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COMMENT: 30-115. Mike and Laura Duhe. 
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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-608 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-115-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near Westchester.  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 30-115-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
Response to comment 30-115-C. 
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapter 4 of the FEIS/FEIR factored into account 
the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, and noise which include the surrounding highways and 
roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not contribute to air 
pollution or negative air quality effects that the commenter currently experiences living adjacent to the I405 
and LAX.  The cumulative effects of noise and traffic also would not affect the Westchester neighborhood. 
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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-609 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-116. James Dunlop. 
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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-610 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-116. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 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-611 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-117. Sylvia Dunn. 
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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-612 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-117. 
 
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-613 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-118. Bonique Edwards. 
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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-614 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-118-A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Response to comment 30-118-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard. 
 
Response to comment 30-118-C. 
 
See response to comment 30-188C. 

 
Response to comment 30-118-D. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 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-615 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-119. Norman Edwards. 

 



 
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-616 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-119. 
 
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-617 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-120. Bernice Eleverau. 
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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-618 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-120. 
 
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-619 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-121. Moloud Elisha. 
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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-620 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-621 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-622 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-121-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the input from the commenter as it is an important part of the 
planning process.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
There is no park and ride facility near Westchester.  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.   
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapter 4 of the DEIS/DEIR factored into account 
the effects of air quality, traffic, and noise.  Operation of the electrically-powered LRT vehicles would not 
contribute to air quality pollution that the commenter currently experiences living adjacent to the I-405 and 
LAX.  No impacts from noise and traffic would affect the Westchester neighborhood. 
 
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.   
 
Response to comment 30-121-B. 
 
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-623 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-122. Gokhan Esirgen. 
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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-624 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-122-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Regional connectivity to other parts of the existing rail system and possibly future 
extensions was one of several factors that were used to evaluate and select the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.   
 
Response to comment 30-122-B. 
 
Comment noted.  See response to comment 30-122A. 
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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-625 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-123. Gokhan Esirgen. 
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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-626 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-123-A. 
 
Comment noted.  The single freight track along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way is no longer a 
heavily used freight rail line.  Nonetheless, this track is being relocated and preserved within the right-of-
way.  The right-of-way was sold to Metro for potential future use as a public transportation line.   
 
Response to comment 30-123-B. 
 
Comment noted. The operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not necessarily rule 
out the shared use of the right-of-way with another future potential transit line.  The relocated track may be 
incorporated into a future public transportation project along the corridor.  
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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-627 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-124. Cynthia Estell. 
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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-628 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-124. 
 
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-629 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-125. Amos Evans. 
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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-630 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-125. 
 
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-631 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-126. Dianne Evans. 
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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-632 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-126-A. 
 
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-633 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-127. Jean Evans. 
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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-634 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-127. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to an underground alignment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety.   
 
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 some 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-635 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-128. Bridget Ferry. 
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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-636 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-637 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-638 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-128-A. 
 
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.   
 
Typically, a heavy rail transit system requires a commercial corridor with high commercial density.  
These high density commercial areas are required to generate the ridership necessary to support the 
cost of a heavy rail transit system.  Areas that can support this amount of density are limited to 
central business districts and high employment areas, containing multi-story office buildings.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Corridor does not have the commercial density that would create the ridership 
necessary to support a heavy rail transit system.  Other communities within the region, such as El 
Segundo, Culver City, Santa Monica, and Pasadena, also do not have the commercial density 
required to support a heavy rail system and have light rail systems planned or currently operating 
through their jurisdictions.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR also analyzed the visual and aesthetic impacts of an at-grade light rail transit system 
operating in the median of Crenshaw Boulevard.  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. 
 
Response to comment 30-128-B. 
 
Comment noted.  See response to comment 30-128-A regarding the Alternatives Analysis.  The two 
alternatives identified for further study in the Alternatives Analysis, along with a No Build Alternative and 
a Transportation Systems Management Alternative underwent a comprehensive environmental review in 
the DEIS/DEIR.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-128-C. 
 
Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of the planning 
process.  The placement of an Ikea within the community is not part of the proposed project.  Please see 
response to comment 128-A and 128-B for the mode choice selected by Metro as the Locally Preferred 
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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-639 August 2011 

Alternative.  Metro considers the communities within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor to be essential pieces of 
the overall region and selected a Locally Preferred Alternative that would serve and connect these 
communities to the surrounding region.  The Locally Preferred Alternative represents a significant capital 
investment to those communities for decades to follow. 
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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-640 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-129. Gina Fields. 
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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-641 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-129. 
 
The DEIS/DEIR 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.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding 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-642 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-130. Gina Fields. 
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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-643 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-130-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the support of the commenter and public input is an important part 
of the planning process.   
 
Response to comment 30-130-B. 
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), 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 rail and highway crossings 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.   

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.  Metro considers grade separations associated with LRT projects on a case-by-case 
basis primarily for severe traffic or other environmental impacts and not on the socio-economic profile of 
an area.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 
Motorist safety treatments are described in detail in Section 2.0 Alternatives Considered of the 
DEIS/DEIR.  From the Exposition/Crenshaw Station southward, the LRT would operate at-grade in a 
semi-exclusive right-of-way separated from automobile traffic by a raised curb until the alignment 
transitions to a below-grade section at Crenshaw Boulevard and 39th Street and would not travel above 35 
mph.  Pedestrians and motorists would cross the LRT tracks with standard signal phases.  As discussed in 
Section 3.0 Transportation Impacts of the DEIS/DEIR, the signal phasing at intersections would be 
changed to accommodate the LRT operations.  When LRT vehicles are present, movements that would 
conflict with LRT vehicles are prohibited.  Pedestrians are permitted to cross the street during phases in 
which the LRT vehicles are not present.  Additional safety features, such as dedicated left-turn phases, 
photo enforcement cameras, and in-pavement lights will be considered, as appropriate, along this 
segment.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
  
Response to comment 30-130-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 30-130-B. 
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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-644 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-131. Angelia Fleming. 
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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-645 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-131. 
 
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-646 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-132. Lori Fleming. 
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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-647 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-132. 
 
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-648 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-133. Vincent Fleming. 
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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-649 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-133. 
 
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-650 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-134.Carol Fondevila. 
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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-651 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-652 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-653 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-654 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-134-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.  Therefore, the Windsor Square 
HPOZ would not be affected by the proposed project. 
 
Response to comment 30-134-B. 
 
See response to comment 30-134-A.  The Locally Preferred Alternative does not include a station at the 
Wilshire and Crenshaw Boulevards intersection. 
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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-655 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-135. Tracie Ford. 
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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-656 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-135. 
 
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-657 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-136. Tim Forsyth. 
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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-658 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-659 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-136. 
 
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-660 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-137. Vada Foster. 
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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  
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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-663 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-137. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 



 
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-664 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-138. Carolyn Fowler. 
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Page K-665 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-138. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding the People’s Choice Alternative. 
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COMMENT: 30-139. Sherri Franklin. 
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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-667 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-139. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro will coordinate with the CRA/LA to ensure that those infrastructure 
improvements are considered during final design process and maintained to the greatest extent feasible. 
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COMMENT: 30-140. Ginger Frelo-Hyde. 
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Response to comment 30-140. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-141. Kevin Fridlington. 
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Page K-671 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-141-A. 
 
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 are designed to disclose and resolve any 
potential unanticipated problems that may affect adjacent communities. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 

Response to comment 30-141-B. 
 
During the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR, six additional design options were considered and evaluated to 
assess environmental impacts and address community concerns.  Those design options specifically related 
to the “People’s Choice Option” included Design Options 4, 5, and 6.  Design Option 4 involved a below-
grade segment from 60th Street along Crenshaw Boulevard to Victoria Avenue along the Harbor 
Subdivision.  Design Option 5 involved a below-grade station at Vernon Avenue.  Design Option 6 involved 
a below-grade segment from Exposition Boulevard along Crenshaw Boulevard to 39th Street.  Specifically 
related to the People’s Choice variation, the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors, implemented Design Option 4, and incorporated Design Options 5 and 6 for further 
consideration in the advanced conceptual engineering stage.  The remaining at-grade segment along 
Crenshaw Boulevard from 48th Street to 60th Street was determined not to have significant impacts during 
the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 10 regarding a below-grade segment in Park Mesa Heights. 



 
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-672 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-142. Alexander Friedman. 
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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-673 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-142-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-142-B. 
 
Comment noted. Please see response to comment 30-142-A. 
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COMMENT: 30-143. Phil Frierson. 
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Response to comment 30-143. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-144. Reginald Furbert. 
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Response to comment 30-144. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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COMMENT: 30-145. Mark Galbreath. 
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Response to comment 30-145. 
 
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: 30-146. Dianne Gamble. 
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Page K-681 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-146-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. 
 
Response to comment 30-146-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  It is assumed that the same construction the commenter refers to is 
from the construction of the Exposition Light Rail Project.  This project is scheduled to end 
construction in 2011.  Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project is not scheduled 
to begin until 2013.   Therefore, the construction traffic impacts of both projects would occur 
independently of each other and would not be cumulative.  One of the goals of the project is to ease 
some of the burden that the existing transportation roadway network already contains.   
 
When first considering rail modes for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, several modes were 
considered including heavy rail and light rail.  Due to the nature of the existing and planned 
development along the corridor and the relatively modest estimates for ridership along the corridor, 
heavy rail (a mode that is typically fully grade separated) was deemed to be not necessary and 
inappropriate for application to the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.  Furthermore, the Light Rail Transit 
mode provides an opportunity to connect to other existing rail facilities in the corridor (i.e., the Metro 
Green Line).  Because Light Rail Transit can operate at several grades (at-grade, aerial, and below-
grade), 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 rail and highway crossings 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.   

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 
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COMMENT: 30-147. Pat Games. 
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Response to comment 30-147. 
 
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: 30-148. Will and Linda Garcia. 
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Page K-687 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-148. 
 
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: 30-149. Adelina Ghilardi. 
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Response to comment 30-149. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The DEIS/DEIR analyzed the environmental effects the proposed project would 
have on the surrounding communities and residences.  These topic areas included, but were not limited to 
construction, air quality, traffic, noise and vibration, safety, visual resources, displacement, public services, 
land use and development, and economic impacts.  Section 4.0 of the FEIS/FEIR describes the effects in 
detail for each of these topic areas.  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. 
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COMMENT: 30-150. Ann Ghilardi. 
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Response to comment 30-150. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of 
potential Maintenance Facility Site B or D. 
 
The air quality, traffic, noise and public safety analyses described in the Affected Environment section of 
the FEIS/FEIR factored into account the cumulative effects of air quality, traffic, noise and public safety, 
which include the surrounding highways and roadways, and airport.  Operation of the electrically-powered 
LRT vehicles would not contribute to cumulative air quality pollution.  The cumulative effects of noise and 
traffic also would not affect the Westchester neighborhood.  With mitigation measures, no impacts to 
traffic would occur near the Westchester community during operation of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit 
Line.  The DEIS/DEIR also identified four potential maintenance facility sites for initial screening.  Two of 
these sites, Maintenance Facility Site B in the Westchester community and Site D in El Segundo were 
further analyzed as part of the proposed project.  Maintenance Site D was found to have the least adverse 
affect on the environment in the DEIS/DEIR.  The Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro 
Board of Directors eliminated both Sites B and D from the proposed project and called for an additional 
evaluation of potential sites during advanced conceptual engineering to identify another preferred site.   In 
regard to public safety around the LRT corridor and maintenance facility sites, Metro oversees the 
operation of bus and rail transit services throughout Los Angeles County.  Metro is also responsible for 
implementing its own System Safety Program Plan (SSPP) and System Security Plan (SSP) during the 
operational phases of projects, which help to maintain and improve the safety and security of commuter 
operations, mitigate accidents, and comply with State regulations.  These safety measures have been 
established to provide employee and passenger safety, crime prevention, adequate emergency response, 
and emergency procedures.  Metro also uses numerous pedestrian and motorist safety devices, signs, and 
warning lights to alert pedestrians, passengers, employees, and the surrounding community Metro has 
also implemented several programs and/or projects to enhance the safety of passengers, employees, and 
the community.  Further information regarding crime and pollution impact studies that have been 
conducted on other Metro projects can be obtained at the Metro website at www.metro.net, under the 
Projects and Programs tab. 
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COMMENT: 30-151. Daniel Ghilardi. 

 




