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Response to comment S.20-15A. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro appreciates the ideas of the commenter and public input is an important part of 
the planning process.  Please refer to responses to comments S.20-15B through S.20-15K. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15B. 
 
Comment noted. The comment states that specific physical building details, such as square footage, are 
necessary to assess impacts. This contention for a maintenance facility is incorrect. Impacts are driven by 
the number of cars serviced and stored and the overall size of the site.  This description allows for 
informed decision making.  Please refer to response to comment S.15-G for a discussion of demolition 
activity. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15C. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment states that the impacts of the relocated tenants/owners from the 
maintenance facility site need to be addressed. This is incorrect. Metro is providing relocation benefits per 
the Uniform Act.  It is speculative as to where the tenants would or could relocate. Metro is not required to 
address unknown speculative secondary effects. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15D. 
 
Comment noted.  Technical details are raised about the existing conditions. The uses displaced generate 
substantially more trips than the maintenance facility.  Traffic counts were taken during the pm peak hour 
on May 9, 2011.  The existing uses on the Site #14 – Arbor Vitae/Bellanca Alternative generated 147 
inbound and 258 outbound trips during the pm peak hour.  The maintenance facility is anticipated to 
generate 23 trips during the pm peak hour.  Under no circumstance, could there ever be a traffic impact. 
Because none of the four sites analyzed would have more traffic than existing conditions, these effects 
would not be used in determining a staff recommendation. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15E. 
 
Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comment S.20-15B.  The project analyzed consistency with all 
applicable plans and policies.  Had any inconsistencies been determined, they would have been stated.  No 
inconsistencies with land use policies were found.  The comment also states that the project does not 
respond to urban design requirements of the community plan.  The project is however only designed to 
the level of understanding if the site plan works on the allotted acreage.  The plans were developed only to 
the level to compare alternative sites and analyze impacts. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15F. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment asserts that the superior alternative was not disclosed and prejudices the 
staff recommendation.  The staff recommendation is based on variety of cost and feasibility factors to 
discern between the maintenance facility sites.  Environmental evaluation is just one of the considerations. 
The comparative effects of the alternatives have been presented in the document for consideration by the 
Board.   
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Response to comment S.20-15G. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment states that the air quality analysis is inadequate for not addressing site 
specific construction emissions, including the demolition of buildings.  The analysis provided in the 
SDEIS/RDEIR addresses, as required by SCQAMD, a worst case day, which is typically site grading and 
preparation and not the building demolition phase.  The construction thresholds established by the 
SCAQMD are based on pounds per day of emissions.  The project analysis was completed assuming that 
the maximum daily emissions would occur during the site preparation phase of construction activity.  Site 
preparation activity would utilize more equipment than demolition activity and would generate more 
fugitive dust emissions.  As an example, the SCAQMD has provide example emissions in Sample 
Construction Scenarios for Projects Less than Five Acres in Size (February 2005).  Although the project site 
is larger than five acres, the emissions from a five acre site can be used to compare relative demolition and 
grading emissions.  Localized demolition emissions are estimated at 19.7 pounds per day for CO, 43.9 
pounds per day for NOx, and 3.5 pounds per day for PM10.  Localized site preparation emissions are 
estimated at 43.6 pounds per day for CO, 101.7 pounds per day for NOx, and 10.4 pounds per day for 
PM10.  This example shows that localized emissions are typically higher for site preparation compared to 
demolition.  The project analysis assumed 75 truck trips per day.  It is not anticipated that this quantity of 
trucks would be exceeded during any construction phase.  
 
Response to comment S.20-15H. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment states that the Neutrogena research lab would be adversely affected by the 
project generated noise and vibration.  Neutrogena was noticed about the project and provided no 
comments or concerns.  It should noted that the Neutrogena facility is located directly beneath the LAX 
flight path and operates today with heavy air traffic passing approximately 200 feet above the facility. The 
cosmetics manufacturing facility has adapted to these significant existing environmental effects.   
 
Response to comment S.20-15I. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment states that there is no site specific geotechnical analysis.  This is 
inaccurate. A Phase I Assessment was prepared for the Site #14 – Arbor Vitae/Bellanca Alternative. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15J. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment states that the document does not indicate whether the maintenance 
facility's impacts are cumulatively considerable.  This assertion is not correct. That determination is made 
on page 3-121 of the SDEIS/RDEIR. The commenter also questions the depth of the analysis. As the Lead 
Agency, Metro has determined that the analysis presented allows a reasonable comparison of the 
environmental impacts of the alternative sites. 
 
Response to comment S.20-15K. 
 
Comment noted.  The comment references a staff recommendation report and does not address 
environmental issues/questions regarding the SDEIS/RDEIR. 
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Response to comment S.20-15L. 
 
Comment noted.  Metro has addressed the concerns of the commenter. 
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COMMENT: S.30-01.Steve Cady. 
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Response to comment S.30-1A. 
 
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.30-1B. 
 
Comment noted.  An Alternatives Analysis was completed during the preparation of the Draft EIS.EIR to 
identify the transit alternatives 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.  Based on the results of this analysis, a light rail transit 
alternative and a bus rapid transit alternative were determined to be the modes of transit capable of being 
supported by the Crenshaw Corridor.   
 
Response to comment S.30-1C. 
 
Comment noted.  The extension of the Red Line is not part of the proposed project.  Information on other 
Metro projects can be obtained at the Metro website at www.metro.net, under the Projects and Programs 
tab. 
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COMMENT: S.30-02.Becky Chan. 

 



 
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-172 August 2011 

 

 



 
 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-173 August 2011 

Response to comment S.30-2A. 
 
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.30-2B. 
 
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.30-03.Silvio Chianese. 

 




