Line crossings per hour during rush hour to the 24 proposed Expo Line

crossings at the problematic Exposition/Crenshaw crossing will lead to a train crossing every 75 B
seconds and total gridlock for the area.
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As the center of Los Angeles’ African-American community, Crenshaw Blvd is currently home
to many public events and street festivals that would not be possible with an ai-grade line.

Furthermore, proposing at-grade crossings in South L.A. on the Crenshaw Line when the rail is
proposed to be 100% underground when it is extended north of the I-10 freeway would be yet
another case of environmental injustice perpetrated by the MTA and the region's transportation o
agencies. lefferson Park deserves the same treatment as Hancock Park. West Adams deserves
the same treatment as the communities on Wilshire,

Be advised the

Sincerely,
Z Erhp

Hattie Babb
President

mt
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Response to comment 20-04-A.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of
the planning process.

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding a below-grade segment along Crenshaw Boulevard.

Significant improvements to safety design and operation for light rail transit within Los Angeles have
occurred since the inception of the Metro Blue Line. The DEIS/DEIR determined that a less-than-
significant impact to safety would occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. Achieving
pedestrian safety near the operation of a light rail transit line is the result of several conditions, including
safety oriented design, light rail operator training, and public education. When the light rail transit line is
at-grade, it would operate in a semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised
curb. Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street at designated crosswalk locations during protected
pedestrian signal phases in which light rail vehicles are not present. Pedestrian safety along the proposed
LRT line will involve gated crossings controlled using current Metro standards for crossings. Each crossing
will be reviewed during design based on the California Public Utilities Report “Pedestrian — Rail Crossings
in California”. Pedestrians crossing Crenshaw Boulevard across the LRT tracks will be controlled using
normal pedestrian traffic signal indications; adequate crossing times will be provided at the traffic signals
for pedestrians to cross the street at a normal walking pace. A pedestrian refuge area will be provided in the
median at all crossings of the LRT tracks to provide a space for pedestrians to wait out of traffic and off the
tracks should they not be able to complete their crossing of Crenshaw Boulevard during one signal phase.
Each crossing was evaluated for pedestrian safety based on site visits and engineering design. The
evaluation resulted in a list of design modifications and mitigation measures identified in the Safety and
Security Section of the FEIS/FEIR to improve the level of safety at crossings. The final determination of
safety measures to be implemented near school zones is determined through consultation and approval by
the California Public Utilities Commission.

Response to comment 20-04-B.

The FEIS/FEIR determined that a less-than-significant impact to noise and vibration would occur with the
implementation of mitigation measures.

The traffic analysis acknowledges that there would be a significant and unavoidable traffic impact at the
Crenshaw Boulevard/Exposition Boulevard intersection. The at-grade portion of the alignment from 39th
Street to Exposition was determined to be physically infeasible. The incorporation of Design Option 6 into
the project definition would eliminate this traffic impact.

Response to comment 20-04-C.
Please refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.

There has been an extensive public outreach process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated
and refined. The evaluation process has informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among
options (alighment routes, vertical and horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.). The Metro Board of
Directors, in selecting an LPA, considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as
public comments and concerns. In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions
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