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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-421 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-38. 
 
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-422 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-39. .T. Brode 
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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-423 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-39-A. 
 
The potential impacts to traffic, air quality and noise were all evaluated in the environmental 
document.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to traffic would occur near the Westchester 
community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line.  The federal air quality 
thresholds would not be exceeded during operation of the project.  The noise impact analysis 
prepared as part of this project indicated that with the implementation of mitigation measures, there 
would be less-than-significant noise impacts from light rail trains operating between 54th Street and 
60th Street and from warning signals along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way at Centinela 
Avenue and West Boulevard.  No discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning 
devices in the area adjacent to 79th Street and Osage would occur.  This location is more than 1,000 
feet north of the proposed light rail alignment. Noise from a light rail system would not be 
discernible at this distance.  Although property values are not an environmental topic requiring 
response, there is no documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce 
property values. In some instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have 
actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-39-B. 
 
A mitigation and monitoring and reporting program (MMRP) was created by Metro for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The purpose of the MMRP is to ensure that the mitigation 
measures identified in the FEIS/FEIR to mitigate the potentially significant environmental effects of 
the project are, in fact, properly carried out.  An annual mitigation monitoring report shall be 
prepared for this project by Metro until compliance with the required mitigation measures is 
complete.   
 
Response to comment 30-39-C. 
 
See Response to comment 30-39-A. 
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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-424 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-40. Barbara Brophey. 
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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-425 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-426 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-40. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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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-427 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-41. Tom Brophey. 
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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-428 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-429 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-41. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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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-430 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-42. Brenda Brow. 

 



 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 
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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-431 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-42. 
 
Buses, trucks, and automobiles currently operate at a higher frequency and at faster or similar speeds 
along Crenshaw Boulevard than a light rail vehicle would upon implementation of the proposed project.  
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
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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-432 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-43. Dave Brown. 
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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-433 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-43. 
 
Comment noted.  A transit line down Wilshire Boulevard is beyond the scope of the selected Locally 
Preferred Alternative for the Crenshaw Transit Project.  A separate environmental review process is 
underway for the Westside Extension Project along Wilshire Boulevard.  Comments and concerns 
regarding a transit line on Wilshire should be directed to the David Mieger, Metro Project Director for the 
Westside Extension Project, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, One Gateway 
Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012. 
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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-434 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-44. Earnestine Brown. 
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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-435 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-44. 
 
Comment noted.  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 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.  
Underground segments of the alignment would result in increased disruption to communities during 
construction 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 members of the 
surrounding communities.  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-436 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-45. Kanisha Brown. 
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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-437 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-45. 
 
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.  The traffic analysis in Section 3.0 of the FEIS/FEIR 
found that existing traffic congestion through the Corridor was at or nearing capacity during the AM and 
PM peak periods  at a majority of the intersections in the study area.  These conditions were anticipated to 
worsen significantly by 2030, when nearly all of the intersections would be operating at or above capacity 
during the AM and PM peak periods.  The light rail transit alternative was found to be the most effective 
alternative to address the need for transit improvements within the Crenshaw Corridor.  The Light Rail 
Transit Alternative, selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative, would not reduce travel lanes along 
Crenshaw Boulevard and would reduce the number of automobile trips.    
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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-438 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-46. LaRita Brown. 
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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-439 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-46. 
 
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-440 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-47. Mark Brown. 
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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-441 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-47. 
 
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-442 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-48. Sheree Brown. 
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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-443 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-48. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 



 
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-444 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-49. Jeryl Bryant. 
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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-445 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-49. 
 
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-446 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-50. Jackie Buchanan. 
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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-447 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-50. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative, as selected by the Metro Board of Directors, has a 
vertical profile that contains a mix of below-grade, at-grade, and elevated segments along the alignment.  
Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  The determination of what part of the alignment is at-grade or grade-separated is a 
systematic analysis based on engineering and environmental analysis and occurs on a site-specific basis.  
Page ES-23 in the Executive summary of the FEIS/FEIR provides a graphical representation of the vertical 
profile of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that the proposed aerial segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue would result 
in adverse visual environmental justice impacts to the Hyde Park community.  Design Option 4, a below-
grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue was implemented to eliminate these impacts. 
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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-448 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-51. Delois Burdette. 
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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-449 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-51. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 



 
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-450 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-52. Victor Butler. 
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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-451 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-52. 
 
We thank you for your interest in participating in the construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project.  Job seekers are encouraged to forward their qualifications information to the appropriate 
contractor(s) who are selected to construct the project.  Metro has also developed various policies to 
encourage the participation of local job seekers in large transit investments. 
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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-452 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-53. George Buzzetti. 
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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-453 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-53. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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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-454 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-54. .Diana Capell 
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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-455 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-456 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-457 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-54-A. 
 
Although property values are not an environmental topic requiring response, there is no 
documented evidence that the introduction of a light rail system would reduce property values. In some 
instances where there are light rail stations, adjacent property values have actually increased. 
 
Response to comment 30-54-B. 
 
There is no documented evidence that light rail brings more criminals into an area than the existing bus 
system.  Metro is aware that structures, walls, and fences associated with a light rail system may be targets 
for graffiti “taggers” and the operation of the Project would include plans for security and maintenance 
personnel to minimize this potential problem.  Metro has an active system in place to apprehend taggers 
and has a Cleanliness (Graffiti Abatement) policy that it follows.  The program includes graffiti removal 
programs, vandalism repair and replacement, new capital expenditures, educational outreach, community 
involvement, and aggressive law enforcement. 
 
Response to comment 30-54-C. 
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would change traffic patterns, reduce on-
street parking and alter access to local businesses during the construction period.  Metro will coordinate 
with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to customers of local small businesses.   
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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-458 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-55. Steve Cady. 
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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-459 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-55-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  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. 
 
Response to comment 30-55-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-55-C. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates your ideas and input. 
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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-460 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-56. Ben Caldwell. 
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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-461 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-56. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for 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-462 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-57. Lorine Calhoun. 
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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-463 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-57. 
 
Comment noted.  The Locally Preferred Alternative, as selected by the Metro Board of Directors, has a 
vertical profile that contains a mix of below-grade, at-grade, and elevated segments along the alignment.  
Metro, similar to other transit planning agencies throughout the U.S., operates on the premise that LRT is 
primarily an at-grade or surface-running transit technology and incorporates grade separations.  This 
transit technology can operate in at-grade environments ranging from mixed traffic, to an exclusive right-
of-way or guideway.  The determination of what part of the alignment is at-grade or grade-separated is a 
systematic analysis based on engineering and environmental analysis and occurs on a site-specific basis.  
Page ES-23 in the Executive summary of the FEIS/FEIR provides a graphical representation of the vertical 
profile of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that the proposed aerial segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue would result 
in adverse visual and environmental justice impacts to the Hyde Park community.  Design Option 4, a 
below-grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue was implemented to eliminate these impacts. 
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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-464 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-58. Olga Cardon. 

 



 
 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-465 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-58. 
 
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-466 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-59. Bertha Cardriche. 
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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-467 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-59. 
 
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-468 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-60. Dennis Carlile. 
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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-469 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-470 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-60-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a vital component of the planning 
process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential 
Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-60-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-60-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-60-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-60-A. 
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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-471 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-61. Lars Carlson. 
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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-472 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-61-A. 
 
Comment noted. Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a vital component of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative is designed such that it does not preclude the 
future northern extension of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project to Wilshire Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-61-B. 
 
Comment Noted. 
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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-473 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-62. Brenda Carter. 
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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-474 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-62. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
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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-475 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-63. Mary Christian. 
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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-476 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-477 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-63. 
 
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-478 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-64. Mary Christian. 
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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-479 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-64-A. 
 
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. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice.   

Response to comment 30-64-B. 
 
Please refer to Response to comment 30-64-A. 
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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-480 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-65. Nicole Clark. 
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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-481 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-65. 
 
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-482 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-66. Darrel Clarke. 
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Response to comment 30-66-A. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The northern and southern extensions of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Hollywood and 
the South Bay are 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.  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.  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. 
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR 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 advanced conceptual engineering phase contained in the FEIS/FEIR considered the potential design 
of the King and optional Vernon stations.  After an operations and value engineering assessment, it is 
Metro’s recommendation to proceed with the King station located in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard, 
just south of King Boulevard as the final station plan.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a 
Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Thanks for the suggestion.  The idea will be passed in to the Long Range Transportation Planning Group. 
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COMMENT: 30-67. Geanne Clarke. 
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Response to comment 30-67. 
 
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: 30-68. Rhonda Cobb. 
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Response to comment 30-68. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-69. Janis Cobbs. 
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Response to comment 30-69. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-70. Jason Cohon. 
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Response to comment 30-70. 
 
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: 30-71.Eunice Combs. 
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Response to comment 30-71. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project was developed based on the result of 
several previous planning studies dating back to 1967, that have identified the need for transit 
improvements within the Crenshaw Corridor.  Based on the topography and limited north-south arterial 
connections through the Corridor, Crenshaw Boulevard has continually been identified in these previous 
studies as the preferred transit route through the Corridor due to its large width and proximity to local 
community resources.  Through a similar screening process, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
also identified Crenshaw Boulevard as the preferred arterial segment for the alignment. 
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COMMENT: 30-72. Kelly Cormier. 
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Response to comment 30-72. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-73. Danna Cope. 
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Response to comment 30-73-A. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors, includes a station at Aviation 
and Century that would connect to LAX through the proposed people mover system identified in the LAX 
Master Plan.  Through cooperative planning efforts with LAX, the Locally Preferred Alternative includes an 
elevated station at Century and Aviation that would facilitate this connection. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-B. 
 
Comment noted.   A connection to the Green Line was identified as a key component of enhancing the 
regional connectivity of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project and Metro Rail System as a whole.  
Safety is a key consideration in the design of this connection. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-C. 
 
Comment noted.  The Metro Board of Directors eliminated from consideration both maintenance yards 
evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR at its meeting on December 10, 2009. Thus, neither of the El Segundo or 
Westchester sites was considered in the FEIS/FEIR. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-D. 
 
Because the Westchester maintenance facility is no longer under consideration, there is no proposed road 
closure at Hindry Avenue.  This proposed facility was eliminated from consideration when the optional 
Manchester Station was not included into the final project definition.  The optional Manchester Station 
was removed from consideration during the final design process because of low initial ridership 
projections.  The project has been designed so as not to preclude the inclusion of Manchester Station over 
the aerial crossing at a future time.   
 
Response to comment 30-73-E. 
 
See Response 30-73-C and 30-73-D. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-F. 
 
As part of the advanced conceptual engineering for the project, specific attention has been given to access 
requirements at all station locations.  It is not anticipated that there will be road closures.  In addition, 
where signal warrants are satisfied, signals will be installed in coordination with the Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-G. 
 
The California Public Utilities Commission requires the use of warning devices, such as bells and horns at 
all rail crossings, in addition to the use of crossing gates and safety devices. 
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Response to comment 30-73-H. 
 
As part of the DEIS/DEIR, FEIS/FEIR and Advanced Conceptual Engineering, Metro has used its adopted 
Grade Crossing Policy in the decision-making process regarding the necessity for grade separations.  It 
should be noted, however, that the final determination regarding grade separations is made by the 
California Public Utilities Commission.  This evaluation includes a public hearing process as part of the 
determination. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-I. 
 
An operations and bus feeder plan will be developed to maximize transit service from adjacent 
communities to the light rail system. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-J. 
 
Audible warning devices are only required by the California Public Utilities Commission at grade 
crossings.  The FEIS/FEIR has identified two locations, Centinela and West Avenues, where the use of the 
audible warning devices would require mitigation to reduce adverse effects.  Soundwalls near at-grade 
crossings are not viable mitigation measures because they reduce the visibility of approaching vehicles and 
pedestrians.  
 
Response to comment 30-73-K. 
 
Landscaping is considered as part of Metro's station area planning processes. Metro has not proposed that 
landscaping be used for noise mitigation because it is not effective. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-L. 
 
A preliminary screening assessment for hazardous materials has been prepared as part of the DEIS/DEIR.  
Detailed assessments will be prepared as part of the final design of the project where specific areas of 
concern have been identified. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-M. 
 
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.  Metro will work with and 
coordinate with local businesses to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible. 
 
Response to comment 30-73-N. 
 
Comment noted.  The land use compatibility of parking lots adjacent to residences was considered during 
the design process. 
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COMMENT: 30-74. F. Paul Corneal. 
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Response to comment 30-74. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.  
 
The traffic analysis contained in the FEIS/FEIR determined that operation of an at-grade rail system from 
48th to 60th Street would not result in an adverse impact at the Crenshaw Boulevard/Slauson Avenue 
intersection.  The light rail transit line is anticipated to result in a reduction of 26,764 automobile trips and 
the delay would be reduced over the No Build Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-75. Jeanne Cosgrove. 
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Response to comment 30-75. 
 
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: 30-76. Jeanne and Larry Cosgrove. 
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Response to comment 30-76. 
 
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: 30-77. Sherry Costa. 
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Response to comment 30-77. 
 
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. 
 




