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Comment: 41-12. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 41-12A.  
 
The cost, constructability, safety, environmental and economic development benefits associated with 
linking proposed underground segments of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor with a below grade 
connection between 48th and 59th Streets on Crenshaw Boulevard was considered during the final design 
of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project.  While it was been determined an all underground 
alignment is physically feasible, the physical conditions and the lack of significant environmental impacts 
still do not require the alignment to be placed underground for the entirety of the alignment.  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 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 41-12B.  
 
Please refer to Master Response 3 regarding comments pertaining to support for an underground 
alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard due to children’s safety, traffic, and environmental justice concerns. 
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Comment 41-13. Clint Simmons. 
 
Response to comment 41-13A. 
 
Comment noted.  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. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
 
Response to comment 41-13B.  
 
The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw Boulevard, between 
39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion of these two 
underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria that examines each potential crossing for 
considering grade separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental 
impacts (such as traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice 
impacts), and Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.   
 
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 Draft 
EIS/EIR.  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 Draft EIS/EIR, 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.   
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Comment 41-14. Judi Redman. 
 
Response to comment 41-14A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 41-14B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 41-14-A.  A massive expansion of the bus system 
is not part of the Metro Long Range Plan.  Comments regarding this overall goal should be directed 
towards the long range planning process. 
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Comment 41-15. Julian Lamb. 
 
Response to comment 41-15A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 41-14-A.    
 
Response to comment 41-15B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would result in 
approximately 400 jobs per year over the five years that would be necessary to complete the project.  In 
addition, approximately 128 annual jobs would be created during the operation of the project.   
 
Response to comment 41-15C. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The BRU Clean Air and Economic Justice Plan is not part of the proposed project.   
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 41-16. Tom Burke. 
 
Response to comment 41-16A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  While the concerns of the commenter regarding seniors and bus service are not part 
of the proposed project, Metro will pass on the concerns to the customer relations department.   
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Comment 41-17. Vernard Johnson. 
 
Response to comment 41-17A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred 
alternative.  
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Comment 41-18. Gina Fields. 
 
Response to comment 41-18A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
  
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.   
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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Comment 41-19. Marcial Vassel. 
 
Response to comment 41-19A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Project would connect the Metro Exposition Line 
with the Metro Green Line. 
 
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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Comment 41-20. Dante Flores. 
 
Response to comment 41-20A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 4.14, Safety and Security, of the DEIS/DEIR determined that no adverse 
impacts to safety would occur from the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would provide lighting near station areas 
and security personnel to ensure that the line is part of a safe and secure system.     
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit 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. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
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Comment 41-21. Carol Tucker. 
 
Response to comment 41-21A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-22. Kevin Fridlington. 
 
Response to comment 41-22A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-23. Virginia Piper. 
 
Response to comment 41-23A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that an LRT system would be easier for blind and visually 
impaired to access and use. 
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Comment 41-24. Vincent Harris. 
 
Response to comment 41-24A. 
 
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. 
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Comment 41-25. Karen Ceasar. 
 
Response to comment 41-25A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 41-26. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 41-26A. 
 
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 Metro’s regional transit system (specifically, the 
Metro Green Line).   
 
Response to comment 41-26B.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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COMMENTS: 42-27 through 42-35 from the Inglewood High School Public Hearing 
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Comment: 42-27. Joel Rane. 
 
Response to comment 42-27A.  
 
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 42-27B.  
 
Comment noted.  The selected LPA includes two underground segments for light rail along Crenshaw 
Boulevard, between 39th Street and 48th Street and between 60th Street and Victoria Avenue.  The inclusion 
of these two underground segments follows a consistent application of criteria for considering grade 
separations for LRT.  These criteria include availability of right-of-way, environmental impacts (such as 
traffic impacts, visual impacts, impacts to historic resources, and environmental justice impacts), and 
Metro’s established Grade Separation Policy.  In locations where there is available right-of-way, where 
there is a lack of significant environmental impacts, or where conditions fail to meet the criteria of Metro’s 
Grade Separation Policy, the Light Rail Transit alignment is proposed to remain at grade.  The light rail 
alignment will have aerial crossings at Aviation Boulevard and Manchester Avenue and at La Brea Avenue 
and the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  A below-grade crossing at Centinela Avenue was carried 
forward for further consideration in the design process where it was determined that the lack of significant 
traffic impacts did not require the crossing to be grade separated. 
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Comment 42-28. Dante Flores 
 
Response to comment 42-28A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 4.14, Safety and Security, of the DEIS/DEIR determined that no adverse 
impacts to safety would occur from the construction and operation of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail 
Transit Project.  The Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would provide lighting near station areas 
and security personnel to ensure that the line is part of a safe and secure system.     
 
Response to comment 42-28B. 
 
The Crenshaw/LAX Transit 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. 

Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
 

Please Refer to Master Response 7 regarding safety treatments and approach to safety for the project. 
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Comment 42-29. Claydine Burt. 
 
Response to comment 42-29A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  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 Light Rail Transit Project, operation of the light rail 
system would provide enhanced access to members of the surrounding communities.  This enhanced 
access would occur along all portions of the alignment, particularly near station areas.   
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Comment 42-30. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 42-30A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 

Response to comment 42-30B.  
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 42-31. Alan Havens. 
 
Response to comment 42-31A. 
 
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. 
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Comment 42-32. Matthew Hetz. 
 
Response to comment 42-32A. 
 
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 42-32B.  
 
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 42-33. Cora Chong. 
 
Response to comment 42-33A. 
 
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. 
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Comment 42-34. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 42-34A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
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Comment 42-35. Hugh Brockington. 
 
Response to comment 42-35A. 
 
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.  
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COMMENTS: 43-36 through 43-56 from the Transfiguration Church Hall Public Hearing 
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Comment: 43-36. Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas. 
 
Response to comment 43-36A.  
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Metro acknowledges that the Light Rail Alternative would result in more 
construction jobs than the BRT Alternative.  Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the 
locally preferred alternative.  
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) estimated that 
approximately 7,800 jobs would be created by the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project.  This number 
reflects total jobs, which includes direct, indirect, and induced jobs.  Direct jobs are the result of (1) 
expenditures on capital investment, which primarily occur during the construction phase of the project 
and (2) ongoing operations of a transportation system, which include train operations, maintenance 
activities, and administration.  Indirect jobs occur through supporting industries, who supply goods and 
services to enable the direct spending and jobs.  This includes workers in industries supplying engines and 
equipment needed for building vehicles, guideways and station facilities.  Induced jobs are created through 
the re-spending of worker income on consumer goods and services which include food, clothing, shelter, 
recreation, and personal services.   
 
The estimated jobs created by the construction of Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project would be 400 annual jobs 
over the five-year construction period.  For comparative purposes, the 5.3-year construction period of the 
Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension, a similar light rail transit project that was recently completed, 
generated 432 annual construction jobs (full time equivalent worker hours).  The Gold Line Eastside 
Extension alignment is shorter than the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project, and the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Project could be expected to produce 10 to 20 percent more jobs during construction than the Gold Line 
Eastside Extension.  The 400 estimated annual jobs created during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Project represents a conservative estimate that is consistent with Metro Gold Line Eastside 
Extension construction data. 
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Comment: 43-37. Councilmember Bernard Parks. 
 
Response to comment 43-37A.  
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the views and input from the commenter as it is an important part of 
the planning process.  Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, of the Final EIS/EIR, 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.  There has been an extensive public outreach 
process where alternatives have been formulated, evaluated and refined.  The evaluation process has 
informed the affected residents of the relative impacts among options (alignment routes, vertical and 
horizontal alignments, station locations, etc.).  The Metro Board of Directors, in selecting an LPA, 
considered the engineering and environmental documentation, as well as public comments and concerns.  
As the commenter stated, all comments received during the public circulation period have been responded 
to in the FEIS/FEIR.  In instances where issues have arisen, design and alignment decisions have been 
revisited.  In instances where adverse effects have been identified, design options and mitigation measures 
have been formulated to reduce or eliminate potential impacts on adjacent communities, and on adjacent 
minority or low-income communities.  The City of Los Angeles agencies referred to by the commenter 
(CRA, Department of Transportation, and Planning Department) have been actively involved in the 
planning and development of the project. 
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Comment 43-38. Damien Goodmon. 
 
Response to comment 43-38A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 9 regarding grade separations and environmental justice. 
 
Response to comment 43-38B. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 12 regarding a Crenshaw/Vernon Station. 
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Comment 43-39. Gregory Freeman. 
 
Response to comment 43-39A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 6 regarding selection of the locally preferred alternative. 
 
Response to comment 43-39B.  
 
Construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project would result in approximately 400 jobs per 
year over the five years that would be necessary to complete the project.  In addition, approximately 128 
annual jobs would be created during the operation of the project.  Metro will be implementing a jobs 
program for all the Measure R construction projects.  The jobs program will be designed to maximize 
employment opportunities for residents living in the construction area, provide for apprenticeship 
opportunities, and reduce unemployment for Los Angeles County residents. 
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Comment 43-40. Barbara Lottholland. 
 
Response to comment 43-40A. 
 
Comment noted.  Bus service along Wilshire Boulevard is not part of the proposed project.  Comments 
concerning bus service along Wilshire Boulevard should be directed towards the Metro Passenger relations 
Department. 
 
Response to comment 43-40B. 
 
Comment noted.  Comments regarding the Metro Long Range Plan should be directed towards the 
long range planning process. 



 
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-1704 August 2011 

Comment 43-41. Clint Simmons. 
 
Response to comment 43-41A. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 1 Regarding support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
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Comment 43-42. Masa Alkire. 
 
Response to comment 43-42A. 
 
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 43-43. Andrea Canty. 
 
Response to comment 43-43A. 
 
Comment noted.  The large majority of community activities and events occur near Leimert Park or the 
Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plazas, both areas where the alignment is below grade and would not prohibit 
these events from occurring in the future.  Should future events occur in an area where the 
Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Line is operating at grade, either half of Crenshaw Boulevard could still be 
closed for a parade and the other side could maintain restricted traffic flow. 
 
Response to comment 43-43B. 
 
Please refer to Master Response 1 regarding general support for a below-grade alignment along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. 
 
Please Refer to Master Response 5 regarding traffic methodology and analysis. 
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Comment 43-44. Alan Havens. 
 
Response to comment 43-44A. 
 
Comment noted.  An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR to 
identify the transit alignment to be evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR.  The results of the Alternatives Analysis 
are presented in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the Draft EIS/EIR.  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 Draft EIS/EIR.  The Alternatives Analysis identified that one 
alignment be studied for further consideration based on the evaluation criteria.  This alignment begins at 
the southwest corner of the study area at the Imperial/Aviation Green Line Station and travels along the 
Harbor Subdivision Railroad Right-of-Way until it reaches Crenshaw Boulevard, where it would travel in 
the median of Crenshaw Boulevard and connect with the Metro Exposition Line or Wilshire Boulevard.   
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 Draft EIS/EIR.   
 
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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Comment 43-45. Linda Ricks. 
 
Response to comment 43-45A.  
 
A station community workshop took place to identify the community’s interests, particularly in regards to 
the location of the West Boulevard Station.  There were competing community interests regarding whether 
the station was located in the City of Inglewood, west of West Boulevard or in the City of Los Angeles, east 
of West Boulevard.  The community participation was included as part of the final evaluation for station 
locations.  The West Station will be located to the west of the Florence/West intersection, south of the 
BNSF Railroad tracks in the City of Inglewood.   
 




