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COMMENT: 30-78. Luis Cota. 
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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-517 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-518 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-78-A. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would not be a significant increase in noise levels associated with light 
rail vehicle operations along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way or near the Westchester 
community.   
 
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 30-78-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-78-C. 
 
Comment noted. Your input is appreciated and vital to the public participation process. 
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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-519 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-79. M. Couch. 
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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-520 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-79. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 
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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-521 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-80. Joel Covarrubias. 
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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-522 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-80-A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail option as the Locally Preferred Alternative at its 
meeting on December 10, 2009. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-C. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the light rail option which will connect with the existing rail system 
and is grade-separated at several locations to minimize the environmental effects to the surrounding 
communities. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-D. 
 
Comment noted.  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.  This station is also being designed to allow for future connections 
along a coastal corridor to the north. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-E. 
 
At its meeting on December 10, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors included Design Option 1, an aerial 
station at Century, to be included in the Locally Preferred Alternative.  Please Refer to Master Response 12 
regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
 
Response to comment 30-80-F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 11 regarding the vertical profile of the segment from 
39th Street to Exposition 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-523 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-81. Sarah Cowan. 
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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-524 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-525 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-81. 
 
No specific comment to address. 
 



 
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-526 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-82. Angie Cox. 
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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-527 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-82. 
 
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-528 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-83. Linda Cox. 
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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-529 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-83. 
 
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-530 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-84. James Crawford. 
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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-531 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-532 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-84-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-84-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-84-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-84-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-84-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-533 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-85. Ian Crossfield. 
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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-534 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-85-A. 
 
The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of Directors on December 10, 2009 has a 
northern terminus at Exposition Boulevard.  As shown in the FEIS/FEIR, the Advanced Conceptual 
Engineering indicates a design for this terminus that does not preclude future expansion to the north.  As 
currently planned, the Locally Preferred Alternative would entail a station a Century and Aviation that 
would connect to the proposed people mover and would provide direct access to the LAX terminals.  No 
direct light rail access to the LAX terminals is currently planned. 
 
Response to comment 30-85-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-535 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-86. Carlos Cruz Aedo. 
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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-536 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-86-A. 
 
The FEIS/FEIR indicates that there would not be a significant increase in noise levels associated with light 
rail vehicle operations along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way or near the Osage Avenue/ La 
Cienega Avenue intersection.  The FEIS/FEIR presents an assessment of safety as well as visual impacts.  
The visual assessment indicates that the light rail structure would cross above the I-405 and La Cienega.  It 
is not anticipated that this major bridge structure would obstruct views or vistas or adversely affect scenic 
resources.  Property values are not expected to be adversely affected by the presence of light rail transit 
service. 
 
Response to comment 30-86-B. 
 
Please refer to Appendix A in the FEIS/FEIR for alignment drawings.  The alignment follows the Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way and is elevated across the I-405 and La Cienega.  The alignment returns 
to ground level near South Glasgow Avenue. 
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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-537 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-87. Anthony Cruzi. 
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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-538 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-539 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-540 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-87. 
 
Comment Noted.  Metro thanks the commenter for their input as it is a valuable part of the planning 
process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative was selected as the Locally Preferred 
Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors for many of the reasons that the commenter has cited. 



 
 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-541 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-88. Judy Cutrin. 
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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-542 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-543 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-88-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-B. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-C. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to comment 30-88-D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near the Westchester community.  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.  Park and ride locations would 
be provided at the West, La Brea and Florence Avenue, and Exposition Stations.   
 
Response to comment 30-88-E. 
 
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 30-88-F. 
 
Comment noted. Metro appreciates the input from the commenter. 
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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-544 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-89. Denise Dale. 
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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-545 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-89. 
 
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-546 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-90. Nick Danford. 
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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-547 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-90. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  Alternative Alignment 1 contained a northern extension to Wilshire Boulevard and La Brea 
Avenue.  This alternative was eliminated during the screening process.  A feasibility study was 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.   
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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-548 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-91. Saleta Darnell. 
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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-549 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-91. 
 
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-550 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-92. Damore Davis. 
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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-551 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-92. 
 
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-552 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-93. Karen Davis. 
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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-553 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-93. 
 
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-554 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-94. Karon Davis. 
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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-555 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-94. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa 
Heights. 
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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-556 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-95. Barbara Dawson. 
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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-557 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-95. 
 
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-558 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-96. Everton Dawson. 
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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-559 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-96. 
 
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-560 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-97. Franklin De Groot. 
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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-561 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-97-A. 
 
Safety is a key component in the Metro planning and design process for all transit projects 
 
Response comment 30-97-B. 
 
Comment noted 
 
Response comment 30-97-C. 
 
Metro considers grade separations in accordance with its adopted Grade Crossing Policy. The final 
determination regarding grade separations is not made by Metro but by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC). 
 
Response comment 30-97-D. 
 
See Section 4.14 of the FEIS/FEIR for specific pedestrian and school safety mitigation measures to be 
implemented by Metro for the Crenshaw Transit project.   
 
Response comment 30-97-E. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights.  
 
Response comment 30-97-F. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-G. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-H. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Response comment 30-97-I. 
 
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-562 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-98. Judith Dean. 
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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-563 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-98-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-98-D. 
 
Comment noted.  The potential impacts of air quality and noise were evaluated in the environmental 
document.  No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the 
FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were 
also included in Section 4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and 
noise during construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to 
occur during construction. No discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning devices in the 
area adjacent to the Westchester community would occur.   
 
Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS/FEIR, provides a comprehensive analysis of why transit 
improvements are needed within the Crenshaw/LAX 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 30-98-E. 
 
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-564 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-99. Wanda Dean. 
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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-565 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-99-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-99-B. 
 
Comment noted.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is designed to minimize the impacts of 
pollution to the environment.  In instances where impacts cannot be avoided, mitigation measures are 
provided to reduce or eliminate those 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-566 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-100. Maureen Delph. 

 



 
 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-567 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-100. 
 
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-568 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-101. Leonard Delpit. 
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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-569 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-101. 
 
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-570 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-102. Claudette Dewitty. 
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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-571 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-102-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-102-B. 
 
The potential impacts to traffic, air quality and noise were all evaluated in the environmental document.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
No adverse operational air quality or noise impacts were found to occur with the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 4.6.4 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the 
impacts from noise and vibration during operation.  Mitigation measures were also included in Section 
4.15.2.7 and 4.15.2.8 of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the impacts from air quality and noise during 
construction.  Significant and unavoidable operational air quality impacts were determined to occur during 
construction.   
 
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.   
 
Response to comment 30-102-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input of the commenter as it is an important part of the planning 
process.  A below-grade station at Vernon Avenue was carried forward as Design Option 5 for further 
consideration during the advanced conceptual engineering phase.  This station was not incorporated into 
the final project definition.  The King station is located 0.4 miles from Leimert Park Village and would 
provide service to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza, as well as the Leimert Park Village Community.  
Nonetheless, the tunnels were designed to accommodate a station in the future should such a station be 
supported by future plans and future funding. 
 
 
The intent of Executive Order 12898 pertaining to Environmental Justice is to disclose any element of the 
planning, design, and alternative selection process and overall decision-making process, which indicates 
there has been a systematic bias toward disproportionate focusing adverse environmental impacts, on low-
income, minority, or other communities and neighborhoods of concern.  The transparency in the decision-
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making process lies at the heart of this consideration.  Transit planning involves both policy choices as well 
as engineering and environmental impact decisions regarding the modes considered, the level of transit 
service, frequency of service, route alignments, and station locations.  In many instances, minority and 
low-income communities are highly transit dependent.  The planning process is designed in large part to 
serve the mobility and access of these communities.  Serving transit-dependent communities 
disproportionately less than less transit-dependent communities would be a severe environmental 
injustice.  Nonetheless, the placement of transit infrastructure – while the intent is to provide a beneficial 
impact to communities, may have unintended adverse effects.  The alternatives evaluation and the 
environmental review process is designed to disclose and resolve any potential unanticipated problems 
that may affect adjacent communities.   
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COMMENT: 30-103. Anita Dike. 
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Response to comment 30-103-A. 
 
Comment noted.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR 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. 
 
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 30-103-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-103A. 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-104. Leslie Dike. 
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Response to comment 30-104-A 
 
Comment noted.   
 
The DEIS/DEIR 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. 
 
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 30-104-B 
 
See response to comment 30-104A. 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-105. Doris Dillon. 
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Response to comment 30-105. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-106. Delyna Diop. 
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Response to comment 30-106. 
 
Comment noted.  The DEIS/DEIR 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.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-107. Terri Dismuke. 
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Response to comment 30-107-A. 
 
On December 16, 2009, the Metro Board of Directors selected a locally preferred alternative (LPA) for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The selected LPA includes an underground segment for light 
rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street.  Metro incorporated Design Option 4 
into the LPA, a below-grade segment on Crenshaw Boulevard between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue on 
the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  The selected LPA also incorporated Design Option 2, a grade 
separation at the Manchester/Florence intersection.  The Metro Board also authorized the inclusion of 
Design Options 3, 5, and 6 for further consideration, pending financial feasibility.  Design Option 3, which 
the commenter refers to, is a grade separation at the Centinela/Florence Avenues intersection.  Design 
Options 5 and 6 include a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue and a below-grade segment from 
Exposition Boulevard to 39th Street with a below-grade station at Exposition Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-107-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  The light rail transit mode was selected as the Locally Preferred Alternative for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
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COMMENT: 30-108. Gregory Dixon. 
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Response to comment 30-108-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
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 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. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR found that an aerial structure along the Crenshaw Boulevard median from 60th Street to 
the Harbor Subdivision would result in an adverse visual impact to the Hyde Park community.  Design 
Option 4, a below-grade segment from 60th Street to Victoria Avenue on the Harbor Subdivision was 
incorporated into the Locally Preferred Alternative by the Metro Board of Directors to eliminate this visual 
impact.  The DEIS/DEIR determined that the removal of the mature trees along the Crenshaw median 
required to build the light rail transit system would result in an adverse visual impact without the 
implementation of mitigation measures.  Mitigation Measures V1 through V6 were provided Section 4.4.3 
of the FEIS/FEIR to reduce the effects of removing the mature trees or other vegetation along the 
alignment.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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Response to comment 30-108-B. 
 
One of the objectives of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project is to alleviate traffic congestion, by 
offering a mode of transit which allows for a reduction in automobile usage.  The traffic analysis in the 
FEIS/FEIR found that existing congestion within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor is already at or near capacity 
and will continue to worsen if transit improvements are not made. 
 
Response to comment 30-108-C. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-108-D. 
 
Comment noted. 
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COMMENT: 30-109. Sherida Dobard. 
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Response to comment 30-109. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-110. C. Dorsey. 
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Response to comment 30-110. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-111. Claudia Douglas. 
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Response to comment 30-111. 
 
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 concerns of environmental 
justice concerns. 
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COMMENT: 30-112. Lorayne Douglass. 
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Response to comment 30-112. 
 
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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COMMENT: 30-113. . 
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Response to comment 30-113. 
 
The potential impacts from noise were evaluated in the environmental document.  The noise impact 
analysis prepared as part of this project indicated that there would be no noise impacts from light rail 
trains operating along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way near the Westchester community.  No 
discernible noise from light rail operations or from warning devices in the residential area adjacent to 
Osage Avenue would occur.  This location is more than 650 feet west of the proposed light rail alignment. 
Noise from a light rail system would not be discernible at this distance.   
 
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 Light Rail Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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COMMENT: 30-114. J. Drake. 
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Response to comment 30-114. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 




