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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-1249 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-371. Robert Rubio. 
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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-1250 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-371-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-371-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
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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-1251 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-372. Delores Russ. 
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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-1252 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-372. 
 
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-1253 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-373. Keoin Russell. 
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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-1254 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-373. 
 
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-1255 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-374. Gina Russel-Williams. 
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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-1256 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-374. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for 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-1257 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-375. Joan Rutherford. 
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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-1258 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-375. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for 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-1259 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-376. Jackie Ryan. 
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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-1260 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-1261 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-1262 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-376-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Mode of transit is often strongly correlated and justified by density of development.  
Those areas with high densities of development have the ability to provide the levels of ridership required 
to support the major capital investment of a subway system.  These areas usually occur in downtown areas, 
central business districts and areas with multi-story commercial developments.  Light rail transit is 
designed to serve urban areas with lower densities of development than needed for a subway system.  
These areas have major activity centers and a residential base to support a significant capital investment.  
Areas with lower densities of development use bus systems as the means of public transit.  Light rail 
transit was determined to be the most suitable mode of transit for the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor based on 
the ridership projections and density of development.  The transit systems cited by the commenter refer to 
subway systems.   
 
Response to comment 30-376-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
Response to comment 30-376-C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Light rail transit technology is found throughout the country and continues to be 
implemented as a viable technology.  In addition, using light rail transit allows for connectivity to the 
existing light rail transit systems that compose a significant portion of the Metro fixed guideway network.  
Crenshaw Boulevard has been designated by the City of Los Angeles as a scenic highway.  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 physical 
conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts still do not require the alignment to be placed 
underground.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw 
Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and 
financially infeasible.   
 
Local circulator bus trolleys such as described would not result in a significant travel time reduction and 
would not serve the purpose and need outlined for this 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-1263 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-377. Alanne Saunders. 
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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-1264 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-377. 
 
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-1265 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-378. Jason Saunders. 
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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-1266 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-378. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest 
travel time savings and reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of 
community goals for economic development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail 
system.   
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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-1267 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-379. Gary Schivley. 
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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-1268 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-379-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Initially, 14 alternatives were identified along various right-of-ways within the 
Corridor.  Six of these alternatives were evaluated for screening.  Three public scoping workshops were 
held between October 15 and 20, 2007.  Letters of invitation were mailed to a total of 99,400 addresses 
within a ½-mile of the Crenshaw Transit Corridor alternative alignments.  The outreach effort has also 
included several rounds of public workshops, newspaper announcements, and over fifty meetings with 
stakeholder groups. Many channels of information were used to disseminate information about the 
project.    
 
Response to comment 30-379-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D.  The park and ride facility near the optional Manchester Station in the Westchester 
community was removed from consideration during the final design phase of the Project. 
 
Response to comment 30-379-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-379-B. 
 
Response to comment 30-379-D. 
 
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 closet station to the Westchester 
community would be located at Century Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment 30-379-E. 
 
The Playa project and expansion of LAX is not part of the Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 
Project would be located within the existing Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way and would not 
displace open space or expand into the Westchester community.  Metro acknowledges that the 
construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding businesses and communities during 
construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the adjacent 
communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon completion of 
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide enhanced 
access to local businesses and 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-1269 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-380. Patricia Scott. 
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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-1270 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-380. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important 
part of the planning process.  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 if 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.   
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project would not result in an increased exposure to the risk 
associated with fault lines, nor would it exacerbate pre-existing seismic conditions either in a below-
grade or above-grade configuration.  However, it would be more vulnerable to damage from ground 
shaking during an earthquake.  As part of the mitigation proposed for the project, a geotechnical 
study would be conducted to identify design specifications required for maintaining structural 
integrity under static and seismic loading and operational demands.  These design specifications 
would ensure that the risks from seismic hazards would be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. 

In November 2008, Measure R was approved by a two-thirds majority, committing a projected $40 billion 
to traffic relief and transportation upgrades throughout the county over the next 30 years.  Measure R will 
help fund dozens of critical transit and highway projects, create more than 210,000 new construction jobs 
and infuse an estimated $32 billion back into the local economy, according to estimates by the nonprofit 
Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation.  The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
was identified as a project to be funded by Measure R.  No additional taxpayer money would be required to 
fund the project.   



 
 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-1271 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-381. Shawn Scott. 

 



 
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-1272 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-381. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.   
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1273 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-382. Janice Shelby. 
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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-1274 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-382. 
 
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-1275 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-383. Bob Sherman. 
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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-1276 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-1277 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-383. 
 
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-1278 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-384. Lori McCoy Shuler. 
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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-1279 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-384. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for 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-1280 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-385. Stephen Siegel. 
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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-1281 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-385. 
 
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 for the 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-1282 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-386. Clint Simmons. 
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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-1283 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-1284 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-386-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/Exposition below-grade alignment and station (Design Option 6) 
was carried forward for further consideration during advanced conceptual engineering.  An at-grade 
configuration was determined to be technically infeasible along this segment.  The incorporation of Design 
Option 6 would be required to connect to the Exposition Line.  Design Option 6 would involve the 
Crenshaw/Exposition station to be located underground, which would eliminate the need for at-grade 
crossing gates.  
 
Response to comment 30-386-B. 
 
The noise and vibration analysis in the DEIS/DEIR evaluated the effect of at-grade light rail operations on 
sensitive receptors within a ¼-mile along the length of the alignment.  No adverse operational 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.   
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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-1285 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-387. Suzanne Simmons. 
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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-1286 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-387-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 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice 
Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-387-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 equally.   
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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-1287 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-388. John Simms. 
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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-1288 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-388. 
 
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-1289 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-389. Shawn Simmons. 
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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-1290 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-389. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.   
The Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
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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-1291 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-390. Ken Simpson. 
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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-1292 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-390-A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  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 30-390-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-390-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-1293 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-391. Kuldeep Singh. 
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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-1294 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-1295 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-1296 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-391-A. 
 
The air quality, traffic, and noise analyses described in Chapters 3 and 4 of the DEIS/DEIR 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 
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.  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.   
 
Response to comment 30-391-B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
 
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 30-391-C. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-391-A and 30-391-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-1297 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-392. Annie Smith. 
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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-1298 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-392. 
 
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-1299 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-393. Bill and Sheila Smith. 
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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-1300 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-393. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Children’s safety is a fundamental concern which is considered throughout the 
planning process of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Metro does not place differing values on 
children’s safety based upon income, race, or location.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 7 for safety treatments and the approach to safety for the project.  The 
Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
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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-1301 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-394. Carolawyn Smith. 
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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-1302 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-394. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic at Slauson Avenue, and 
environmental justice concerns. 
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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-1303 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-395. Churica Smith. 
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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-1304 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-395. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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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-1305 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-396. Renard Smith. 
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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-1306 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-396. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety and environmental justice concerns. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for traffic methodology and analysis.    
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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-1307 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-397. Tony Smith. 
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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-1308 August 2011 
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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-1309 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-397. 
 
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.   
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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-1310 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-398. Neel Sodha. 
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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-1311 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-398-A. 
 
The Metro Board of Directors selected the Light Rail Alternative as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  The 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Alternative proved to generate the greatest travel time savings and 
reliability, higher ridership for comparable segments, a stronger support of community goals for economic 
development, and connectivity with other elements of the Metro rail system.  Please refer to Master 
Response 12 for a station at Crenshaw/Vernon.   
 
Response to comment 30-398-B. 
 
The ridership estimates for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project were only able to take into account 
existing rail service or those projects that had complete environmental clearance at the time.  Ridership 
from future expansion of existing rail lines are evaluated qualitatively as part of the regional connectivity 
criteria. 
 
Response to comment 30-398-C. 
 
The extension of the Crenshaw Light Rail Transit Line to Wilshire Boulevard and to the 
Hollywood/Highland Station is not part of the Locally Preferred Alternative selected by the Metro Board of 
Directors.  Feasibility studies have been conducted by Metro that indicated that a future extension of light 
rail transit to Wilshire Boulevard is feasible.  Such a connection is included in the Strategic Element of 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in October 2009.  A separate planning process could 
explore a transit investment in the corridor if a future update to Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
identifies this as a funded project.   
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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-1312 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-399. Cheryl Soglasan. 
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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-1313 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-399. 
 
The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length of Crenshaw Boulevard 
would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for the project and financially 
infeasible.    
 
Please refer to Master Response 5 for 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-1314 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-400. Terry Song. 
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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-1315 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-400-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-400-B. 
 
Please see response to comment 30-400-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-400-C. 
 
The Exposition Light Rail Project is not part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Comments 
concerning the Exposition Light Rail Project should be directed to the Exposition Construction Authority.  
Information related to the Exposition Construction Authority is available at www.buildexpo.org. 
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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-1316 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-401. Marjorie Southern. 
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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-1317 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-401-A. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 4 regarding support for the People’s Choice Alternative. 
 
Response to comment 30-401-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The need for transit improvements within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor have been 
under study since 1993, whereas study for the Metro Exposition Line did not begin until 1999.  
 
Response to comment 30-401-C. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 9 for grade separations and environmental justice.  
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C R E N S H A W / L A X  T R A N S I T  C O R R I D O R  P R O J E C T  
Page K-1318 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-402. Jeanne Spain. 
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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-1319 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-1320 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-402. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 2 regarding comments pertaining to the effects of potential Maintenance 
Facility Site B or D. 
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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-1321 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-403. Lisa Stain. 
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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-1322 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-403. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Upon receipt of this letter, the commenter was added to the project mailing list and 
will be/was notified of all future updates. 
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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-1323 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-404. Makeba Stallings. 
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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-1324 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-1325 August 2011 

 
 



 
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-1326 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-404-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 7 for safety treatments and the 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 30-404-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for comments supporting a below-grade alignment 
along Crenshaw Boulevard.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length 
of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for 
the project and financially infeasible.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors, would enhance public transportation without adversely affecting 
the communities, safety, or noise levels within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor. 
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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-1327 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-405. Makeba Stallings. 
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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-1328 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-1329 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-1330 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-405-A. 
 
Same comment as 30-404-A.  See response to comment 30-404-A. 
 
Response to comment 30-405-B. 
 
Same comment as 30-404-B.  See response to comment 30-404-B. 
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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-1331 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-406. Tyrone Stallings. 
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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-1332 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-1333 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-406-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 7 for safety treatments and the 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 30-406-B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Master Response 1 for comments supporting a below-grade alignment 
along Crenshaw Boulevard.  The cost of constructing a fully grade-separated project along the entire length 
of Crenshaw Boulevard would be beyond the scope of Metro policies and the approved Metro budget for 
the project and financially infeasible.  The FEIS/FEIR determined that the Locally Preferred Alternative 
selected by the Metro Board of Directors, would enhance public transportation without adversely affecting 
the communities, safety, or noise levels within the Crenshaw/LAX 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-1334 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-407. Sybel Stanley. 
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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-1335 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-407. 
 
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 at-grade through portions of 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.  The 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 operation of the light rail system would not affect any restaurants, 
entertainment venues, or shopping destinations within the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor.   
 
Metro acknowledges that the construction of the light rail system would affect surrounding communities 
during construction.  Metro will coordinate with the surrounding residents and local businesses of the 
adjacent communities to minimize adverse effects to the extent feasible during construction.  Upon 
completion of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, operation of the light rail system would provide 
enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.   
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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-1336 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-408. George Starks. 

 



 
 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-1337 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-408. 
 
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-1338 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-409. Bruce Starrett. 
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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-1339 August 2011 

Response to comment 30-409. 
 
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-1340 August 2011 

COMMENT: 30-410. Bruce Starrett. 

 




