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K-132 August 2011 

Response to comment S.20-10A. 
 
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.20-10B. 
 
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.20-10C. 
 
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.20-10D. 
 
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.20-10E. 
 
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.20-10F. 
 
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.20-11. Ben Wong, Southern California Edison. 



 
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  
K-134 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  
K-136 August 2011 

Response to comment S.20-11A. 
 
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.20-11B. 
 
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.20-11C. 
 
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.20-11D. 
 
Comment noted.  Detailed utility relocations have been identified in the civil engineering drawings for the 
FEIS/FEIR for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.  Necessary utility relocations will result in 
consultation and coordination with the applicable organizations with authority over the utility prior to 
construction.   
  
Response to comment S.20-11E. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro will coordinate with SCE to identify opportunities to streamline permitting 
processes.   
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COMMENT: S.20-12. John S. Harmer, Southland Lumber & Supply Co. 
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Response to comment S.20-12A. 
 
The properties that the commenter refers to would not be acquired for the maintenance facility site 
alternatives or for the project as a whole.  The light rail line would operate at-grade within the Harbor 
Subdivision right-of-way when in the vicinity of the properties described.  No portal would be required in 
this area.   
 
Response to comment S.20-12B. 
 
The number of truck trips and construction equipment needed to construct the facility would not adversely 
affect the surrounding traffic circulation patterns.  Truck trips during construction are not anticipated to 
exceed eight per hour and would not degrade the level of service at surrounding intersections.  A traffic 
management plan to assure access to local roads and businesses would be implemented during the 
approximately two-year construction period.  These construction effects would be temporary and no 
adverse effects to traffic, circulation, and parking are anticipated.   
 
The traffic analysis for the project found that the operation of a maintenance facility site would generate a 
total of 21 trips during the morning peak hour (9 inbound/12 outbound) and 23 trips during the evening 
peak hours (13 inbound/10 outbound).  The proposed project would not create adverse traffic effects at the 
study intersections during the morning or the evening peak hours for the maintenance site alternatives. 
 
The light rail line would operate within the abandoned railroad right-of-way.  During the maintenance site 
selection process, no vacant land for a maintenance facility site was available that satisfied the evaluation 
criteria (which included size requirements and proximity to the rail line) identified through the selection 
process.  
 



 
 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  
K-139 August 2011 

COMMENT: S.20-13. Alexis Lantz, Los Angeles Bicycle Coalition. 
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Response to comment S.20-13A. 
 
Comment noted.  A revision to the FEIS/FEIR has been made to include the City of Los Angeles Bicycle 
Plan and the analysis of consistency with applicable policies.  The FEIS/FEIR discusses the street 
configuration for the at-grade portion of the alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard, which includes a 
discussion of bicycle lanes.  Consideration of bicycle linkages was incorporated in all stations along the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Project alignment.  The exact configuration of bicycle facilities will be determined 
final design of the project. Crenshaw Boulevard between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition 
Boulevard is currently identified as having potential for bike lanes in the City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle 
Network Plan. Potential Bicycle Lanes are described as “key corridors where bike lanes are desirable, but 
would require either roadway widening or the removal of travel lanes or on-street parking.” The description 
from the plan would also apply to the affected section of Crenshaw Boulevard.  Bicycle lanes are proposed 
to be added along Crenshaw Boulevard between 48th and 57th Streets.  The operation of the light rail line 
along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way would not affect designated bicycle facilities.  Parking 
demand for the project was estimated using a worst case scenario, which is equivalent to free parking.  
Should Metro choose to implement paid parking, the parking would be reduced and a lower level of 
impact would result.   
 
An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the DEIS/DEIR 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.  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.  Based on the results of this evaluation and public input received, 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).  
The BRT Alternative did not yield strong travel time benefits due to mixed-flow operation and the slow 
speeds required of BRT vehicles at un-gated crossings along the Harbor Subdivision railroad right-of-way.  
Additional traffic impacts would occur from the conversion of mixed flow lanes in narrow sections of 
Crenshaw Boulevard.   
 
Response to comment S.20-13B. 
 
Comment noted.  The analysis has been revised to include the Transportation element with the latest 2010 
City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan.  54th Street is the only designated bicycle lane on Crenshaw Boulevard that 
would intersect the project at-grade.  The project would not prohibit the use of this designated bicycle lane 
across Crenshaw Boulevard.  Please refer to response to comment S20.13A.   
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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  
K-144 August 2011 

Response to comment S.20-13C. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comment S.20-13A and B.  Prior to operation of the project, 
streets disrupted during construction would be restored at a minimum to the existing condition if no 
improvements are implemented.  Coordination with LADOT is ongoing and will continue throughout the 
construction of the project.   

Response to comment S.20-13D. 
 
Comment noted.  The project was analyzed for consistency with all of the policies identified by the 
commenter and no inconsistencies were found to occur.  A description of each individual policy within all 
of the jurisdictions of the alignment is not required.    
 
Response to comment S.20-13E. 
 
Comment noted.  The transit hubs identified by the commenter are beyond the scope of the project.  
Comments should be directed to the Metro Long Range Planning Department. 
 
Response to comment S.20-13F. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment S.20-13A. 
 
Response to comment S.20-13G. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment S.20-13A. 
 
Response to comment S.20-13H. 
 
Comment noted.  Please see response to comment S.20-13A. 
 
Response to comment S.20-13I. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please see response to comment S.20-13A. 
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K-145 August 2011 

COMMENT: S.20-14. Michael H. Leifer, Palmieri, Tyler, Wiener, Wilhelm & Waldron. 
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K-146 August 2011 
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K-150 August 2011 

Response to comment S.20-14A. 
 
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.20-14B. 
 
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 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.    
 
Response to comment S.20-14C. 
 
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.20-14D. 
 
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.20-14E. 
 
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.20-14F. 
 
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.20-14G. 
 
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.20-14H. 
 
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.20-15. Duncan Joseph Moore, Latham & Watkins. 
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