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Response to comment 20-14-H. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-I. 
 
Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically address the issue of 
grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a planning and engineering 
assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in a sequence of steps at 
increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors regardless of the 
socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.  The grade crossing analysis for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project found that grade separations were required at Century and La 
Cienega Boulevards and Manchester and La Brea Avenues.  No additional grade crossings were required. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-J. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-K. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no pass by noise impacts from the operation of the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line that would require mitigation, such as sound walls. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-L. 
 
Although landscaping is not effective mitigation for noise, landscaping improvements were incorporated 
into the design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide a visual continuity between the 
transit system and the surrounding environment. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-M. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would not require the acquisition of any contaminated sites near Hindry Florence and Manchester 
Avenues.  Therefore no remediation for ground contamination would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-14-N. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities, including Manchester and Florence Avenues, to minimize adverse effects to the 
extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, 
operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding 
communities.  This enhanced access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near 
station areas.   
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Response to comment 20-14-O. 
 
The park and ride facility at the Manchester Station was removed from the project definition when the 
Board selected the LPA .  
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COMMENT: 20-15. Westchester Neighbors Association. 
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Response to comment 20-15-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-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.  
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses.  The 
existing fare structure of the existing rail system provides a one way fare which allows free transfers as long 
as the rider is traveling in one direction. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  During the station area planning, safety considerations were incorporated into the 
design of stations, including well lit areas to provide transit connections to surrounding feeder buses. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-15-B.  Metro has made an airport connection a priority and has been 
coordinating with LAWA throughout the planning process to facilitate this connection both in the long and 
short term.  Design Option 1, an aerial station at Century Boulevard, was incorporated into the locally 
preferred alternative to facilitate this connection.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line was also 
designed so as not to preclude potential expansion of the line.  
 
Response to comment 20-15-D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-E. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no significant visual or noise impacts from the operation 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  A localized analysis, which includes the emissions from 
automobiles queuing at intersections, determined that no applicable thresholds would be exceeded from 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The federal air quality regional thresholds would 
not be exceeded during the operation of the light rail system.  Because operation of the light rail system 
would result in a reduction of automobile trips, no adverse greenhouse gas impacts would occur.     
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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Response to comment 20-15-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Design Option 2, an aerial crossing at Manchester Avenue, was incorporated into the 
locally preferred alternative for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project due to safety (sight distance) 
and traffic conditions. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-G. 
 
Metro acknowledges the need to link up feeder bus systems with transit stations to increase ridership and 
maximize connectivity.  The optional station at Manchester was relocated to the aerial crossing over 
Manchester Avenue.  While the station was not included into the final project definition, the alignment 
was designed so as not to preclude the future inclusion of this station at a later time.   
 
Response to comment 20-15-H. 
 
Hindry Avenue would remain open during the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  
The optional Manchester Station was relocated to the aerial crossing across Manchester Avenue.  This 
Station was not included into the final project definition.  As a result, the park and ride facility was also 
removed from consideration.  The alignment was designed so as not to preclude the future inclusion of 
this station at a later time.  The facility would not be located adjacent to residences or provide access along a 
residential street.  Metro adopted a Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit in 2003 to systematically 
address the issue of grade-separating Light Rail Transit Facilities.  This policy has been in use as a 
planning and engineering assistance tool and it requires that each rail and highway crossing be analyzed in 
a sequence of steps at increasing levels of detail.  This policy is applied to all Metro project corridors 
regardless of the socioeconomic status or race/ethnicity of adjacent neighborhoods.  The grade crossing 
analysis for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project found that grade separations were required at 
Century and La Cienega Boulevards and La Brea and Manchester Avenues.  No additional grade crossings 
were required. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that there would be no pass operational noise impacts from the operation of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Line near the Westchester community that would require 
mitigation, such as sound walls.  Although landscaping is not effective mitigation for noise, landscaping 
improvements were incorporated into the design of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to provide 
a visual continuity between the transit system and the surrounding environment. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-I. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect 
surrounding communities during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and 
local businesses of the adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during 
construction.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.  The Los Angeles 
County Flood Control Yard operations would not be affected by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Access to 83rd Street would also not be affected by the operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Line.   
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Response to comment 20-15-J. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR determined that the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would not require the acquisition of any contaminated sites near Hindry, Florence, and 
Manchester Avenues.  Therefore no remediation for ground contamination would be required. 
 
Response to comment 20-15-K. 
 
Comment noted.  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: 20-16. Wiseburn School District. 
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Response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
 
Response to comment 20-16-D. 
 
Please see response to comment 20-16-A. 
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Response to Individual Comments 

COMMENT: 30-01. Doris Aaron. 
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Response to comment 30-01. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-02. Alta Abbott. 
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Response to comment 30-02.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B in Westchester or Site D in El Segundo. 
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COMMENT: 30-03. Leslie Alessandro. 
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Response to comment 30-03.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-04. Malcolm Ali. 
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Response to comment 30-04. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-05. Antonio Allah. 
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Response to comment 30-05-A.  
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the 
Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  Feasibility studies have been 
conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is 
feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation 
Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the 
corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.   
 
Preliminary operations planning assumptions include three operating service patterns: 
 

 Current Metro Green Line: Redondo Beach Station to Norwalk Station 
 A second Metro Green Line Branch: Aviation/Century (LAX) to Norwalk 
 Crenshaw to South Bay: Crenshaw/Exposition to Redondo Beach 

 
The schedule for the naming of the Crenshaw Line has yet to be established. Your comments regarding 
naming of the lines will be passed on to the Metro Board of Directors as part of this record. 
 
Response to comment 30-05-B. 
 
The Harbor Subdivision extension to the South Bay and San Pedro is not part of the current project under 
consideration.  Future investments along the South Bay portion of the Harbor Subdivision will be 
undergoing a separate and independent environmental review, and it would be more appropriate to 
provide comments on the Harbor Subdivision route as part of that project.  A separate environmental 
review process for the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension began in early 2010.  That project is 
examining the extension of rail service as far south as Torrance.  You can obtain an update on the project 
by visiting the Metro website or contacting the Metro project manager for that project at the following 
address: Mr. Randy Lamm, Project Manager, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro), One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-3, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Response to comment 30-05-C. 
 
It should be noted that there are capacity constraints along the Exposition Line that may preclude direct 
service between downtown Los Angeles to the Crenshaw Corridor via the Exposition Line.  Comments 
regarding the overall design planning of the rail transit system are beyond the scope of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project and this environmental review process. Comments and concerns regarding that 
matter should be directed to the Metro Long Range Plan project manager.  The northern extension of the 
Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A Feasibility study has been conducted by Metro that indicated 
that a future northern extension of light rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is 
included in the Strategic Element of Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A 
separate planning process could explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s 
Long Range Transportation Plan identifies this as a funded project.  Information related to the Long Range 
Transportation Plan is available at www.metro.net, following the links to “Long Range Transportation 
Plan” under the “Projects and Programs” tab. 
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COMMENT: 30-06.  Ken Alpern. 
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Response to comment 30-06-A.   
 
Comment noted. Your support for the project is appreciated.  Preliminary operations planning assumes 
that the Crenshaw Line will provide service to the Metro Green Line Mariposa Station and Continuing to 
the Redondo Beach Station.  A further extension of The Metro Green Line in the direction of Redondo 
Beach (South Bay Galleria) and Torrance is considered under a separate environmental review process for 
the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed 
such that it does not preclude the future extension of the Metro Green Line to the north from Aviation and 
Century Boulevards. 
 
Response to comment 30-06-B. 
 
The Aviation/Imperial Station will remain where it currently exists.  The advanced conceptual engineering 
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project shown in Appendix A of the FEIS/FEIR indicates that the 
Aviation/Century Station will be located at the northwest corner of the Century Boulevard Aviation 
intersection.  The aerial station is being designed to accommodate a future Metro Green Line Connection 
and a LAX People Mover connection.  This station will also contain a Bus Transfer Plaza which will 
centralize all surrounding Metro airport-related transit connections to a future LAX people mover 
connection. 
  
Response to comment 30-06-C. 
 
Comment noted.   A grade separation at Manchester Avenue has been included as part of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors.  A grade separation at Centinela Avenue 
has also been carried forward for further consideration during advanced conceptual engineering.  Both 
locations have been subject to an evaluation consistent with the Metro Grade Crossing Policy, as well as 
other safety and cost effectiveness considerations.  After further consultation with the California Public 
Utilities Commission and review under the Metro Grade Crossing policy, the Centinela grade separation 
was not required and was eliminated from the final project definition.  The final determination for the 
exact configurations of these crossings will be subject to the approval of the California Public Utilities 
Commission. 
 
Response to comment 30-06-D. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors includes a below-grade segment 
between 60th and 67th streets as part of Design Option 4, which was incorporated into the alignment to 
avoid potential environmental impacts.  The Crenshaw/Exposition below-grade alignment and station 
(Design Option 6) was carried forward for further consideration 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 30-06-E. 
 
Comment noted.  Your support is appreciated.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
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Response to comment 30-06-F. 
 
Metro Board has pursued many different potential sources of supplemental funding for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, including Federal Aviation Administration programs. 
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COMMENT: 30-07. A. Ammaniel. 
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Response to comment 30-07. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-08. Sharon Anderson. 
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Response to comment 30-08. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-09. Lois Atwater. 

 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-361 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-09. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The FEIS/FEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-10. Nell Ausbon. 
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Response to comment 30-10. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-11. Charles Austin. 
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Response to comment 30-11. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-12. Hattie Babb. 
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Response to comment 30-12. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-13. Monique Bacon. 
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Response to comment 30-13. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 



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

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-370 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-14.  S. A. Bagby. 
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Response to comment 30-14-A. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Transit option as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative, which contains below-grade segments between 39th and 48th Streets, and between 60th 
Street and Victoria Avenue.  Additional below-grade segments between Exposition Boulevard and 39th 
Street, and at Centinela Avenue, were also carried forward for further study during the advanced 
conceptual engineering phase for consideration in the preparation of the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 30-14-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail transit option as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative in its meeting on December 10, 2009.  Simple Metro Rapid buses, including Lines 
710 and 740 are planned to continue to operate. 
 
Response to comment 30-14-C. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR addressed the potential noise, vibration, and safety impacts from the operation of a light 
rail transit line on the street surface.  The assessment presented in the environmental document indicates 
that light rail operations would not result in significant or adverse impacts to noise, vibration or safety.  The 
FEIS/FEIR also evaluated the traffic impacts at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  
The assessment presented in the environmental document indicates that light rail operations would not 
result in a significant or adverse impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue intersection.  These 
determinations are based on thresholds established by applicable federal guidelines and standards. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-372 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-15. Joyce Bagly. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-373 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-15. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-374 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-16. Katrina Baker. 

 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K – Responses to Comments Received 
 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-375 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-16. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 



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

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-376 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-17. Barie Banks. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-377 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-17. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-378 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-18. Warren Barber. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-379 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-18. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-380 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-19. Ramona Barfiel. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-381 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-19. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would operate in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and the 
Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  Operation of the light rail transit line within an existing transit 
route would not introduce a new physical barrier which could divide a community.  Implementation of a 
light rail system along Crenshaw Boulevard would not prevent community activities from occurring.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-382 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-20. Pat Barnett. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-383 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-20. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-384 August 2011 

 
COMMENT: 30-21. Francine Battle. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-385 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-21. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety. 
 
A light rail transit system operating through the View Park community, would consist of a new bi-
directional two-track, fixed guideway system that would travel through the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  
The system would be powered by overhead wires and overhead contact system (OCS) poles spaced 
approximately 100 feet apart.  This light rail system would be similar in character to the existing 
transportation infrastructure along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes lighting, utility poles, signage, 
and signals.  The DEIS/DEIR found that a light rail transit system traveling at grade in the Crenshaw 
median would be consistent in character with surrounding land uses and would not result in a significant 
visual impact. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-386 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-22. Carol Becker. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-387 August 2011 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-388 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-22.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B in Westchester or Site D in El Segundo. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-389 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-23. Stella Belgarde. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-390 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-23.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-391 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-24. Kermit Benton. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-392 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-24.  
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-393 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-25. Reggie Black. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-394 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-25. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-395 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-26. Gail Blackwell. 

 



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

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-396 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-26.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-397 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-27. Terri Blank. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-398 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-27. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-399 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-28. Latisha Blanton. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-400 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-28. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-401 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-29. Robert Booker. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-402 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-29.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and environmental justice 
concerns. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-403 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-30. Jenny Boone. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-404 August 2011 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-405 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-30-A.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-30-B.  
 
Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-30A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-406 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-31. Margo Bouchy. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-407 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-31.  
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would create some impacts during the 
construction period.  These include potential changes to traffic patterns, reduced on-street parking and 
altered access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with local businesses to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Underground segments of the 
alignment would result in increased disruption to business because of the longer time required for 
excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would 
provide enhanced access to customers of local small businesses.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-408 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-32. Carla Bowdoin. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-409 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-32-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of 
why transit improvements are needed within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The factors include peak period 
congestion, limited transportation accessibility, poor regional connectivity, limited access to services 
outside the Corridor, future economic development, high transit demand, transit dependency, and benefit 
to the environment and improved sustainability.   
 
Response to comment 30-32-B. 

Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-32A. 
 
Response to comment 30-32-C. 

Comment noted.  See Response to comment 30-32A. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-410 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-33. Shawny Bowen. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-411 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-33. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-412 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-34. Kim Bowens. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-413 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-34. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-414 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-35. Juliet Boyd Benton. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-415 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-35-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-35-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-35-C. 
 
The Community and Neighborhoods Chapter on page 4-81 of the DEIS/DEIR found that the operation of 
an at-grade light rail system would not result in an adverse impact.  Specifically, no changes in population, 
community cohesion and interaction, social values, quality of life, or isolation would result from the 
operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would create some impacts during the 
construction period.  These include potential changes to traffic patterns, reduced on-street parking and 
altered access to local businesses during construction.  Metro will coordinate with local businesses to 
minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Underground segments of the 
alignment would result in increased disruption to business because of the longer time required for 
excavation.  Upon completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would 
provide enhanced access to customers of local small businesses.  This enhanced access would occur along 
all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
 



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

 

C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-416 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-36. Deborah Bradley 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-417 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-36. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-418 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-37. Tiffany Bradshaw. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-419 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-37. 
 

Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-420 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-38. Dorothye Brandon. 

 




