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Response to comment S.20-5A. 
 
Comment noted.  The structure of the commenter have been noted and the attachments will be included 
as part of the administrative record.  
 
Response to comment S.20-5B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  An open process for consideration of a 
maintenance facility has been carried out.  Meetings were advertised.  Briefings were accommodated and a 
full 45-day comment period with full disclosures was conducted.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5E. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  It is noted that the comment acknowledges the 
presence of uses associated with Division 22 when the Fusion residential development was constructed 
and that the spatial layout of the residential community was developed in that environmental context. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5G. 
 
Comment noted.  The project has been developed in compliance with both CEQA and NEPA.  The proper 
noticing and consultation for the proposed project has been ongoing for an extended period of time 
allowing for disclosure to all affected parties to occur.  An extensive public outreach process has been 
implemented and the potential impacts of the proposed alternatives have been disclosed prior to decision 
making.  The environmental analysis covered all of the elements of a maintenance facility including those 
elements funded from other sources, such as a paint and body shop.  The examination of impacts is 
actually broader than the commenter suggests.  Segmentation would not apply to this condition.  
Thresholds, which have been identified in the document, are commonly used in the southern California 
region and are accepted by agencies with jurisdiction in their perspective environmental resources.  Please 
refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) as the 
site for the maintenance facility. 
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Response to comment S.20-5H. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5I. 
 
Comment noted.  The project has been developed in compliance with both CEQA and NEPA.  The proper 
noticing and consultation for the proposed project has been ongoing for an extended period of time 
allowing for disclosure to all affected parties to occur.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response 
regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5J. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5K. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro has not committed to part of the project which has been identified in the project 
description.  The environmental analysis covered all of the elements of a maintenance facility including 
those elements funded from other sources, such as a paint and body shop.  Please refer to Supplemental 
Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance 
facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5L. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro has not committed to part of the project which has been identified in the project 
description.  The environmental analysis covered all of the elements of a maintenance facility including 
those elements funded from other sources, such as a paint and body shop.  Please refer to Supplemental 
Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance 
facility.  The SDEIS/RDEIR identifies a need for a maintenance facility based on the requirements for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  The maintenance alternative sites have a base capacity to serve 
the need for established for the Crenshaw/LAX Line, except for the Division 22 Northern Expansion 
Alternative which has been identified as having constrained capacity.  The sites also have an identified 
expansion potential for the Crenshaw/LAX Line which would operate in conjunction with other planned 
and existing rail lines in the Long Range Transportation Plan for the horizon planning year of 2030.  The 
analysis of environmental impacts was based on a worst case assumption of 70 light rail vehicles to provide 
the most conservative estimation of impacts.  No segmentation of impacts has occurred for the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor maintenance facility .  If anything, the impacts have been overstated for 
the maintenance facility alternative sites because they are based on maximum future expansion potential.  
 
Response to comment S.20-5M. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro has not relied on another’s examination of effects under NEPA.  The commenter 
does not identify the reliance on “other’s” impacts that is implied by the comment so that Metro can 
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accurately respond to the comment.  Metro has identified all possible environmental effects of the 
proposed project which can be reasonably foreseen.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5N. 
 
Comment noted.  As stated in the description of alternatives, the SDEIS/RDEIR took into account the 
improvements to the existing Division 22 Maintenance facility and not just the additional acquisition of the 
3.5 acre parcel.  Therefore, the evaluation of impacts is not understated as suggested by the commenter.  
Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) 
as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
 
Response to comment S.20-5O. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  The alternative analysis identified a full range of 
alternatives that is consistent with the goals and objectives of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5P. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  The air quality analysis is evaluated for both the 
operation and construction of a maintenance facility.  The SDEIS/RDEIR is intended to be a reader 
friendly document and the technical analysis to support the air quality conclusions is found and referenced 
in the Technical Appendix.  Air quality thresholds are used to provide a meaningful evaluation of impacts 
of each of the maintenance site alternatives.  The summary of construction impacts the commenter refers 
to (Table S-8), takes into account both NEPA and CEQA analyses. Therefore, the table represents the worst 
case conclusions.  Significant impacts to localized concentrations are identified in the summary even 
though there is no impact to localized concentrations under NEPA for the Division 22 Northern Expansion 
Alternative.  Section 3.16 identifies impacts from localized concentrations for both NEPA and CEPA.  
Under NEPA (Table 3-42), the SDEIS/RDEIR correctly finds that no localized impacts would occur for the 
Division 22 Northern Expansion Alternative.  Under CEQA (Table 3-46), localized impacts would occur for 
the Division 22 Northern Expansion Alternative.  The emissions associated with the operation of a 
maintenance facility are not substantial enough to warrant a detailed health risk assessment.  The 
generator shown on the site plan is an emergency generator that would operate approximately one hour a 
month.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5Q. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  The assumptions stated to evaluate the noise 
impacts are stated in both the text and technical analyses contained in the technical appendix.  The 
methods used to evaluate impacts are consistent with both state and federal methodology.   
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Response to comment S.20-5R. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5S. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  The analysis of operational traffic impacts was 
based on a maintenance site facility that serves 70 light rail vehicles.  The construction effects are based on 
previous construction projects of a similar size and duration of construction.  
 
Response to comment S.20-5T. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility.  A cumulative analysis was completed in 
compliance with CEQA/NEPA which took into account the potential air quality effects that the commenter 
cites.  Based on the analysis, the project would not make a cumulatively considerable concentration to 
operational air quality.   
 
Response to comment S.20-5U. 
 
Comment noted.  The economic analysis was based on estimates of costs from lost property tax revenue 
and job loss.  This information was provided as a tool for comparison of the alternatives.  The additional 
revenue sources referred to by the commenter would not be adversely affected by the project based on the 
analysis of environmental effects.  A cost benefit analysis was not conducted for the maintenance site 
alternatives.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-5V. 
 
Comment noted.   
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COMMENT: S.20-6. Kevin Brogan, Hill, Farrer & Burrill. 
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Response to comment S.20-6A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6E. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-6G. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
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COMMENT: S.20-7. Cyndi Hench, Neighborhood Council of Westchester Playa. 
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Response to comment S.20-7A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  The optional Manchester Station was removed from consideration during the final 
design process because of low ridership projections.  The project has been designed to not preclude the 
inclusion of Manchester Station over the aerial crossing at a future time. 
 
Response to comment S.20-7B. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 
(Arbor Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-7C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comment S.20-7A. 
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COMMENT: S.20-8. Joe Ahn, Northrup Grumman. 
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Response to comment S.20-8A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-8B. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 

 
Response to comment S.20-8C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-8D. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 

 
Response to comment S.20-8E. 
 
Comment noted.   
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COMMENT: S.20-9. Michael H. Leifer, Palmieri, Tyler, Wiener, Wilhelm & Waldron. 
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Response to comment S.20-9A. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to Supplemental Master Response regarding the selection of Site #14 (Arbor 
Vitae/Bellanca) as the site for the maintenance facility. 
 
Response to comment S.20-9B. 
 
Comment noted.  Revised costs have been reflected Chapter 8.0 of the FEIS/FEIR for the Crenshaw/LAX 
Transit Corridor Project.  Comments will be accepted until the close of the comment period on April 11, 
2011. 
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COMMENT: S.20-10. Ismael Rodriguez, Sky One Federal Credit Union. 

 




