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REVISED AND RECIRCULATED NOTICE OF PREPARATION

TO: Agencies, Organizations, and Interested Parties

FROM: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attn: Dolores Roybal-Saltarelli, Mailstop 99-22-4

SUBJECT: Revised and Recirculated Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report
PROJECT TITLE: Metro C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Project

NOTE: A Notice of Preparation (NOP) was sent out for the Project on April 12, 2010, however the
environmental process was suspended in 2012 due to funding shortfalls. The Project has now been
resumed due to funding availability through the passage of the Ordinance known as the Los Angeles
County Traffic Inprovement Plan (Ballot Measure M), which was approved by voters in 2016. The
purpose of this revised NOP for the Project is to inform the public of Metro’s decision to carry forward
into the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) the modified Alternative 1 (Metro Right-of-Way, with
one station at the Redondo Beach Regional Transit Center and a second station at the Torrance Regional
Transit Center) and Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Boulevard with a station at Hawthorne/ Artesia
Boulevards/South Bay Galleria and a second station at the Torrance Regional Transit Center). This
revised NOP also further explains the Project and the EIR process.

As the lead agency for the EIR, Metro will prepare a Draft EIR for the Project. Metro wants to know your
views as to the scope and content of the environmental information and any information germane to its
statutory responsibilities in connection with the Project. Responsible Agencies will need to use the
environmental documentation prepared by Metro when considering permits or other approvals for the
Project.

The Project description, location, and the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached

materials.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response should be sent at the earliest possible
date, and no later than March 15, 2021.

Please send your response to Dolores Roybal Saltarelli, Project Manager at the address shown above.
Agency responses must include the name of a contact person in your agency.

pate: | /2 9 (2.1 Signature JRJBALY %\MQ S‘M

Title M@M A
Telephone 2\3 ﬂ&g <£&%




REVISED AND RECIRCULATED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT

DATE: January 29, 2021
TO: AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INTERESTED PARTIES
SUBJECT: REVISED AND RECIRCULATED NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF A DRAFT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PROJECT TITLE: METRO C LINE (GREEN) EXTENSION TO TORRANCE PROJECT
FROM: LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (METRO)

PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: The Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Project (Project) is a proposed
light rail transit (LRT) line that would extend approximately 4.5 miles from the end of the existing Metro
C Line (Green) at the Redondo Beach (Marine) Station in Redondo Beach southeast towards Torrance.
The proposed LRT line would connect the Metro system farther into the South Bay, serving the cities of
Redondo Beach, Lawndale, and Torrance (Figure 1). The Project Area is primarily urbanized, with a wide
range of existing and planned land uses.

PROJECT INITIATION: Metro has initiated a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the C Line
(Green) Extension to Torrance Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Metro is the lead agency for the Project. The Draft EIR will be prepared in accordance with Section
15170 of the CEQA Guidelines.

The purpose of this revised Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to notify interested agencies and parties, local
jurisdictions, community organizations, and interested residents (collectively, interested parties) of the
preparation of the Draft EIR for the Project. This revised NOP is to solicit comments as to the scope and
content of the Draft EIR and potential environmental effects from the Project; invite public participation
in the Draft EIR scoping process; and announce the public scoping meetings.

PROJECT BACKGROUND: Metro initially completed an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for this corridor
in 2009, which studied transit alternatives along the Metro-owned Harbor Subdivision right-of-way
(ROW) connecting downtown Los Angeles, Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and the Ports of Los
Angeles and Long Beach. The AA identified the C Line (Green) Extension from Redondo Beach to
Torrance, utilizing the Metro ROW in the Harbor Subdivision Corridor, as the preferred route alternative.
LRT was identified as the preferred mode. On April 12, 2010, a NOP (the original NOP) was publicly
released, informing interested parties of Metro’s plans to prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS)/EIR studying the potential environmental benefits and impacts of the alternatives that
were prioritized in the AA and requesting input about the Project. Metro initiated analysis of No Build,
Transportation Systems Management, and LRT Alternatives along the ROW. However, after failure of a
proposed sales tax measure (Los Angeles County Ballot Measure J) in 2012, the Project was paused was
for lack of an available funding plan.



Figure 1. Project Area and Alternatives to be Studied in EIR
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After the passage of Measure M in 2016, Metro reinitiated the Project in spring 2017 with preparation
of a Supplemental AA (SAA). This SAA study focused on soliciting feedback from residents, business
owners, elected officials, stakeholder organizations, and others to refine and update alternatives
previously identified in the AA Study. The SAA also allowed Metro to update existing conditions of the
Project Area, which had changed since the earlier analysis began in 2010.

Refer to Figure 2 for a visualization of the timeline of the corridor and the studies described above.

Figure 2. Corridor and Project Studies Timeline
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Throughout 2017, the Metro project team used multiple iterations of feedback from interested parties
to guide the evaluation of additional light rail alternatives for consideration. As a result, the Metro
project team proposed various alignment and design options between the existing Redondo Beach
(Marine) C Line (Green) Station and the Torrance Transit Center. Based on that iterative outreach
process and further technical analysis, four Build Alternatives were prepared for analysis in the SAA.

Based on the technical evaluation in the SAA and input from interested parties, staff recommended the
following two alternatives to be carried forward into the Draft EIR for further analysis and refinement to
the Metro Planning and Programming Committee on September 19, 2018 (Refer to Figure 1):

e Alternative 1: Metro ROW and overcrossing, without a station at Manhattan/Inglewood (City
of Lawndale). Alternative 1 would follow the existing Metro ROW for the length of the Project.
When crossing Inglewood Avenue and Manhattan Beach Boulevard, this alternative would be in
a grade-separated configuration. Alternative 1 is most similar to the Light Rail Alternative
evaluated in the 2009 AA. Two stations are proposed: Redondo Beach Transit Center and
Torrance Transit Center.

e Alternative 3: Hawthorne to 190" Street, without a station at Hawthorne/166™. Alternative 3
would start within the existing Metro ROW and would leave the Metro ROW to parallel I1-405
(San Diego Freeway) between Inglewood Avenue and Hawthorne Boulevard. The alighment
would then travel along Hawthorne Boulevard between 162" Street in Lawndale and 190"
Street in Torrance before rejoining the Metro ROW. Two stations are proposed: South Bay
Galleria and Torrance Transit Center.



The Metro Planning and Programming Committee approved the Supplemental Alternatives Analysis and
these staff recommendations as described in the Board Report prepared for the September 19, 2018
meeting, which is available online or via the address provided in this NOP
(https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2018-0317/).

PROJECT GOALS: The Project will provide reliable transit service to meet the future mobility needs of
residents, employees, and visitors who travel within the South Bay subregion. This extended transit
service will increase mobility and connectivity for historically underserved, transit-dependent
communities; improve travel times on local and regional transportation networks; and accommodate
substantial future employment and population growth. Goals of the Project are:

e Goal 1: Provide Mobility Improvements

e Goal 2: Minimize Environmental Impacts

e Goal 3: Ensure Cost Feasibility and Financial Feasibility

e Goal 4: Support Local and Regional Land Use Plans and Policies
e Goal 5: Ensure Equity

PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED: The Project would operate along a 4.6-mile north-south corridor from
the existing Redondo Beach (Marine) C Line (Green) Station to the under-construction Torrance Transit
Center. The Project Area includes portions of the cities of Lawndale, Redondo Beach, Torrance, and
Hawthorne. However, the Proposed Project itself would only be located in the cities of Lawndale,
Redondo Beach, and Torrance.

A variety of land uses exist within the Project Area, including single- and multi-family residential
neighborhoods, office, commercial and warehousing districts, and industrial areas including oil
refineries.

The main purpose of the proposed improvements is to provide a reliable, high-frequency transit service
and improve mobility in southwestern Los Angeles County by enhancing the regional transit network in
the South Bay. Metro aims to provide more direct connections to regional destinations and between key
transit hubs/routes; provide an alternative mode of transportation for commuters who currently use
congested arterial roadways and freeways; improve transit accessibility and connectivity for residents of
communities along the corridor; and encourage a mode shift to transit, reducing air pollution and
greenhouse gas emissions.


https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2018-0317/

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Project proposes to develop two rail stations along the LRT line and
identifies transit-oriented community land use concepts and first/last mile pedestrian/bicycle
connectivity opportunities associated with the proposed stations. The Project will also include the
development of ancillary facilities such as traction power substations and grade separation structures.

Stakeholder coordination, design refinement, and impact assessment of the Project are ongoing. As a
result, there will continue to be Project design iteration. As such, it is anticipated that the Draft EIR
document may include, but is not limited to, variations to station number and locations; options for
vertical alignments; options for parking facilities; specific alignment refinements; ancillary
improvements; and leveraged improvements in collaboration with Metro’s local partners and
betterments to address these issues. Therefore, interested parties are advised to stay informed and
engaged with the numerous Project engagement and communication channels via the Project website
below.

The Project is identified in Metro's 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan, as amended, and is one of the
many transit projects funded by Measure R (November 2008) and Measure M (November 2016). The
Project will also rely on other funding sources. Subsequent projects by Metro or other agencies may tier
from this EIR.

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The purpose of the Draft EIR is to disclose the impacts of the Project on the
environment. Key CEQA environmental factors to be addressed include:

e Transportation

e lLand Use and Planning
e Population and Housing
e Aesthetics

e Air Quality
e Greenhouse Gas Emissions
e Noise

e Biological Resources

e Geology / Soils

e Hazards / Hazardous Materials / Wildfire
e Hydrology / Water Quality

e Utilities / Services Systems

e Energy

e Cultural Resources

e Tribal Cultural Resources

e Public Services / Recreation

Project design features and mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts during
construction and operation will be identified in the Draft EIR.



SCOPING MEETINGS: Virtual scoping meetings to accept both written and oral comments on the scope
of the Draft EIR will be held on the following dates and times:

Scoping Meeting # 1 Scoping Meeting # 2

Wednesday, February 24, 2021 Saturday, February 27, 2021

4:00 pm 11:00 am

Join Online: Join Online:

Link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86041198859 Link: https://us02web.zoom.us/|/82839902680
Phone: 646.558.8656 Phone: 646.558.8656

Code: 860 4119 8859 Code: 828 3990 2680

In addition, the Scoping Meeting presentation will be recorded and posted on the Project website where
it can be viewed at any time during the public comment period. Comments can be posted on the
webpage or sent to Metro via e-mail and conventional mail delivery.

The scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and objectives, Project Area, Project description, and the
environmental impacts to be evaluated will be presented at the public scoping meetings. Spanish
translation and speaking staff will be provided at all scoping meetings. Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) accommodations and other translations are available by calling (323) 466-3876 or California Relay
at 711 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting.

For those unable to attend the meetings, a video recording of the formal presentation will be made
available on the Project website within one week of the conclusion of the meeting series. For more
Project information, please visit www.metro.net/clineext.

COMMENT DUE DATE: In addition to oral comments accepted at the scoping meetings, written
comments on the scope of the Draft EIR, including the goals and objectives, Project Area and
description, environmental impacts to be evaluated, and methodologies to be used in the evaluation,
will be accepted. Metro does not anticipate extending the scoping comment period. Therefore, written
comments should be sent to Metro on or before March 15, 2021, at the postal address or e-mail address
below.

ADDRESS: Written and oral comments will be accepted at the public scoping meetings or they may be
sent to Dolores Roybal Saltarelli, Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-4, Los
Angeles, CA 90012, or via e-mail at greenlineextension@metro.net.



https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fus02web.zoom.us%2Fj%2F86041198859&data=04%7C01%7Cdeborah.roberts%40stvinc.com%7C39db2fa0607f4046c45f08d8b3568371%7C7e24c8b1662f487d82acbbeb898cc172%7C0%7C0%7C637456531448592644%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=KkE5z0HHNv7qT7Q%2F3OIe%2FLEIeEkv3JugymVuPW%2FtcJE%3D&reserved=0
https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fus02web.zoom.us%2Fj%2F82839902680&data=04%7C01%7Cdeborah.roberts%40stvinc.com%7C39db2fa0607f4046c45f08d8b3568371%7C7e24c8b1662f487d82acbbeb898cc172%7C0%7C0%7C637456531448602639%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=uAMaNpkUIMX7sS4kGSqhrgB5ObPHOtuLzCC1DjCm8uk%3D&reserved=0
http://www.metro.net/clineext
mailto:greenlineextension@metro.net
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C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
Draft Environmental Impact Report January 2023

1 INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has initiated a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Project (Project)
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Metro is the lead agency for the Project. The
Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend approximately 4.5 miles from the end of the
existing Metro C Line (Green) in Redondo Beach southeast to Torrance. The proposed light rail line
would connect the Metro system further into the South Bay with connections to the K (Crenshaw), J
(Silver) and A (Blue) Lines. The Project Area is primarily urbanized, and includes portions of the Cities of
Lawndale, Redondo Beach, and Torrance (Figure 1). The Project has evolved over the years, based on
several planning studies, which are discussed in greater detail in the Alternatives Considered &
Dismissed Report (Metro, 2023).

In January 2021, Metro issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) initiating the Scoping process under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Scoping Review Period commenced on January 29,
2021, and ended on March 29, 2021 for a 60-day comment period.

Scoping is one of the first steps in the environmental review process where criteria are identified that
will be used to evaluate the Project in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Scoping is the process of
soliciting comments on the scope, content, and information that should be considered as a part of the
Draft EIR. Metro, as the lead agency, invited all interested individuals, organizations, public agencies and
Native American Tribes to provide comments.

The outreach report summarizes both the Scoping efforts and comments received during the 60-day
Scoping Review Period. It includes five main sections and appendices, as described below:

> Section 1: Introduces the report, describes the purpose of Scoping and an overview of the Project,
and includes information on the Notice of Preparation (NOP).

> Section 2: Provides information on the Scoping process, agency roles, cooperating agencies, tribal
consultation, legally required notification methods, and public agency participation.

> Section 3: Provides an overview of the public comment themes received and comments from
agencies during the 60-day Scoping Review Period. Full comments received during the Scoping
Review Period are included as appendices to this report.

> Section 4: Provides an overview of participation at the Public Scoping Meetings.
> Section 5: Provides an overview of the next steps in the environmental process.

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic and LA County Safer at Home Orders, the Public Scoping Meetings for
the Project were held virtually on Zoom to allow the public to attend the meetings and provide public
comments virtually. In addition to the virtual Public Scoping Meetings, a virtual online presentation was
developed to allow the public access to materials, interactive maps and Project information online
throughout the Scoping Review Period with the online platform, ArcGIS StoryMap. To allow the public
sufficient opportunity to comment on the Project during the COVID-19 restrictions, the public review
period was extended from an initial closing date of March 15, 2021, to March 29, 2021.

Appendices consist of all the supporting materials used during Public Scoping Meetings as well as copies
of comments received. The appendices also include copies of the NOP, meeting materials provided at
the Agency and Public Scoping Meetings, newspaper and social media advertisement results and other
supporting materials.
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C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
Draft Environmental Impact Report January 2023

Metro anticipates completing and releasing the Draft EIR for public review and comment in early 2023,
followed by public hearings in the Project area to gather community input on the Draft EIR.

1.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW
1.1.1 Project Area

The Project is an approximately 4.5-mile light rail extension that would run from the existing Metro
Redondo Beach (Marine) Station to the new Torrance Transit Park and Ride Regional Terminal (Torrance
Transit Center) within portions of the Harbor Subdivision Corridor (an existing freight corridor). The
Project Area includes portions of the cities of Lawndale, Redondo Beach, Torrance and Hawthorne.
However, the Project itself would only be located in the cities of Lawndale, Redondo Beach and
Torrance.

A variety of land uses exist within the Project Area, including single- and multi-family residential
neighborhoods, office, commercial and warehousing districts, and industrial areas including oil
refineries. Metro is evaluating three alignments, which are described in detail in the Draft EIR, and
illustrated in the Urban Design Report and Advanced Engineering Drawings, posted to the project
website.
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C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
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Figure 1. Project Map and Project Area
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C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
Draft Environmental Impact Report January 2023

1.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION, FUNDING, AND OBJECTIVES

The Project proposes to extend the existing C (Green) Line Extension 4.5 miles south to Torrance and
provide two new light rail stations. The Project would also include the development of ancillary facilities
such as Traction Power Substations (TPSS) to power the trains, support structures, crossing
improvements, and other support structures and systems.

The Project is identified in Metro's 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan, as amended, and is one of the
many transit projects funded by Measure R (November 2008) and Measure M (November 2016). The
Project will also rely on other funding sources.

The Project would provide reliable transit service to meet the future mobility needs of residents,
employees, and visitors who travel within the South Bay subregion. This extended transit service would
increase mobility and connectivity for historically underserved, transit-dependent communities; improve
travel times on local and regional transportation networks; and accommodate substantial future
employment and population growth. General goals of the Project include:

> Improve mobility in the South Bay and encourage a mode shift by introducing frequent, reliable
transit service to meet growing transportation needs;

> Provide more equitable access to regional destinations by improving connection to the Metro rail
network;

> Avoid and minimize environmental impacts;
> Provide a cost effective project; and,

> Reduce air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions by making transit a more viable transportation
choice.

2 SCOPING PROCESS
The following list summarizes the activities completed at the start and during the Scoping process for
the Project. The activities included:

> Filing a NOP with the County Clerk/Recorder of Los Angeles County and with the State Clearinghouse
to formally initiate the CEQA process of the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR);

> Placing NOP notices in newspapers of general circulation;

> Mailing the NOP to potentially affected government agencies, residents, tribal groups, and
businesses to advise them of Project initiation and to invite participation in Public Scoping Meetings;

> Translating key documents from English to Spanish;
> Holding meetings with potentially affected and/or interested parties in the Project Area; and,

> Recording comments that were received at, and subsequent to, the virtual agency and Public
Scoping Meetings.

Comments received during the Scoping process become part of the public record as documented in this
Scoping summary report. The comments and questions received during the Scoping process will be
reviewed and considered by Metro and will be used in determining the appropriate scope of issues to be
addressed in the Draft EIR.
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C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
Draft Environmental Impact Report January 2023

The first step in the Draft EIR or Scoping process for this Project was the filing of a NOP (California Code
of Regulations, Title XIV, Division 6, Chapter 3 (“CEQA Guidelines”), Section 15082). The NOP was filed
with both the Los Angeles County Clerk and State Clearinghouse on January 25, 2021. The NOP provided
notice for responsible agencies (the three cities along the corridor and Caltrans) and members of the
public to transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 45 days of receipt of the NOP from the
lead agency. A Lead Agency is defined by the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15367, as the public agency with
the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a Project. As the Lead Agency for the Project,
Metro is responsible for preparing an EIR. The NOP public comment period was subsequently extended
an additional 14 days. The NOP, supplemental documents, and distribution list are available in Appendix
B of this report.

The Scoping process is required by policies set forth in CEQA. Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines
requires that a lead agency shall hold at least one Public Scoping Meeting if the proposed Project is of
statewide, regional or area-wide significance. Scoping is the process used to seek agency and public
feedback on the scope of the Draft EIR. The Scoping process inherently emphasizes early consultation
with resource agencies, other state and local agencies, tribal governments and cooperating and
responsible agencies. Metro invited all interested individuals, organizations, public agencies and Native
American Tribes to comment on the scope of the Draft EIR, to identify the range of issues pertinent to
the Project and feasible alternatives or mitigation measures to avoid potentially significant
environmental effects.

The purpose of Scoping for this Project is to:
> ldentify key issues to focus the analysis;
> |dentify a reasonable range of alternatives and options;
> Obtain input from other public agencies; and,
> ldentify ways to avoid or reduce environmental impacts; and,
> Inform the agency decision-making process.

2.1 ScoprING REVIEW PERIOD AND NOTIFICATION

Per CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082, Scoping is required when preparing a Draft EIR. At least one Public
Scoping Meeting is required as part of the environmental review process outlined in the regulations. Per
CEQA requirements, Metro notified the federal, state, county and city agencies within the Project Area,
including responsible agencies, public agencies that have legal jurisdiction with respect to the Project,
trustee agency, those public agencies having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by the
Project that are held in trust for the people of the State of California and other organizations or
individuals that requested notice. A copy of the NOP was filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk and
State Clearinghouse. Additionally, as a courtesy, tribal groups were notified by email and mail of the
NOP and Public Scoping Meetings. Pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section 21092, Legal
advertisement notices were published in four newspapers of general circulation in the Project area, and
15,456 notices were mailed to property and business owners located within 750 feet from the proposed
alternative alignments.
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2.2 LEGAL ADS — NEWSPAPERS

As required by CEQA Guidelines, Section 15087, legal advertisement notification of the Scoping period
and Public Scoping Meetings for the Project was conducted in areas affected by the Project. Scoping
notices were published in four newspapers of general circulation in the affected areas as required by
Section 6061 of the Government Code. The four publications listed in Table 1 were selected because
they were the highest circulation newspapers within communities located in the Project Area. All legal
ads and proof of publication certificates are located in Appendix B of this report.

Table 1. Legal Ads

Publication Date
Los Angeles Times January 29, 2021
La Opinion January 29, 2021
Daily Breeze January 29, 2021
Herald Publications January 29, 2021

2.3 AGENCY NOTIFICATION

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082 requires that if a lead agency (Metro) determines that a Draft EIR is
required for a Project, the lead agency shall immediately send notice of that determination by certified
mail or an equivalent procedure to each responsible agency, the Office of Planning and Research, and
trustee agencies.

Once notified, those agencies shall specify to the lead agency environmental information related to their
agency’s area of statutory responsibility concerning the scope and content of the Draft EIR. The
information shall be specified in writing and shall be communicated to the lead agency no later than 30
days after the date of receipt of the notice of the lead agency’s determination.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082 further requires the lead agency (Metro) to provide notice of at least
one Public Scoping Meeting to any county or city that borders on a county or city within which the
Project is located. Metro mailed certified letters, including a copy of the NOP, inviting relevant public
agencies to participate in the Scoping process. Please see Section 2.6 below for more information on the
Agency Scoping Meeting.

2.4 MAILING AND OTHER NOTIFICATION METHODS

To maximize public awareness, a variety of notification methods were implemented in advance of the
Public Scoping Meetings. These included:

> Mailing bilingual (English/Spanish) notices to 15,456 addresses;
> Distributing electronic noticing to the Project database of over 1,300 contacts;

> Distributing 6,500 flyers door-to-door within the communities of Lawndale, Redondo Beach and
Torrance;

> Purchasing three geo-targeted social media advertisements and two event posts on Facebook
generating a total reach of 47,573 people and impressions of 129,540;
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> Displaying advertisements in local Division 18 Metro bus lines operating in the South Bay
communities;

> Advertisements on Metro’s Project website;

> Presenting to various community groups, business groups, councils of governments, elected officials,
and neighborhood councils throughout the Project Area; and,

> Obtaining paid media advertisements and earned media through organic publicly gained media,
including stories from local blogs, print, and online newspapers advertising the meetings, including
the Daily Breeze, Beach Reporter, Easy Reader, The Source, Daily News and South Bay Watch as
listed in Table 2.

Table 2. Display Ads

Publication Date
Beach Reporter February 18, 2021
Easy Reader February 18, 2021
Daily Breeze February 18, 2021

All forms of noticing provided information on the Project and/or meeting details (dates, times, links, and
in-language services) as well as contact information for accessing additional Project details. Additionally,
notices provided information on the public comment period deadline and the various ways the public
could submit comments for consideration in the Draft EIR.

All meeting notices were produced in English and Spanish, including mailing to a total of 15,456 property
owners, business owners and non-owner-occupied residents, located within at minimum 750 feet from
each of the alignment alternatives. Notification efforts also included communicating via email with over
1,300 interested contacts in the Project’s database that included contact names, organizations (if any),
mailing addresses, email addresses and also included contact information for all federal, state and local
elected offices and city staff within the Project Area.

In addition to legally required notification, other noticing methods included social media advertisements
and meeting flyer distribution by Metro, local cities and other elected officials within the Project Area.
Print and online media notifications were also provided throughout the Project Area during the 60-day
Scoping Review Period. Additional information about these notification methods is available in
Appendix B of this report.

Metro extended the 46-day Scoping Review Period for an additional 14 days (60 days total) — officially
ending the Scoping Review Period on March 29, 2021. To notify the public and communities within the
Project, Metro distributed an additional 23,750 flyers on March 15, 2021, with details on the extended
review period, details on the Project and how to submit comments. Additionally, Metro notified the
public by email with details on the extended review period and advertised the extension on Metro’s
Project website. The figures below include the areas where both flyer distributions and postcard mailing
were distributed.

Page 9
@ Metro



C Line (Green) Extension to Torrance Scoping Summary Report
Draft Environmental Impact Report January 2023

Figure 2. Scoping Notification Flyer Map and Postcard Mailing Maps
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2.5 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY, AND METRO’S PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

During the Scoping process, accommodations were made to expand access for participants with limited
English proficiency (LEP) and within environmental justice (EJ) communities, following Federal

standards. Bilingual Scoping notices were developed and distributed through several different methods,
including mail delivery, flyer delivery, email, newspaper advertisements and geo-targeted social media.

Materials were developed in English and Spanish, and translation request forms were made prior to
each of the two virtual Public Scoping Meetings, including the online StoryMap presentation. Meeting
times and materials were selected to allow for greater participation of historically under-served, low-
income and hard-to-reach communities. All materials were tailored to reach LEP individuals, given the
demographics within the Project Area. Additionally, Public Scoping Meeting notices included the Metro
LEP phone number, which gives the public the ability to make Metro aware of any language or
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accommodations required for attendance at any of the Public
Scoping Meetings. A Spanish-language interpreter with simultaneous interpretation via Zoom was
present at each of the two virtual Public Scoping Meetings held during the Scoping Review Period.

Non-traditional targeted community outreach efforts, such as pop-up events, walking tours and in-
person intercepts were not completed during the Scoping Review Period due to the LA County Safer at
Home orders. To ensure participation of LEP and EJ communities, Metro made extra efforts in notifying
communities of the Public Scoping Meetings and Scoping Review Period and developed a separate
online StoryMap presentation in Spanish to elicit feedback regarding the Project from LEP individuals, as
well as to broaden the dialogue about the Project with the general public. The online StoryMap
presentation was available for review in English and Spanish throughout the Scoping Review Period.
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Additionally, the Scoping Review Period was extended from 46-days to 60-days to provide adequate
opportunity for review of materials and to provide feedback during the COVID-19 pandemic.

2.6 AGENCY SCOPING MEETING

Prior to the two virtual Public Scoping Meetings, cities, agencies and affected jurisdictions within the
Project Area were invited to a virtual agency specific Scoping Meeting, held on February 23, 2021 via
Zoom. The purpose of the meeting was to provide cities and agencies with a Project update, opportunity
to provide feedback and ask clarifying questions and inform them of the Scoping Review Period and
upcoming meetings. At the Agency Scoping Meeting, Project staff presented identical information that
was provided during the Public Scoping Meetings. Cities and agencies later submitted formal written
comments on behalf of their city or agency during the official Scoping Review Period. Those comments
can be found in Appendix A and are discussed later in Chapter 4.1 of this report. The agencies in
attendance included:

> City of Lawndale

> City of Redondo Beach

> City of Torrance

> South Bay Cities Council of Governments
2.7 TRIBAL CONSULTATION

In accordance with California Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), which, among other things, resulted in updates to
the CEQA Guidelines Initial Study Checklist to include questions related to impacts to tribal cultural
resources, Metro, prior to the release of the NOP, notified Native American tribes traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed Project. Consultation with an affiliated
tribe is required within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation. Metro notified the following
tribal organizations, Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel
Band of Mission Indians, Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal
Council, Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians and Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians.
The outreach letter mailed by Metro and response from the Native American Heritage Commission can
be found in Appendix B of this report.

2.8 KEY STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS

Prior to and during the Public Scoping Meetings, Metro presented the Project to key stakeholder
organizations within the Project Area. The purpose of these meetings was to present an update on the
Project, provide opportunity for feedback and provide information that can be shared with key
stakeholder’s members and constituents. Table 3 summarizes the various chambers of commerce,
neighborhood associations and other associations at each of the meetings.
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Table 3. Key Stakeholders

#

Organization Meeting Date
1. South Bay Association of Realtors — Government Affairs Committee January 5, 2021
2. Metro South Bay Service Council January 8, 2021
3. South Bay Cities Council of Governments — Transportation Committee January 11, 2021
4. Redondo Beach Unified School District Board Meeting January 12, 2021
5. Torrance Chamber of Commerce — Government Affairs Policy Committee January 14, 2021
6. North Torrance Neighborhood Association January 14, 2021
7. Redondo Beach Rotary Club January 20, 2021
8. South Bay Galleria January 26, 2021
9. Redondo Beach Chamber of Commerce — Government Relations Committee January 26, 2021
10. Torrance Transportation Council Committee February 2, 2021
11. South Bay Association Chambers of Commerce February 2, 2021
12. North Redondo Beach Business Association February 11, 2021
13. South Bay Cities Council of Governments Board Meeting February 25, 2021

3 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING ACTIVITIES AND OUTCOMES

3.1 PusLIc SCOPING MEETINGS

Due to the LA County Safer at Home orders and in accordance with CEQA guidance, Metro conducted
one Agency Scoping Meeting and two Public Scoping Meetings virtually on Zoom during the 60-day
Scoping Review Period. Notification of the meetings was conducted in compliance with CEQA guidelines
and as outlined in Sections 1 and 2 of this report. More information on the meetings, included meeting
dates and attendance can be found in Table 3 of Section 3.2.

All virtual Public Scoping Meetings were held in the same format consisting of a presentation on the
Project, alternatives considered and environmental process, followed by a public comment period
where individuals from the public could virtually raise their hands and provide oral comments for the
record. For those choosing not to speak publicly, a Q&A chat feature was enabled during the meeting for
the public to write in comments and ask clarifying questions directly on the Zoom platform. Additionally,
a phone number was made available during the meeting so that those dialing in on their phones could
provide text comments.

An online StoryMap presentation was developed and made available throughout the Scoping Review
Period that provided information on the Project, environmental process and interactive maps of the
alternatives, connections to local and regional transit and destinations. The online StoryMap
presentation was made available in both English and Spanish. Figure 2 below provides a screenshot of
the StoryMap made available during the public review period and included in notices to the public. The
StoryMap allowed the public to view materials traditionally made available only during in-person
settings at the public’s convenience and from the safety of their homes. This format continued to
support Metro’s goal of providing a safe and equitable environment for all participants and viewpoints
and was viewed by over 825 participants.
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Figure 4. Online StoryMap Presentation
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Materials provided at all the Public Scoping Meetings and online StoryMap presentation included the
Project update video, Project alternative maps, environmental process information and examples of
light rail amenities and features within the Metro rail network. All materials provided at the meetings,
including the presentation, were also made available on the Project website (metro.net/clineext).
Government agencies elected officials and special districts (such as public utilities, school districts and
Los Angeles World Airport) were also invited to attend any of the two virtual Public Scoping Meetings
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and the online StoryMap presentation. Table 4 summarizes the various government agencies, elected
officials and special districts represented at each of the meetings.

Table 4. Government Agencies, Elected Officials, and Special Districts Represented at the Public
Scoping Meetings

Meeting

Representative Organization

Public Scoping Meeting —
February 24, 2021

California Public Utilities Commission
City of Lawndale

e City of Redondo Beach

e City of Torrance

e Lawndale Mayor Robert Pullen-Miles

e lLawndale City Councilmember Pat Kearney

e  Metro South Bay Service Council

e Office Los Angeles County Supervisor Janice Hahn
e Redondo Beach City Councilmember Christian Horvath
e South Bay Cities Council of Governments

e Torrance Unified School District

Public Scoping Meeting — e Centinela Valley Union High School District
February 27, 2021 e City of Torrance

e El Camino College

e Lawndale Mayor Robert Pullen-Miles

e Lawndale City Councilmember Bernadette Suarez
e Office Los Angeles County Supervisor Janice Hahn
e Torrance City Councilmember Sharon Kalani

3.2 PuBLIC PARTICIPATION

A total of 387 stakeholders attended the virtual Public Scoping Meetings and over 825 stakeholders
visited the online StoryMap presentation. A total of 288 comments were received at the Public Scoping
Meetings via verbal public comment and written comment through the Zoom desktop and mobile
features and via text message. Table 5 breaks down the number of comments received. Due to the
virtual settings, sign-in sheets were not available during the Public Scoping Meetings.

Table 5. Key Stakeholders

Meeting Date No. Of No. of Comments
Attendees

Agency Scoping Meeting Tuesday, February 23, 2021 15 Summarized below

Public Scoping Meeting #1 Wednesday, February 24, 2021 233 Speakers: 44
Written Comments:
136

Public Scoping Meeting #2 Saturday, February 27, 2021 139 Speakers: 45
Written Comments:
63

Totals 387 288
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4 SUMMARY SCOPING REVIEW PERIOD COMMENTS

Throughout the duration of the Scoping Review Period, a total of 669 comments were received through
six methods, including via the Project email address, the Project website, written public meeting
comments, oral public meeting comments, mailed letters and through the Project phone line. The
sections below provide a breakdown of these comments by source, which communities they address,
environmental categories, their relation to route alignments and whether they are from
agencies/elected offices.

A breakdown of the number of comments collected via each method are included below:
> 310 comments via email;
> 32 comments via a comment form on the Project website (Wufoo);
> 6 comments via letters;
> 33 calls via the information phone line; and,
> 288 written and oral public comments at the Public Scoping Meetings.

Figure 5. Comments by Source
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Additionally, a number of comments were received from the Facebook posts and ads to notify the
community about the Public Scoping Meetings and information on the Project. A total of 59 comments
were received via social media.

4.1 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM AGENCIES

Per CEQA requirements, responsible and trustee agencies were provided with enough information on
the Project and potential environmental effects to enable them to provide a meaningful
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response/comment related to their areas of statutory responsibility. A total of 12 agency comments
were submitted during the comment period.

Table 6. Agency Comments

#

Agency Date Submitted
1. Native American Heritage Commission January 29, 2021
2. County of Los Angeles Fire Department February 24, 2021
3. California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7 February 25, 2021
4, City of Torrance March 3, 2021
3. South Coast Air Quality Management District March 9, 2021
5. South Bay Cities Council of Governments March 9, 2021
6. Southern California Association of Governments March 15, 2021
7. County of Los Angeles Sheriff Department March 15, 2021
8. County of Los Angeles Sanitation Districts March 15, 2021
9. City of Redondo Beach March 16, 2021
10. Office of Congressmembers Ted Lieu and Maxine Waters March 17, 2021
11. California Public Utilities Commission March 25, 2021

The following are sample excerpts from feedback received from agencies:
Native American Heritage Commission

> Provided general guidelines and recommendations for compliance with AB 52, SB 18, other
applicable laws and cultural resources assessments.

County of Los Angeles Fire Department
> LAFD will reserve their comments until the Draft EIR is released.
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7

> Caltrans does not anticipate impacts to existing State transportation facilities with Alternative 1
(Metro ROW).

> Significantly more review and coordination will be needed if Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) is
chosen. Specifically, the section between Inglewood Avenue and Hawthorne Boulevard.

City of Torrance

> The City of Torrance supports Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) to utilize the existing railroad right-of-way.
Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) should consider potential impacts in the Draft EIR, including air quality
and greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and safety, hydrology and water quality, noise and vibration
and public services and recreation.

> The City of Torrance strongly opposes Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) as it would cause significant
negative impacts in Torrance. Specifically, impacts to consider include aesthetics, air quality and
greenhouse gas emissions, noise and vibration, public services, traffic and transportation, hazards
and safety and the local economy. Other impacts from Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) for
consideration in the Draft EIR, include land use and planning, hydrology and water quality and
economic impacts.
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South Coast Air Quality Management District

> Recommends the Project to use South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook and CalEEMod
software when preparing air quality and GHG analyses.

South Bay Cities Council of Governments

> Recommends the Project be prioritized to meet the 2028 Olympics opening date ahead of the
Measure M expenditure plan deadline of 2033.

> Recommends the Project consider all feasible profiles and stations requested by local jurisdictions
and studied in the Draft EIR.

> Consider evaluating circulation and access to the stations being evaluated for each alighment,
including evaluation of a non-pedestrian connection between the proposed South Bay Galleria
station and the existing Redondo Beach Transit Center. Consider an adequate parking structure at
the Torrance Transit Center.

> Recommends negotiations begin early for use of the shared freight tracks south of 190" Street.

> South Bay Cities COG will provide comments on the Project alternatives upon release of the Draft
EIR.

Southern California Association of Governments
> Recommends the Project is consistent with SCAG’s Connect SoCal strategies and goals.
County of Los Angeles Sheriff Department

> The Lawndale service area could be negotiated through a contract extension between Metro and
Transit Services Bureau for patrol of potential station(s) in Lawndale.

> The Redondo Beach and Torrance stations would be overseen by the Redondo Beach Police
Department and Torrance Police Department, respectively.

> Recommends study of cumulative impacts and public safety concerns based on an increase of the
daytime population in the corridor communities.

> Recommends security measures at stations, including lighting, security cameras, visibility of
entrances and exits and illuminated signage.

> Consider Crime Prevention Thru Environmental Design (CPTED), including defensible space,
territoriality, surveillance, lighting, landscaping and physical security.

County of Los Angeles Sanitation Districts

> The Project may impact existing facilities but cannot issue detailed responses until Project plans
have been submitted for review.

City of Redondo Beach

> The City of Redondo Beach opposes Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) due to potential impacts affecting
quality of life and property value to private homeowners along the ROW.

> Recommends study of an elevated alignment along Hawthorne Boulevard in Alternative 2
(Hawthorne Blvd).
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> Requests further study and consideration of significant impacts, including liquid petroleum pipeline
hazards and hazardous materials, noise and vibration, land use and planning, public services and
transportation. Other issues to consider include aesthetics and public art requirements.

Office of Congressmembers Ted Lieu and Maxine Waters

> Requests that the Project expedite the completion and opening of the Project to meet the Twenty-
Eight by ‘28 initiative by opening the Project to serve the 2028 Summer Olympics.

> Commends Metro on the outreach conducted to-date and expresses gratitude to regional elected
officials and community stakeholders.

California Public Utilities Commission
> Provides potential rules, regulations and design criteria to ensure the Project is in compliance.

> Consider potential impacts to the heavily used roadway network, at-grade and grade-separated
crossings and pedestrian paths of travel through stations.

City of Lawndale

> Concerned the Project will have irreversible and significant impacts to the City. Concerns that the
City’s requests that the Project not be constructed or, if constructed, all impacts to Lawndale
residents be mitigated.

> The City’s preference is that no Project be studied in Lawndale.

> Specific Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) impacts and concerns include: undergrounding option in
Lawndale, noise and vibration, increased traffic, pedestrian and traffic safety issues due to partial at-
grade and at-grade crossings and business impacts to the City’s largest sales tax generator.

> Specific Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) impacts and concerns include: removal of landscaping
improvements, parking, businesses and property encroachments.

> Consider additional impacts and further studies to aesthetics, air quality, Artesia Boulevard
overpass, baseline conditions, lack of community input, Project description, landscaping, geologic,
hazards and hazardous materials, land use, Manhattan Beach Boulevard overpass, noise, pathways,
CEQA piecemealing, population and housing, significant environmental effects,
traffic/transportation study, water quality, vibration, noise from relocating existing BNSF freight
lines and trenching alternative.

4.2 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM STAKEHOLDER GROUPS

The following comments were submitted by eight stakeholder groups, including local businesses,
homeowners’ associations, special associations and other groups. The excerpts below highlight key
themes in each of the comments submitted.

Caring Transitions South Bay/PV
> Overall, supportive of the Project and should consider adequate parking at stations.
Center for Learning Unlimited

> Shared the process of participating in evaluating and providing input for the Project with their
students.
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Express Employment Professionals Torrance

> Overall, supportive of the Project and expressed a desire for the Project to be expedited under the
2028 timeline.

> Emphasized the need for individuals traveling from other parts of the County, including Compton,
Inglewood and South Los Angeles, to get to work in Torrance without a vehicle.

> Voiced the importance of access to long-term employment opportunities offered in the South Bay
for nearby economically disenfranchised communities with the extension of the Project.

North Torrance Neighborhood Association

> Supportive of Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) as the preferred alternative for the Project. Expressed that
Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) is the most cost-effective, efficient, and would have the least impacts,
while reducing the environmental footprint. Emphasized the need for a Project completion date of
2028 given that Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) is fully funded.

> Not supportive of Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) due to numerous potential impacts, including
noise, vibration, traffic, transportation, hazards, safety, air quality, GHG emissions and aesthetics.

Right of Say

> Supportive of Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) with preferences for studying an aerial alighment to
allow for additional stops.

> Not supportive of Alternative 1 (Metro ROW) and voiced concern of potential impacts from
Alternative 1 (Metro ROW), including landscaping/greenspace, property takes and aesthetics.

Training Education Management LLC

> Supportive of Alternative 2(Hawthorne Blvd) as the preferred alternative for the Project. Ridership
and businesses would benefit from Alternative 2 (Hawthorne Blvd) and be less disruptive than
Alternative 1 (Metro ROW).

> Considerations should be made for stations at the South Bay Galleria, Del Amo Mall and airport.
West Torrance Homeowners Association

> Requests that the Project engages with residents in the West Torrance community and requests to
set-up meetings for residents in the West Torrance communities to provide feedback.

> Concerns of impacts to residential homes and safety.
Westwood Building Materials

> Requesting a response to previous questions of an underground option of the Project.
4.3 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM COMMUNITY MEMBERS

Metro received a total of 669 comments during the Scoping Review Period, which are summarized
below. Public comments were received through six primary means including: 89 oral comments during
the Public Scoping Meetings, 199 through written comments submitted during the Public Scoping
Meetings, 310 comments received electronically through Project email, 32 comments received on the
Project website sign-up form (Wufoo), 6 letters mailed to the project address and 33 transcribed
comments received on the Project’s telephone line.
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The majority of community members generally supported and/or were not opposed to the Project.
However, many had specific comments regarding the different alternatives. In addition, different
alignment considerations for elevated, trench or underground configurations were stated as part of
what community members would like studied for each alternative. Community members also identified
several potential impacts, such as noise, vibration, property, home values, traffic, safety,
aesthetics/community character, parking, among others that could result from either alternative and
should be studied as part of the Project.

Some of the comments relating to alternatives included preferences for new alternatives including the
following modes and routes:

> Alternative mode: Busway/Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Line

C Line (Green) Extension to Norwalk Metrolink Station

\%

> Extension to Beach Communities
> Extension to I-110 Freeway
> Extension to LAX Airport

> Extension to Old Town Torrance

\%

Alternative route: 1-405 Freeway
> Alternative route: Pacific Coast Highway to Long Beach
> Alternative route: Prairie Avenue
> Alternative route: Ripley Avenue to Redondo Beach Pier
4.3.1 Other Categories of Comments
Other comments received from the communities focused on the following concerns below:

Other Concerns: Some of the recurring concerns raised during the Scoping Review Period and should be
considered in the development of the Project include:

> Aesthetics: Concerns for the loss of community character and aesthetic impacts during and after the
construction of the Project along both alternatives. Considerations for privacy walls, buffers and
reducing sightline concerns from train passengers were advised. Concerns were raised about light
pollution and spill-over lighting. Additionally, concerns for a loss of overall community aesthetics
and sense of community as a result of the Project.

> Biological Resources: Concerns about what will happen to the local wildlife, especially the birds as a
result of the Project.

> Budget/Cost: Questions about the cost of the Project and using the budget allocated for a different
project or no project. Questions were raised about cost specifics, including maintenance, Project
completion within budget, station costs, cost differences between alternatives and costs of
mitigation measures.

> Businesses: Concerns that implementation of the Project could negatively affect businesses and
storefronts along the Hawthorne Boulevard alternative. Stakeholders commented that the Project
would benefit businesses along Hawthorne Boulevard, and others questioned why the Project did
not have multiple stops near these local businesses so it could bring awareness of and benefit more
local businesses.
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> Construction: Comments and questions regarding impacts during the construction, especially
regarding air quality and noise of the Project and how construction impacts are included in future
studies.

> Environmental Justice/Seniors: Comments about studying environmental justice and the impacts to
this type of community. Other comments were raised about impacts to senior citizens and making
the Project American Disabilities Act compliant.

> Land Use/Zoning: Comments and questions were raised about potential changes in land use
development.

> Landscape/Greenspace: Concerns about the loss of landscape and/or greenspace with the
implementation of the Project, especially around Condon Avenue. Additionally, stakeholders
expressed the need for landscaping and/or greenspace improvements with the Project.

> Noise/Vibration: Concerns regarding noise and vibration from the Project and the negative effects
on nearby homes and communities. Comments mentioned considerations for studies of sound and
vibration reduction during construction and operation. A few questions were raised about the
inclusion of soundproof walls and windows for residential homes along the corridor. Comments and
guestions were raised about the potential removal of the freight rail line as a consideration for
sound and vibration reduction.

> Outreach: Comments on the need for more outreach and/or lack of outreach conducted in the
surrounding communities. Additionally, stakeholders expressed concern that opportunities for
stakeholders to participate in the Scoping process were limited due to the COVID-19 pandemic,
especially for seniors.

> Parking: Concerns about the loss of parking and replacement of parking, especially on Hawthorne
Boulevard and the impact to businesses. Additionally, people expressed concerns about people
parking in the nearby residential neighborhoods, as well as requesting that parking be considered at
stations.

> Property: Concerns that the Project would negatively affect property values and/or property
impacts, including whether eminent domain could be necessary for the implementation of the
Project. Comments were raised about potential displacement, including due to gentrification, from
the implementation of the Project.

> Ridership: Questions and comments raised about the projected ridership for the Project.
Additionally, questions raised about the projected ridership related to the cost and potential
impacts of the Project.

> Safety/Security: Concerns about pedestrian and overall safety near crossings, access to train tracks
and the proximity of trains to homes and residential communities from the implementation of the
Project. Concerns were raised about potential negative effects during the construction and
operation from existing gas pipelines along the Metro ROW. Comments expressed concerns about
safety and security at stations, an increase of crime, train derailments and potential vehicle
accidents from the implementation of the Project. Comments suggested study of safety features,
including fences/walls, gates, above or below-grade crossings, barriers/buffers and physical security.
Comments expressed concern about the proximity to oil refineries and current freight lines
containing oil products.
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> Air Quality/Traffic/Lane Removal: Concerns about an increase in pollution and/or decrease in air
quality from potential increase in traffic during construction and operation of the Project.
Comments raised concerns about congestion on local streets and cut-through traffic. Comments
were received about the Project’s impact to the City of Hawthorne’s newly completed median
improvements along Hawthorne Boulevard.

> Multi-Modal Opportunities: Stakeholders expressed support for including bicycle and pedestrian
opportunities, including pathways and bike lanes to be studied and/or included in the Project.

> Stations and Connectivity: Comments relating to station preferences, placement and connectivity
were also received. Comments related to this topic included preferences for potential additional
stations to be considered and/or connectivity at the following locations:

Del Amo Mall

El Camino College

Hawthorne Boulevard and Artesia Boulevard
LAX Airport

Long Beach/Long Beach Airport

Old Town Torrance

Redondo Beach Transit Center

San Pedro

South Bay Galleria

Lawndale

Torrance Promenade/Hawthorne Boulevard and 190th Street

Torrance Transit Center

5 NEXT STEPS

The comments and questions received during the Scoping Review Period will be analyzed and
considered in the environmental review and study process. The Draft EIR will consider CEQA-related
issues raised during the Scoping Review Period. It is anticipated that the Draft EIR will be available for
review and public comment in early 2023 followed by public hearings in the Project Area to gather
additional community input on the draft environmental document. Additionally, outreach activities and
efforts will be available throughout the Project. Metro will share responses to common community
concerns and questions on the Project website (metro.net/clineext).
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