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ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT
(49 C.F.R. §1105.7)

(1)  Proposed Action and Alternatives. Describe the proposed action, including
commodities transported, the planned disposition (if any) of any rail line and other
structures that may be involved, and any possible changes in current operations or
maintenance practices. Also describe any reasonable alternatives to the proposed
action. Include a readable, detailed map and drawings clearly delineating the project.

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF”) proposes to abandon its Rail Freight Service
Fasement over the 5.3 miles of rail line located in Los Angeles County, California,
beginning at Milepost 7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25
(just south of the existing Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles (the

“Line™). A map of the project area is attached as Exhibit A.

The physical assets of the Line are owned by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (‘LACMTA™). LACMTA desires to construct and operate the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project (the “Project™). The Project is a light rail line
that will start at the Metro Green Line near the existing Aviation/LAX station and
terminate on Crenshaw Boulevard at the Metro Exposition Light Rail Line. The Project

will require BNSF to abandon the Line.

The removal of the track and track materials associated with the abandonment of BNSF's
Rail Freight Service Easement and the construction of the Project have already been
addressed by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project Final Environmental Impact
Report / Final Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIR/FEIS™). The salvaging of the

Line will be conducted by LACMTA consistent with the mitigation measures set forth in
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the FEIR/FEIS. A copy of the Executive Summary of the FEIR/FEIS is attached as

Exhibit B. The entire reports can be viewed at the following web link:

http://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

The Linc has had no local traffic for about 10 years. T'he Line does not handle overhead
traffic. The Line was used for storing empty freight cars which will now be stored in
other locations as needed. Therefore, there will be no change to any freight service
provided on the Linc. Due to the lack of traffic on the Line, only limited maintenance
has been performed on the Line. The only alternative to abandonment would be to not

abandon the Line and jeopardize LACMTAs desires to construct the Project.

2 Transportation System Describe the effect of the proposed action on regional
or local transportation systems and patterns. Estimate the amount of traffic (passenger
or freight) that will be diverted to other transportation systems or modes as a result of
the proposed action.

There will be no passenger or freight traffic diverted to other transportation systems as a

result of the proposed abandonment. There has been no local or overhcad traffic on this

line for about 10 years.

() Land Use

() Based on consultation with local and/or regional planning agencies
and/or review of the official planning documents prepared by such agencies,
state whether the proposed action is consistent with existing land use plans.
Describe any inconsistencies.

The proposed action is consistent with existing land use plans. See FEIR/FEIS.
BNSF contacted the City of Los Angeles, Planning Commission, and the County

of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning.

As of the date of this Report, we have not received any replies from these two
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agencies. Copies of the letters are attached as Exhibit C.

(ii) Based on consultation with the U.S. Soil Conservation Service, state the
effect of the proposed action on any prime agriculture land.

Proposed abandonment will not have an adverse effect on prime agriculture land.
See FEIR/FEIS. BNSF sent a letter to the California NRCS State Office, dated
May 11, 2012, and as of the date of this Report we have not received a reply. A
copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit D.

(iii)  If any action affects land or water uses within a designated coastal zone,
include the coastal zone information required by § 1105.9.

Not applicable.

(iv)  If the proposed action is an abandonment, state whether or not the right-
of-way is suitable for alternative public use under 49 US.C. § 10905 and
explain why.

The proposed abandonment of BNSF’s Rail Freight Service Easement will
facilitate LACMTA's desires to construct the Project. BNSF contacted the City
of Los Angeles, Planning Commission, and the County of Los Angeles,
Department of Regional Planning and as of the date of this Report we have not

received any replies regarding any alternative public use of the rail line. Copies

of the letters are attached as Exhibit C.

Energy

() Describe the effect of the proposed action on transportation of energy
resources.

The proposed abandonment will have no effect on the transportation of energy

résources.
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(ii)  Describe the effect of the proposed action on recyclable commodities.

The proposed abandonment will not adversely affect the movement or recovery of

recyclable commodities.

(iii)  State whether the proposed action will result in an increase or decrease
in overall energy efficiency and explain why.

The proposed action will not result in an increase or dccrease in overall energy

efficiency as there has been no traffic on the line for about 10 years.

(iv)  If the proposed action will cause diversions from rail to motor carriage
of more than:

(A) 1,000 rail carloads a year, or

(B)  an average of 50 rail carloads per mile per year for any part of
the affected line, quantify the resulting net change in the energy
consumption and show the data and methodology used to arrive at the
Sfigure given.

The proposed abandonment will not result in a diversion of rail to motor carriage.

Air
) If the proposed action will result in either:

(A) an increase in rail traffic of at least 100 percent (measured in gross
ton miles annually) or an increase of at least eight trains a day on any
segment of the line affected by the proposal, or

(B) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 100 percent (measured by
carload activity), or

(C) an average increase in truck traffic of more than 10 percent of the
average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on any affected road segment,
quantify the anticipated effect on air emissions.

The proposed action will not result in meeting or exceeding the specified

thresholds for increased rail or truck traffic as outlined in (i) (A), (B) or (C)

above.
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(i)  If the proposed action affects a class I or nonattainment area under the
Clean Air Act, and will result in either:

(A)  an increase in rail traffic of at least 50 percent (measured in
gross ton miles annually) or an increase of at least three trains a day on
any segment of rail line,

(B) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 20 percent (measured
by carload activity), or

(C) an average increase in truck traffic of more than 10 percent of
the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on a given road segment,
then state whether any expected increased emissions are within the
parameters established by State Implementation Plan. However, for a
rail construction under 49 U.S.C. § 10901 (or 49 U.S.C. § 10505) or a
case involving the reinstitution of service over a previously abandoned
line, only the three train a day threshold in this item shall apply.

The proposed action will not result in meeting or exceeding the specified

thresholds in (ii) (A). (B) or (C) above.

(iii) If the transportation of ozone depleting materials (such as nitrogen
oxide and Freon) is contemplated, identify: the materials and quantity; the
Jrequency of service; safety practices (including any speed restrictions); the
applicant’s safety record (1o the extent available) on derailments, accidents and
spills; contingency plans to deal with accidental spills; and the likelihood of an
accidental release of ozone depleting materials in the event of a collision or
derailment.

The proposed abandonment will not affect the transportation of ozone depleting

materials.

(6) Noise If any of the thresholds identified in item (5) (i) of this section are
surpassed, state whether the proposed action will cause:

() an incremental increase in noise levels of three decibels Ldn or more; or

(ii)  an increase to a noise level of 65 decibels Ldn or greater. If so, identify
sensitive receptors (e.g. schools, libraries, hospitals, residences, retirement
communities and nursing homes) in the project area and quantify the noise
increase for these receptors if the thresholds are surpassed.

Not applicable.
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Safety

() Describe any effects of the proposed action on public health and safety
(including vehicle delay time at railroad crossings).

This abandonment should have no adverse effect on health or public safety. On
the Line there are nine (9) private at-grade crossings (0 active and 9 closed);
eighteen (18) public at-grade crossings (17 active, 1 closed); and two (2)

pedestrian at-grade crossing (0 active, 2 closed).

(ii)  If hazardous materials are expected to be transported, identify: the
materials and quantity; the frequency of service; whether chemicals are being
transported that, if mixed, could react to form more hazardous compounds;
safety practices (including any speed restrictions); the applicant’s safety record
(to the extent available) on derailments, accidents and hazardous spills; the
contingency plans to deal with accidental spills, and the likelihood of and
accidental release of hazardous materials.

The abandonment will not result in the transportation of hazardous materials.

(iii)  If there are any known hazardous waste sites or sites where there have
been known hazardous material spills on the right-of-way, identify the location
of those sites and the types of hazardous materials involved.

There are no known hazardous waste sites or sites where there have been known

hazardous material spills on the right-of-way.

Biological Resources

() Based on consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, state
whether the proposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered or
threatened species or areas designated as a critical habitat, and if so, describe
the effects.

BNSF believes that the proposed abandonment will not have an adverse effect on
endangered or threatened species or areas designated as a critical habitat. See
FEIR/FEIS. BNSF contacted the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“USFWS™), in

reference to this proposed abandonment. BNSF consulted with Jonathan Snyder
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of the USFWS. and was provided instructions on how to self-assess whether the
proposed action would be likely to adversely affect endangered or threatened
species or areas designated as a critical habitat. BNSF generated an Official
Species-list for the proposed abandonment area. It is BNSF’s self-determination
that there should be “no effect” to any endangered or threatened species regarding

this proposed action. See Exhibit E.

(ij)  State whether wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, National or State parks or
JSorests will be affected, and describe any effects.

BNSF does not believe that any wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, National or State
parks or forests will be adversely affected by the proposed abandonment. See
FEIR/FEIS. By letters dated May 11, 2012, BNSF contacted the U.S. Department
of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management (California State Office), and the
National Park Service in reference to the proposed abandonment. As of the date
of this Report. neither agency has responded to our inquiries. Copies of the letters

are attached as Exhibit F.

Water
(i) Based on consultation with State water quality officials, state whether

the proposed action is consistent with applicable Federal, State or local water
quality standards. Describe any inconsistencies.

By letters dated May 11, 2012, BNSF contacted the U.S. EPA Region 9, and the
California Department of Water Resources in reference to the proposed
abandonment. As of the date of this Report, neither agency has responded to our

inquiry. Copies of the letters are attached as Exhibit G.

(i)  Based on consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, state
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whether permits under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1344)
are required for the proposed action and whether any designated wetlands or
100-year flood plains will be affected. Describe the effects.

No designated wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be adversely affected by the
proposed abandonment. See FEIR/FEIS. By letter dated May 11, 2012, BNSF
contacted the Los Angeles District of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in
reference to the proposed abandonment. As of the date of this Report, the Corps

has not responded to our inquiry. A copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit H.

(iiij)  State whether permits under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (33
U.S.C. § 1342) are required for the proposed action. (Applicants should contact
the US. Environmental Protection Agency or the state environmental
protection or equivalent agency if they are unsure whether such permits are
required).

By letters dated May 11, 2012, BNSF contacted the U.S. EPA Region 9, and the
California Department of Water Resources in reference to the proposed

abandonment. As of the date of this Report, neither agency has responded to our

inquiry. Copies of the letters arc attached as Exhibit G.

(10) Proposed Mitigation. Describe any actions that are proposed to mitigate
adverse environmental impacts, indicating why the proposed mitigation is appropriate.

BNSF does not expect any adverse environmental impact from the proposed
abandonment and, therefore, sees no nced for any mitigating actions. BNSF will, of
course, consult (as required) with any recipients of this Report regarding appropriate

mitigation actions and will comply with those mitigation actions required by the Board.
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HISTORIC REPORT

(49 C.F.R. §1105.8)

1) Proposed Action and Alternatives. Describe the proposed action, including
commodities transported, the planned disposition (if any) of any rail line and other
structures that may be involved, and any possible changes in current operations or
maintenance practices. Also describe any reasonable alternatives to the proposed
action, Include a readable, detailed map and drawings clearly delineating the project.

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF™) proposes to abandon its Rail Freight Service
Easement over the 5.3 miles of rail line located in Los Angeles County, California,
beginning at Milepost 7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25
(just south of the existing Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles (the

“Line™). A map of the project area is attached as Exhibit A.

The physical assets of the Line are owned by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority ("LACMTA™). LACMTA desires to construct and operate the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project (the “Project”). The Project is a light rail line
that will start at the Metro Green Line near the existing Aviation/LAX station and
terminate on Crenshaw Boulevard at the Metro Exposition Light Rail Line. The Project

will require BNSF to abandon the Line.

The removal of the track and track materials associated with the abandonment of BNSF’s
Rail Freight Scrvice Easement and the construction of the Project have already been
addressed by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project Final Environmental Impact
Report / Final Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIR/FEIS”). The salvaging of the

Line will be conducted by LACMTA consistent with the mitigation measures set forth in
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the FEIR/FEIS. A copy of the Executive Summary of the FEIR/FEIS is attached as

Exhibit B. The entire reports can be viewed at the following web link:

http://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

The Line has had no local traffic for about 10 years. The Line does not handle overhead
traffic. The Line was used for storing empty freight cars which will now be stored in
other locations as needed. Therefore, there will bec no change to any freight service
provided on the Line. Due to lack of traffic on the Line, only limited maintenance has
been performed on the Line. The only alternative to abandonment would be to not

abandon the Line and jeopardize LACMTA’s desires to construct the Project.

HISTORIC REPORT

1

A US.G.S. topographic map (or an alternate map drawn to scale and sufficiently
detailed to show buildings and other structures in the vicinity of the proposed action)
showing the location of the proposed action, and the locations and approximate
dimensions of railroad structures that are 50 years old or older and are part of the
proposed action.

The required topographic map is attached to this Report as Exhibit A.

A written description of the right-of-way (including approximate widths, to the extent
known), and the topography and urban and/or rural characteristics of the surrounding
area

The subject Line extends approximately 5.3 miles in Los Angeles County, California.

beginning at Milepost 7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south

of the existing Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles. The average width of

the right-of-way is generally 100 feet wide in rural areas and 200 feet wide in urban areas. There

are no federally granted rights of way involved.
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3. Good quality photographs (actual photographic prints, not photocopies) of railroad
structures on the property that are 50 years old or older and of the immediately
surrounding area.

There are three bridges on the Line. They are as follows:

1) Milepost 10.59: 2 - 50.03" Deck Plate Girder Spans, 1 - 73.1° Deck Plate Girder Span, 1 -
89.44" Deck Plate Girder Span on Concrete Piers and Abutments, built in 1962

2) Milepost 11.9: 1 - 28°, Reinforced Concrete Span on Concrete Abutments. built in 1967

3) Milepost 12.24: 1 - 78" Prestressed Concrete Span, 1 - 87°, Prestressed Concrete Span on
Concrete Pier and Abutments, built in 1967

Sce Exhibit 1, attached photographs.

4. The date(s) of construction of the structure(s), and the date(s) and extent of any major
alterations, to the extent such information is known.

There are three bridges on the Line. They are as follows:

1) Milepost 10.59: 2 - 50.03" Deck Plate Girder Spans, 1 - 73.1" Deck Plate Girder Span, 1 -
89.44° Deck Plate Girder Span on Concrete Piers and Abutments, built in 1962

2) Milepost 11.9: 1 - 28", Reinforced Concrete Span on Concrete Abutments. built in 1967

3) Milepost 12.24: 1 - 78’ Prestressed Concrele Span, 1 - 877, Prestressed Concrete Span on
Concrete Pier and Abutments, built in 1967

See Exhibit I, attached photographs.

5. A brief narrative history of carrier operations in the area, and an explanation of
what, if any, changes are contemplated as a result of the proposed action.

On December 28, 1900, Santa Fe Land Improvement Company (“SFLI") was
incorporated in California. On September 29, 1988, SFLI was merged into Santa Fe Pacific
Realty Corporation (“SFPRC™). On June 1, 1990, SFPRC changed its name to Catellus
Development Corporation (“Catellus™). On Deccmber 4, 1990, Catellus was spun-off to
Santa Fe Pacific Corporation (*“SFP”). On September 22, 1995, SFP and Burlington
Northern Inc. (“BNI”) effected a business combination by which each became wholly-
owned subsidiaries of Burlington Northern Santa Fe Corporation. On December 30, 1996 -

BNI merged with and into SFP. On January 2, 1998 — SFP merged with and into The
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Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railway Company, which name was changed to BNSF

Railway Company in 2005.

6. A brief summary of documents in the carrier's possession, such as engineering
drawings, that might be useful in documenting a structure that is found to be historic.
Documents in BNSF's possession concerning this abandonment may include alignment

maps showing the right-of-way and/or station maps. These documents are too large for practical

reproduction in this report, but can be furnished upon request, if they are available.

7. An opinion (based on readily available information in the railroad's possession) as to
whether the site and/or structures meet the criteria for listing on the National Register
of Historic Places (36 CFR 60.4), and whether there is a likelihood of archeological
resources or any other previously unknown historic properties in the project area, and
the basis for these opinions (including any consultations with the State Historic
Preservation Office, local historical societies or universities).

By letter dated May 11, 2012, BNSF contacted the Office of Historic Preservation.
California State Parks (“SHPO™) in reference to the proposed abandonment and as of the date of
this Report has not received a reply. A copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit J.

8. A description (based on readily available information in the railroad'’s possession) of
any known prior subsurface ground disturbance or fill, environmental conditions
(naturally occurring or manmade) that might affect the archeological recovery of
resources (such as swampy conditions or the presence of toxic wastes), and the

surrounding terrain.

The Line was disturbed during original construction by cuts and fill and any
archaeological resources that may have been located in the proposed project area would
have been affected at that time. Our records do not indicate any environmental conditions

that might affect the archaeological recovery of resources.

9. Within 30 days of receipt of the historic report, the State Historic Preservation Officer
may request the following additional information regarding specific non railroad
owned properties or groups of properties immediately adjacent to the railroad right-of-
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way: photographs of specified properties that can be readily seen from the railroad
right-of-way (or other public rights-of-way adjacent to the property) and a written
description of any previously discovered archeological sites, identifying the location

and type of the site (i.e. prehistoric or native American).

If any additional information is requested, BNSF will promptly supply thc necessary

information.
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CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR
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ES.1 Introduction

Tle Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, a
heavily traveled notth-south oriented
urban corridor in Los Angeles County,
California. is being considered for transit
improvements by the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
{Metro} in cooperation with the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA}. The Federal
Aviation Administration {FAA) is also a
cooperating ageticy for the project with
expertise in aviation matters due to the
project's proximity to LAX. These agencies
have initiated an environmental review

of proposed transit improvements in the

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor As Part of the Regional Transportation Systeis

corridor and based on the comments
received, the conceptual engineenng
activities, additional technical studies, and
extensive community outreach program,
the Metro Board of Directors adopted the
Light Rail Transit (LRT) Alternative as the
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). For
purposes of the environmemal review,
Metro is setving as Lead Agency under the
provisions of the California Environtental
Quality Act {CEQA) and the FTA is Lead
Agency as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The
euvironmental review culminates n the
preparation of this Final Environmental
Iempact Statement (FEIS) to satisfy Federal
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requirements and a Final Environmental
Impact Report (FEIR} 10 satisfy State
requirements. This summary highlights

the planning and review process and
comparative evaluation of the LPA and
design options for the Crenshaw/LAX
Tiansit Corridor Project that will be
considered for approval.

The National Fnvironmental Policy :
Act (NEPA) and the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) "
require an environmantal review of the  «
potential impacts resuiting from the
implementation of & proposed action or
project prior to approval of that action
or project.

w
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CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR
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Tatended Use of this Eovivonmenal

Dodcumient

This document describes the existing
conditions and environmental setting
in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor.
The environmental review process has
provided the public with an opportunity to
review and comment on the alternatives
and the environmental analysis presented
in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS})/Draft Environmental
Impact Report {DEIR). This FE1S/

FEIR evaluates the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) against the existing
conditions under CEQA and future
conditions without the project under
NEPA (No Build Alternative). Where
appropriate, mitigation measures are
identified to reduce potentially adverse
environmental effects that may result from
implementation of the proposed project.

N et ey I

View of the Crenshaw Boulevard looking north from the Hyde Park area.

The FEIS/FEIR does not make
recommendations regarding the approval
or denial of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project. This FEIS/FEIR is
intended as a disclosure document, to
inform public agency decision-makers and
the public of the environmental effects of
the LPA and design options that remain
under consideration. Metro and the FTA
shall consider the information included
in this FEIS/FEIR, along with other
information which may be presented

to the agency, prior to the adoption of

the project. Other agencies, such as the
California Department of Transportation,
and the Cities of Los Angeles, Inglewood,
Hawthorne, and El Segundo,and the
County of Los Angeles, have also been
involved in reviewing the project and
participate on the Technical Advisory
Commiittee (TAC). On the Federal level,
agencies include the Advisory Council on

Ry v '_'.,. . T,
View of the Yellow Car Line S, which operated s the
mediaus Crenshaw Boulevard and Leimert Avenue in
the 1950%, heading south on Levment Avenue towards
Crenshaw Boulevard.

Historic Preservation, Federal Aviation
Administration, Federal Railroad
Administration, the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration, and the
Environmental Protection Agency.

Loration of the Crenshaw /X

Trasit Cosridos

Txe Crenshaw /LAX Transit Corridor
study arca is generally a north-south
corridor that extends approximately ten
miles in length through much of Central
Los Angeles. The study area includes
approximately 33 square miles and
portions of five jurisdictions: the Cities of
Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne, El
Segundo, and portions of unincorporated
Los Angeles County. The study area is
generally defined as the area extending
north to Wilshire Boulevard and the Park
Mile area of Los Angeles; east to Arlington
Avenue; south to El Segundo Boulevard
and the downtown Hawthorne area; and
west to Seputlveda Boulevard, La Tijera
Boulevard, and La Brea Avenue. Three
major interstate highways traverse the
study area, including the Santa Monica
Freeway (1-10) and Glenm Anderson
Freeway (I-105), running east-west and the
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San Diego Freeway (I-405) which runs
north-south. The Harbor Freeway (I-110)
parallels the corridor, running north-south
immediately to the east of the study area.

Project Flentents Unde
Consideration and Analyzed in the
TS/ ERIR

LPA. Consideration of the project is based
upon a Locally Preferred Alternative,
which is described below.

Route. From a southern terminus at

the Metro Green Line, the ahgnment
wotld follow the Harbor Subdivision
Railroad right-ofway, adjacent to Aviation
Boulevard/Florence Avenue and continue
northeast to Crenshaw Boulevard where
it would travel north within the middle of
the Crenshaw Boulevard right-if-way to the
Exposition/Crenshaw Station, adjacent

to the Metro Exposition Line currently
under construction. The length of the
route of the proposed project is 8.5 miles,
and the length of the LRT service is 12
miles since the proposed service operates
over both new infrastructure and existing
infrastructure (the existing Metro Green
Line).

Stations. Stations are located at: Aviation/
Century (aerial), Florence/La Brea

(at grade), FlorencefWest (at grade),
Crenshaw/Slauson (at grade), Crenshaw/
Martin Luther King Jr. (below grade), and
Crenshaw/Exposition(below grade)
Grade Separations. Grade separations
include the following:
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The Crenshaw Corridor includes five yurisdictions and covers approximately 33 syuare nules.

+ Adjacent to the LAX south runways
{fully-covercd below-grade trench,
as approved by FAA as the ultimate
build condition)

o Aerial across Century Boulevard

+ Aerial across Manchester Avenue

« Aerial across La Cienega
Boulevard/1-405

+ Below grade across La Brea Avenue

+ Below grade Between Victoria
Avenue and 60th Street
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+ Below grade between 48th Street and
Exposition Boulevard

With regard to the separation adjacent
to the LAX south runways, the FAA
requires and Metro concurs that
ultimately a 1,600 foot segment
covering the rail trench alignment
crossing through the central portion

of the LAX runway protection zones
(RPZ) will be built by Metro in order

to meet FAA airport design standards.
The RPZ's function is to enhiance the
protection of people and property on
the ground. The FAA has agreed to the
transit alignment, but with conditions
that the transit corridor must be below
grade and covered. The FAA has also
agreed to allow a Partially-Covered LAX
Trench Option as a temporary initial
development option in order to meet
Metro budgetary constraints.

The environmental analysis 1n this
environmental document evaluated the
potential for environmental impacts
for the LPA fully covered below-grade
trench and also the partially-covered
LAX Trench Option, and determined
no environmental impacts resulting
from either of the designs. Although
the Metro Board may initially select the
Partially-Covered LAX Trench Option
in the Project Definition, Metro has
agreed to completely cover a 1,600 foot
portion of the trench as required by
FAA to meet airport design standards,
when future Metro funding becomes
available.

Park and Ride Facilities. Park-and-
ride facilities would be located at the
Florence/La Brea, Florence/West, and
Crenshaw/Exposition Stations.

Maintenance Facility. A maintenance
facility would be located at Arbor Vitae/
Bellanca (Site #14) - This 17.6-acre site is
located in the City of Los Angelcs.

In addition to the LPA, the following
two shorter segment variations, called
Minimum Operable Segments {MOSs)
and five design options to the LPA are
also evaluated in the FEIS/FEIR:
MOSs. The following shorter segment
variations of the LPA are evaluated:

* MOS-King - 8-mile segment
extending from the Metro Green Line
{as the southern terminus) in the
south to the Crenshaw/King Station
in the north.

« MOS-Century - 7.4-mile segment
extending from the Aviation/Century
Station in the south to the Crenshaw/
Exposition Station in the north.

Design Options. The following design
options are evaluated in addition to the
LPA:

« DPartially-Covered LAX Trench Option
- an interim solution to the fully
covered trench until additional Metro
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funding can fully cover the segment
adjacent to the LAX south runways

« Optional Aviation/Manchester
Station - additional aerial or at-grade
station

« Cut-and-cover crossing at Centinela -
replaces at grade configuration

» Optional Below Grade Crenshaw/
Vernen Station - additional station in
Leimert Park

« Alternate Southwest Portal at
Crenshaw/King Station Option
- replaces poital on southeast
corner of the Crenshaw/Boulevard/
Maitin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
ntersection

At the tinte of the publication of this
FEIS/FEIR, the proposed project is
based on the LPA and incorporates the
Partially-Covered LAX Trench design
option. Since several other design
options and MOSs are analyzed, the
Metro Board has the option to adopt

a Project Definition that includes a
combination of the revised LPA and any
of the other elements (MOSs and design
options). For example, the Metro Board
has already directed that the Crenshaw/
Vernon station option be continued as a
design option for purposes of procuring
construction bids. The Federal Record
of Decision will be based upon the
ultimately adopted Project Definition by
the Metro Board.

Wha is on the Metro Bourd? Metro is governed by a 13-member Board of Directors
comprised of: five Los Angeles Counly Supervisors; the Mayor of Los Angeles; three Los
Angeles mayor-appointed snembers; four city council inembers representing the other 87 cities
in Los Angeles County; and the Govennor of Califormia appoints one non-voting memiber.
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2006 AM Peah Petiod Level of Scrvice € and F

2008 PA Peak Penod Level of Slrv‘« Eand F

i
! . i [OTAEN] ry
}

~

2030 AM Peak Period Level of Service E and F

2030 PM Peak Period Level of Service Eand F

The number of street segments in the corndar that will be overloaded and congested will

dowble between today and the year 2030.
FS.2 Purpose and Newd

Provious Manaiuy Stindies

n 1967, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit

Corridor was initially included in the
regiort's first modern rail system plan.
Over the past 40 years, Metro and its
predecessor agencies - the Southern
California Rapid Transit District

(SCRTD}) and the Los Angeles County
Transportation Commission (LACTC}
have undertaken nunerous plans and
studies that documented the lack of
connectivity and mobility and the need
for transportation inwprovements in the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, Studies
concluded that transportation within and
from the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
was constrained, congested, and wrgently

in need of system improvements.

Metro has completed three transportation
studies of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor over the past 13 years alone.

In 1994, the Crenshaw-Prairie Corridor
Preliminary Planning Study dearly
identified the need for high-capacity transit
system improvements. These options
were studied further in December 2000,
with the Crenshaw-Prairie Corridor Route
Refinement Study. This report identified
the need for viable transportation
alternatives for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor. In 2003, the Crenshaw-Prairie
Corridor Major Investment Study (MIS)
was completed to assist decision-makers in
evaluating the most effective solution, or
phasing of solutions, to the transportation
challenges identufied in the Crenshaw/
LAX Transit Corridor while achieving local
goals and objectives. The MIS provided
the foundation for the inclusion of the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor into the
Metro Long Range Plan. A description

of each of these three previous studies

is presented in Section 1.0 Purpose and
Need of the FEIS/FEIR.

View of Interslate 405 near Hughes Parkway. |- 405

18 the only north-south lugh capac ity transportation
Jacility within the corndor and it 1s congested for muny
hours of the day.
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Need for the Project

his section describes the need for
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor.
The following factors highlight the need
for transit improvements such as the
proposed project. Each of these factors
is briefly explained and described in this
section.
»  Peak Period Congestion
«  Limited Transportation Accessibility
«  Pcor Connections with Regional
Transportation
« Limited Access to Services Qutside
of the Corridor
+  The Corridor’s Economic Future
Is Dependent on Improved
Accessibility
«  High Transit Demand, Transit
Dependency. and Transit Operation
Challenges
+  Benefit to the Environment and
Improved Sustainability for Corridor
Comimunities
Tiavel demand forecasts prepared by
the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) and Metro over
the past decade have identified the need
for transit improvements throughout the
Southern Califomia Region, particularly in
Los Angeles County, to nieet the mandates
of the federal Clean Air Act and address
the increasing mobility needs of the
region.

The population and employment "

densities of the study arca are
approximately four times that of Los
Angeles County based on the Southern

California Association of Governments |-

(SCAG) 2006 and projected 2030 data.

T e e Do BT Y WINROT sl 7
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The 2008 SCAG Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) determined that travel
conditions in the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor will worsen by 2030
and the arca will bot meet regional
objectives for transportation mobility,
accessibility, reliability, or safety without
additional transportation improvements.
Subsequent travel demand forecasting
conducted for the current update of the
Metro Long Range Transportation Plan
has confinmed the continuing need for
mobility improvernernts in the corndor.
Existing Transportation facilities and
services within the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor include arterial streets,
freeways, bus routes, and rail iines. The
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topograply and street grid of the corridor
present unique challenges to existing
transportatino facilities and services.
There are few north-south arterials in the
corridor that cross the western portion

of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor.

As a result of this constramed network,
pressure is placed on nearby north-south
arterials stich as La Cienega Boulevard and
La Brea Avenue,

Peak Period Congestion
Los Angeles has the distinction of being

the most congested urban area in the
country, according to the most recent

annual survey of traffic congestion levels

e
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The Crenshaw Corndor is largely a residential
community. Access to regional transportation linking
to jobs, services and education s key. Pictured heretsa
monting rush hour view of Crenshaw Boulevard nzar
the entrance to the I- 10 winch connects the corridor to
Downtown und West Los Angeles.

conducted by the Texas Transportation
Institute. Current freeway and surface
arterial facilities cannot be sufficiently
expanded to handle the forecasted

travel demand. The number of roadway
segments within the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor that are congested, that is
locations where traffic volumes consitme
more than 90 percent of the street capaaty,
is expected to more than double between
2006 and 2030 in both the AM peak travel
period, 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and the PM
peak travel period, 3:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Local Roadways. By 2030, congestion is
expected for Crenshaw Boulevard north
of Manchester Boulevard to Wilshire

Boulevard, the northern terminus of the

Existing Rapid Bus service along Crenshaw Boulevard
thnes 710and 740) has been well received.

study area. In addition, La Brea Avenue,
Hawthorne Boulevard and Prairie Avenue,
between Manchester Boulevard and the
1-105 would continue to experience heavy
traffic conditions and congestion during
the moming peak period. The increased
traffic congestion would result in lower
peak period travel speeds along these
corridars, generally below 30 miles-per-
hour with speeds below 20 miles-per-
hour along some sections of Crenshaw
Boudevard.

Freeways. The I-10, 1-105 and 1-405
experience high levels of congestion,
particularly during peak commute periods.
The [-105 and 1-405 also experience heavy
traffic throughout the day as they provide
regional access to West Los Angeles and
Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).
Based on the 2006 Caltrans traffic counts,
the 1105 and [-405 carry an annual
average daily traffic {AADT) volume

of approximately 247,000 and 305,000
vehicles per day near LAX, respectively.
The AADT for the [-10 within the study
area is also high, at approximately 301,000
vehicles per day. The I-10 has peak period
congestion levels rated at F3, meaning that
the freeway operates at Level of Service
(LOS) “F" conditions for more than three
hours in each peak travel period (Caltrans,
1998). Between 2006 and 2030, peak
period traffic volumes on the freeway
segments within the corridor are expected
to increase by 20 to 90 percent. Based on
traffic forecasts for the AM peak period,
traffic volumes on the 1-10 near Crenshaw
Boulevard are anticipated to increase by
more than 50 percent, fron: approximately
31,000 vehicles to 48,000 vehicles. During

AR We.;:;.:h K Cfr»' W ;-‘ _:
the same peak period, traffic volumes

on the 1-405 are forecasted to grow 40 to
50 percent, from approximately 30,000
vehicles to 43,000 vehicles. On the I-105,
AM peak period traffic volumes are
expected to increase by approximately 20
percent or mare, with up to 90 percent
increases in the westbound direction
near LAX. This would result it AM peak
period traffic volumes increasing from
approximately 23,000 vehicles in 2006 to
30,000 vehicles in 2030.

Limited Accessibility

While the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
is served by two east-west running
interstates, the [-10 and [-105, the corridor
is constrained by the lack of north-south
mobility. Major sections of the arterial
network in the corridor are at or near
capacity, resulting in severe congestion
and a bottlenecked corridor. The terrain
of the corridor, generally characterized

by a series of small hills, also preciudes
the provision of major east-west streets in
the study area from Exposition Boulevard
south to Manchester Boulevard, adding
further limitations to north-south traffic
flow, Implementation of an effective north-
south transportation network within the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is vital to
alleviate current and projected conmectivity
and mobility problems. Improving
transportation in this corridor would

affect corridor residents and businesses

by providing essential linkages from
residential areas to commmercial, activity,
employment. and institutional centers
within and adjacent to the corridor.
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Poor Connections to Regional
Transportation

The corridor currently has poor
connections to the regional transportation
system, as there are no north-south high
capacity transportation connections within
the corridor. This lack limits mobility

and transportation choices. Typically, the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor residents
must make several local bus and/or
“Rapid Bus” transfers in order to access
the existing regional transit system with an
average travel time from 32 to 42 minutes.
The corridor’s primary transit service,

bus transit, is constrained by vehicular
congestion and increased demand for
service, resulting in a lack of effectiveness
and passenger convenience.

By 2030, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor transit demand is projected to
increase by approximately 55 percent.
Without significant improvements and
capacity enhancement, the cotridor's
transit system will be substantially
overburdened, and mobility to and

from the corridor will be significantly
constrained. There is an urgent need

to improve transportation mobility and
reliability in the corridor by improving
both the level and quality of transit setvice.
As population and employment continue
to grow, the lack of regional transportation
system connections will become nore
detrimental to future corridor travel and
economic development.

Limited Access to Scervices Outside of Hhie
Corridor

One of the key components to
socioeconotnic mobility is access to jobs,
services and education. The Crenshaw/
LAX Transit Corridor is predominantly
residential in character. While the
corridor contains important regional
destinations such as LAX, the Forurm,
and Hollywood Park as well as Jocal
destinations including the Baldwin
Hills-Crenshaw Plaza, the AMC Magic
Johnson 15 movie theatre complex, the

Nate Holden Performing Arts Center,
the West Angeles Church of God in
Christ, and other religious institutions,

jobs, retail services and colleges are
located outside of the corridor. With the
implementation of transit improvements
in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor,
many of the transit-dependent residents
would be able to easily access important
destinations outside of the corridor, as
well as take advantage of community civic
centers lacated in the cities of Inglewood
and Hawthome, and a large number of
shopping districts and centers located in

DOWII.OWI'I 265,000 doh.
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The vast majority of jobs ure found outside of the Crenhaw/LAX Transit Corrulor  Transit access to
Downtown LA, Holfywood, Wilshire Corndor. Century City, South Bay and West Los Angeles 1s a entical
element to the sustainability of commumitics within the Crenshaw; LAX Transit Comndor.
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Koreatown, the Crenshaw District, and
downtown Inglewood.

Although the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor contains several employment
destinations, active retail centers, and
stable residential neighborhoods, there
arc many more activity and employment
centers located outside of the corridor
toward downtown Los Angeles, the
Westside and South Bay. Corridor
travelers have limited options and
accessibility. Future transportation
improvements within the corridor will
need to reflect a multi-modal strategy
providing travelers with a more complete
set of transportation alternatives.

e Cortridor's Economic Future s
Depeunlent on Improved Accessibility

A majority of the Crenshaw/LAX

Transit Corridor is enconipassed by
redevelopment areas within the Cities of
Los Angeles, Inglewood, and Hawthorne.
City redevelopiment agencies function

in attracting private investment mto
ccononucally depressed communities,
eliminating blight and abandoned or
unsafe properties. There is a strong
connection between redevelopment

and revitalization of these areas and
transportation system improvements.
Increased accessibility, mobility. and links
to transit provide opportunity for increased
devclopment densities. Al or portions of
11 redevelopment plan areas arc located
within the corridor. A majority of the
corridor’s key activity and employment
destinations are currently preparing
expansion (e.g. Baldwin Hills/Crenshaw

Plaza), revitalization (e.g. , downtowr:
Inglewood]. or redevelopment plans

{e.g... llollywood Park). The success of
these projects and the corridor's economic
future are strongly dependent on
improved local and regional accessibility.

High Transit Demand, Transit
Depeixlency. and Transit Operation
Challenges

The existing population and emiployment
density in the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor is extrermely high and very transit
supportive. The corridor population

and employment densities are four

times higher than Los Angeles County

as a whole. The corridor has a high
concentration of low-income, minority,
transit-dependent residents. More than

49 percent of all corridor households aie
designated as low income. In addition, 16
percent of all households in the corridor
do not have access to an automobile,
compared to 8 percent in the County's
urbanized area. Forecasts show a growing
transit-dependent population, with a
projected 55 percent increase in corridor
residents that rely on, or will rely on the
area's transit system.

As a result of the higher than average
transit ridership in the corridor, many
of the buses serving the corridot

are at or over capacity, resulting in
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overcrowding, rider pass-bys and leading
delays. These issues then contribute to
uneven headways and related schedule
problems. Overcrowding also reduces

the life of buses and contributes to

higher maintenance costs. Bus operating
conditions are affected by traffic
conditions under which the service
operates, passenger loading time, and bus-
stop spacing.

The corridor has substantial traffic
congestion, high bus ridership and

lvad factors, and closely spaced bus

stops. Comibined, these factors result

in declining bus operating speeds,
reducing competition with the private
automobile. Currently, local bus service
1n the Cienshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
operates at 10 to i3 mules-per-hour and
the Metro Rapid buses operate at 13 10 15
miles-per-hour during AM and PM peak
penods. Operating speeds are expected to
decline further in the future as congestion
increases.

Benefit to the Environment and improved
Sustainability for Corridor Comtmunities

The corridor is contained within the
Sottth Coast Air Basin, which has the
worst air quality in the nation. Mobile
source emissions from vehicles are the
single largest contributor to air quality
problems in the basin. The Crenshaw/

What is an Altermatives Analysis? Transit projects typically proceed through the FTA’s .
process, consisting of five formal steps: Allernatives Analysis Study, Environmental Impact .

Statement, Prefimmary Engineering, Final Design, and Construction. The Alternatives
Analysis Study is designied to examine all the potential transit options available aid

determine o lacolly preferred alternative.
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LAX Transit Corridor Project would
provide transportation and transit
improvements that would provide the area
with an energy-efficient way of reducing
the number of vehicles on roadways

and freeways. This would contribute

to the improvement of Southern
California’s regional and local air quality,
and a reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions. Moreover, both Federal and
State povernment are placing incrcased
emphasis on improving the sustainability
of neighborhoods and communities.
Improved accessibility utilizing transit
improvements will greatly aid in achieving
sustainability for neighborhoods and

;N
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communities withm the corridor that
are highly dependent on access to
employtnent, services and education

possible alternatives, which met the

project goals and objectives. As part of this
process, Metro considered all reasonable
altematives before selecting the preferred
alternative,

resources outside of the boundaries of the
corridor.

FS.3 Allcenatives Considered The process typically results in the
narrowing down of options and
alternatives are eliminated based on

A s part of the environmental
review process, Metro followed an

their effectiveness, environmental
impacts, efficiency, financial feasibility,
and equity. The end result of the process
is the selection of a locally preferred
alternative, or LPA, by the Metro Board.
The identification and screening of the

alternatives is shown below.

established protocol to identify the wansit
altermatives and issues to be analyzed,
including secking input from the public,
corridor stakeholders, and other affected
parties. The alternatives in the DEIS/
DEIR provided a reasonable range of

Initral Allernatives
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T > environment. The alternatives included
Los O— a No-Build Alternative, a Transportation
" fulsting Metro R € Stavons Angeles System Management (TSM) Alternative,
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A list of criteria was used in order to

compare the performance of each

\-\‘.‘. } alternative.
“+ Culver P,
City - o
® , 13 These criteria included:
l F Cour e +  Regional Connectwvity
e *.p-""“: ‘ Romecs boe +  Key Envitonmental Effects
I v B 'llglewﬂod +  Economic Development/Land Use
»
i £ /"" S Planning
’] N Wanchesur Bied . .
© : +  Ridership
1& Seactovr Flay o e l Ehanke «  Travel Time and Reliability
T s o e \ «  Cost-Effectiveness
i ' I I i 1 '; p +  Financial Capability
# . Lenno«
* i .E ! i 3 i } « Regulatory Constraints
leyeni® Hap o) ; ., tagens Hot
a y . e
i 'g f ©o.a The results of the analysis showed that the
L ' U esacane LRT Alternative would-
El Scgundo \\ ) _ Hawthorne Gardena «  Generate the greatest benefits to travel
' .,_1,.--"'&\ Vst time along the corridor;
™ «  Generate more riders along the

Butial alignent alternatives were bualt up from a variery of ahgraents i the carndor. segment between the Exposition Line

Tocalh Prefenied Aliernaive Selection  constraints such as comparing transit and the Metro Green Line;

Process design configurations and ahgnments +  Improve accessibility for passengers

to existing righs-of-way widths and then in several corndors;
rior to the selection of a Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPPA), the

initial alternatives were presented at

scoping meetings and reviewed with

input from the pubhc and various

What is an LPA? The DEIS/DEIR process culminated in the Metro Bourd of Directors
making a recommendation for the Locally Preferved Altermative (LPAJ. A LPA is the project
alternative that the Lead Agency feels would best balance the needs of the population for .
which the project serves. This recommendation was based on the resulls of the environmental <
evaluation as well as public opinion conveyed throughout the public partiapation process.
The selection of an LPA has allowed tite project to move fonward into more advanced design
and engineering. with a mare detailed environmental analysis as presented i this FEIS/
FEIR.
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agencies. The alternatives were screened

Ta e

using engineering and environmental
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«  Provide economic development in the
corridor;

«  Create more opportunitics for
linkages with adjacent development

«  Provide the largest degree of travel
time savings, reliability and ridership
for comparable segments;

+  Provide the strongest support of
comrmunity goals for economic
development; and

«  Provide connections with other
elements of the Metro rail systemn,
including the ability to facilitate a
connection to LAX airport-service.

Sclection of a Locally Preferred Alternative

Following circulation of the DEIS/DEIR,
a LPA Reconunendation Report was
prepared which proposed the adoption
of the Light Rail Transit Alternative,
including several design options, as the
locally preferred alternative. Based on
the envirommental review, conceptual
engineering activities and technical
studies, as well as feedback from an
extensive community outreach programn,
the Metro Board of Directors adopted the
Light Rail Transit Alternative as the Locally
Preferred Alternative.

‘The Board Adopted LPA Included the
Following Options:

Design Option 1

Design Option 1 involves an aerial station
on the north side of Century Boulevard
instead of an at-grade station located
approximately 1,500 feet north of Century
Boulevard near 96th Street.

Design Option [1s an elevated station at Century
Boulevard.

Design Option 2

Design Option 2 involves an aerial
crossing rather than an at-grade crossing
at Manchester Avenue. An aerial crossing
over Manchester Avenue would replace the
at-grade LRT ahgnment and would extend
an aerial alignment approximately 1,300
feet within the Harbor Subdivision. The
over crossing would consist of an 800-foot
bridge and 250-foot approaches on cach
side. The aerial alignment would return
to grade on the north side of Manchester
Aventie before the at-grade station
proposed on the north side of Hindry

Avenue,
T
. 4
-
? | P
[d
(..

Design Option 2 is an eievated crossing above Men-
chester Avenue

Design Option 4

Design Option 4 involves a cut-and-cover
alignment between Victoria Avenue and
60th Street instead of an aerial alignment,
starting on Crenshaw Boulevard and
extending into the Harbor Subdivision,
The below-grade alignment would be built
as a cut-and- cover tunnel.

[ VI

o i
w8ty )

Design Option 4 is a below grude alignment from 60th
street to Victoria Avenue.

Based on the evaluation, Design Options
1, 2 and 4 would address technical

and environmental requirements and
woule best meet the goals and objectives
established for the corridor while

staying within the proposed budget for
the project. Design Option 1 would
facilitate a potential connection to LAX,
providing the largest amount of regional
connectivity which would lead to higher
potential ridership once that connection

1s established. Design Option 2 would
eliminate potential traffic impacts at the
Manchester Avenue crossing. This key
envirommental effect would be achieved at
a relatively low cost compared to the other
design options. Design Option 4 would
also eliminate key environmental effects,
specifically related to the aerial structure
impacts to the visual character of the Hyde
Park neighborhood, which is a low income
area that is subject to environmental
justice consideration. Because these
aesthetic and community division effects
would be disproportionately placed on

the low income Hyde Park community
environmental justice impacts would also
occur. Design Option 4 eliminates these
potential environmental effects. For these
reasons, Design Options 1, 2, and 4 were
recommended to be incorporated into the
LPA.
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Design Options Carried Forward with the
LPA

Three other design options were not
recommended as part of the LPA

but were authorized for continued
environmental review and advanced
conceptual engineering so that they could
be implemented at a later tiine, should
funding become available. The three
design options to be carried forward
included:

Design Option 3

Design Option 3 involves a cut-and-cover
crossing instead of an at-grade crossing at
Centinela Avenue. An LRT under-crossing
at Centinela Avenue would replace the
at-grade LRT alignment proposed under
the LPA and would extend approximately
2,000 feet within the Harbor Subdivision.

The under-crossing would consist of a 200-

foot long bridge with a 700-foot depressed
LRT alignment section on the west and an
1,100-foot depressed section on the east
side of Centinela Avenue.

Drsign Option 3 is a grade sepuranon at the Harbor
Subdvision and Centinela Avenue.

Design Option 5

Design Option 5 involves a below-grade
station at Vernon Avenue in Leimert
Park. The Crenshaw/Vernon station is an
optional below-grade station. This would
be within a half mile of Crenshaw/King
Station.

Design Option 5 considers the feasiblity of hwo sta-
tions in close proxumuly at Crenshaw/King and at
Crenshaw/Vemon. Tke Crenshaiw/Vernon station is
the optional siation.

Design Option 6

Design Option 6 involves a below-grade
alignment between 3%th Street and
Exposition with a below-grade station
at Crenshaw Boulevard and Exposition
Boulevard. A below-grade alignment
between 39th Street and Exposition
Boulevard would replace the ar-grade
LPA alignment and would extend the
tunnel north of Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard with
a below-grade station.

Design Option 6 is o below grade alignment along
Crenshaw Boulevard besween Exposition and 39th
Street.

Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report

I'our imtial maintenance and operations
facility sites were evaluated in the DEIS/
DEIR. These sites were compared using
evaluation criteria such as size and

""-i'-#:,-\;c:: )

g T v s R

U e e
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proximity; land use and zoning; land
ownership; buffers; potential expansion;
community disruption; and most valuable
and Dest use. Based on the analysis,
these four potential maintenance sites
were ranked from most preferred to least
preferred.

Based on public comments and concerns
expressed during the comment period.
the Metro Board, as part of its actions

on the Project, removed from further
consideration the two maintenance facility
sites (Sites B and D) in the cities of Los
Angeles (Westchester) and E! Segundo
that were evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR.

A Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (SDEIS)/Recirculated
Draft Environmental Impact Report
(RDEIR) was prepared to provide
environmental analysis of four new
alternative maintenance facility sites

for the proposed project. In addition,

a Section 4(f) Evaluation of eligible
historic resources and parklands within
the updated APPE for the project was
completed.

Refinements to the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA)

Following adoption of the LRT as the
Locally Preferred Alternative, various
refinements were required due to
engineering constraints, environmental
concerns, and budgetary considerations.
The refinements to the LPA associated
with this base project are described
below.

La Brea Avenue Crossing,
An open trench configuration across La
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LPA Alignment. The LPA routz is approximately 8.5 nules in length, It extends from the Exposition
Light Rail line to the Green Line This baseline option uuludes at grade, below grude and elevated sections.

wath six stalions, as shown above,

Brea Avenue with an at-grade station
east of the Markef Street.

Segment from 39th Street to Exposition
Boulevard.

The LPA's northern temninus at the
Crenshaw/Exposition Station had an at-
grade configuration with a design option

for a below-grade alignment (Design
Option 6), which would extend a turinel
between 39th Street and a below-grade
Crenshaw/Exposition Station. During
the ACE phase, all analyzed at-grade
configurations were deterrmued infeasible
due to physical constraints and significant
traffic and land use impacts. Design

T2 Hollywood

Wiashengton]
Natworal

CRENSHAW/
LAX LINE

Imperial}
b . Wilmington "w'lf
Avabon Wy chabemes L a2
Manpors
L
To Long Bexch

LPA operation 1l involve a single service from
Exposition/Crenshaw to Aviation/Cenlury, with a
conniection to the Redondo Beach Station along new
wmfrastructure and the Metro Green Line,

Option 6 is determined to be a feasible
alternative to an at-grade alignment

and is recommended for inclusion into
the project definition, contingent upon
the section’s financial feasibility. In the
event that Design Option 6 cannot be
incorporated into the project, the FEIS/
FEIR also considers two Minimum
Operable Segments (MOS) alternatives
that would be consistent with the Metro
financiat plan for the project. MOS-King
would extend from the Metro Green Line
to the King Station, at a distance of 8
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miles. MOS-Century would extend from
the Metro Exposition Line to the Aviation/
Century Station, at a distance of 7.4 miles,
and would include Design Option 6.
MOS-Century would also require a bus
feeder connection to the Metro Green

If constructed,
either MOS would be consistent with

the established financial plan for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.
As stated previously, the Partially-
Covered LAX Trench Option has been
incorporated into the project definition

as an interim solution to the fully covered
condition. The Partially-Covered Trench
configuration would allow a concrete

Line at the southern end.

cap over 1,000 feet of the below grade
track with two 500-foot covered sections.
Two other design aptions that may be
incorporated into the project definition
{based on potential for cost savirigs and
reduchon in enviranmental impacts in
one case, and based upon Board action
in the other). These options will further
be explored through the preliminary

engineering phase and dunng the
procurement of design build contracts.

Alternate Southwest Portal at Crenshaw/
King Station Option. This option involves
an alternate portal at the southwest
corner of the Crenshaw Boulevard/Martin
Luther King jr. Boulevaid intersection.
During the preliminary engineering
phase of the project. Metro determined
that a providing connection in front of
the Broadway building (Walmart) could
provide increased access to the regional
mall. In addition, potential cost savings
and fewer displacements could be
achieved through less property acquisition
{The portal would be located within the

What is the Harbor Subdivision? The Harbor Subdivision is a freight rail corridor.
approximately 26 miles i length, that iraverses southwest Los Angeles County from
Vernon to Wibmington. In the early 1990s, Metro purchased the portion of the corridor 1
between Redondo Junction amd Watsan Yard, along with several other rail rights-ofway,
to further the developnient of the region’s rapid transit system. Metro has initiated an
Alternatives Analysis Study (AA} for the Flarbor Subdivision Transit Corridor. The study
will examine potential transit service along the Metro-owned Harbor Subdivision.

PRI T Ry

s LR

existing landscaped sidewalk adjacent to

the Broadway building and would provide
vertical circulation ta the underground
Crenshaw/King Station). The portal

could also be located in the basement of
the Broadway building to provide a direct
connection to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw
Plaza. This alternate portal is not included
within the current project financial

plan and would only be implemented

if the land were privately funded or if
easements to privately-owned land are
granted. This station is located at the most
heavily developed area of the entire line
wath a major shopping center near the
site. While this design option is not yet
mcorporated into the project definition,
negotiations with the mall owners may
yield savings which allow it to be adopted
as part of the project definition.

Below-Grade Crenshaw/Vernon Optional
Station. Since the adoption of the LPA,
the Metro Board, at its May 2011 meeting,
directed the below-grade Crenshaw/
Vernon Station to be considered as an
option within the procurement of design-
build contracts. While this action did not
incorporate the optional station into the
project definition, it placed an emphasis
on carrying the design forward for the
design-build procurement process. It may
be implemented if bids for the project

4
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Aerigl structure across Manchester Avenue.

including this design option fall within the
project funding amount.

Project digonmient

The southern terminus of the alignment
would begin at the existing Metro Green
Line Aviation Station which is in an aerial
configuration, and transition northerly

to a below-grade trench configuration,
south of 111th Street, as it passes adjacent
to the LAX south runways. The baseline
configuration of the project near LAX
Runway 25 Land 25R ends is a cut-
and-cover trench that is covered with a
reinforced concrete roof. This is based
on comments received from the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) and Los
Angeles World Airports (LAWA) on the
DEIS/DEIR. There is also an interim
option for a depressed partially-covered
trench. After clearing the south runways

g e v ——
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. _'___.'.;._...l

north of 104th Street, the alignment would
transition to an aerial configuration across
Century Boulevard.

At Century Boulevard, the LRT
alignment would be located on a new
Dbridge constructed west of, and adjacent
to, the existing railroad bridge. The
alignment would transition to an at-grade
configuration north of the Wally Park
structure and operate at-grade across
Arbor Vitae Street and would transition
to an aerial structure across Manchester
Avenue, The alignment would transition
back to grade level for at-grade crossings
at Isis and Hindry Avenues. The LRT
alignment would transition to an aerial
configuration across La Cienega Boulevard
and the 1-405 and would return to grade
before Oak Street.

The alignment would continue at grade
to the east with at-grade crossings at

LA s -
< ’—‘.;:.-iq"" SR TE o
- ';ﬁ' -l}-d-tu-l‘g .f,

Oak Street, Cedar Street, Ivy Street,

and Eucalyptus Aventue, The alignmem
would descend to a below-grade trench
configuration under La Brea Avenue with
an open cut station to the east of La Brea
Avenue. The alignment would transition
back to grade east of La Brea Avenue
until Victoria Avenue. At-grade crossings
would occur at Centinela Avenue, West
Boulevard and Brynhurst Avenue and an
at-grade station would be located to the
west of West Boulevard.

West of Victoria Avenue, the alignment
would transition to a below-grade
tunnel and continue along the Harbor
Subdivision until Crenshaw Boulevard
where it would continue north under
Crenshaw Boulevard until north of 59th
Place where it would transition to grade
level in through a portal in the middle
of the Crenshaw Boulevard median.
The alignment is required to be below
grade under this segment of Crenshaw
Boulevard because the street right-of
way width is 100 feet, which would be
insufficient to accommodate an at-grade

at ]-405.

andtrmg of nmal st ture over [-405.
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Cross-sectional ¥iew of the Hurbor Subdiiision near Edward Vineent Jr. Park. ~

LRT without reducing roadway lane
capacuty.

The alignment would travel at grade in

a new median of Crenshaw Boulevard
south of 59th Street to 48th Street. The
frontage roads along Crenshaw Boulevard
would be eliminated where the alignment
is operating at grade. There would be

an at-grade station in the median of
Crenshaw Boulevard, south of Slauson
Avenue. The alignment would transition
to a below-grade configuration north of
48th Stree through a portal in the median

of Crenshaw Boulevard. The alignment
wottld be befow grade for the remainder
of the alignment either to the terninus
associated with an MOS at King or at
Exposition Boulevard [the terminus for
the LPA}, with the incorporation of Design
Option 6. The below-grade alignment
could be built as either a bored or cutand
cover tunnel. The cheice of tunneling
methodology will be based on an analysis
of the length and depth of the tunnel
section. Below-grade stations would

be located in the median of Crenshaw

" "n\ :y.....r., o

- ——

Boulevard at King and Exposition
Boulevards with portal entrances
on properties adjacent to Crenshaw
Boulevard.

\What is an Overhead Contact
System? A distinctive feature of
LRT is that the vehicles draw
power from overhead wires, known
as the overhead contact system
{OCS}. This allows LRT systems
to be integrated with other at-grade
transportation modes, such as
automobiles and pedestrians.

A T e T R
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TRENSIT S1ATION

DEICHK OPTIONT

HARBOR SUBDIVISION TO EXPOSITION STATION

Vertial Profile of the 1 PA Aligment.

MOS-Century would follow the same
alignment described above, but beginning
at the Crenshaw/Exposition Station with
the incorporation of Design Option 6 and
terminating at the Century Station.

Stations and Station Parking. The LPA
would include six stations for passenger
access and three park-and-ride facilities.
The location and size of the park-and-ride

facilities was refined during the advanced
conceptual engineering process. Together,
these facilities would satisfy the transit
corridor’s parking demands.

For transit passengers’ convenience

and to contro! capital, operating, and
maintenance costs, the proposed stations,
including signage, maps, fixtures,
furnishings, lighting, and comnmunication

equuiptient, would have a consistent
design similar to the existing Metro LRT
stations. LRT Station types would be
erther at-grade, aerial, or below grade, and

LRVs would be equivalent to those '
Metro operates on the existing

Metro Blue, Green and Gold Lines.
Each velucle would be equipped for
independent two-way operation, with a
driver's cub at each end and would have
equal performance in cither direction.

. . 1. L. P P A f o N
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are comprised of 270 feet long platforms
that accommodate LRT trains with up to
three cars. The project includes two at-
grade stations, one underground station,
one trench station, and one above ground
(aerial) station.

»  Aviation/Century (aerial)

+  Florence/La Brea (at grade)

«  Florence{West (at grade)

«  Crenshaw/Slauson (at grade)

+  Crenshaw/King (underground)

+  Crenshaw/Exposition (underground
with Design Option 6)

All platforms would be fully accessible
and comply with the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA). Outdoor platforms
would be well-lighted and include
amenities, such as canopies that cover

a minimum 30 percent of the platform
area, seating, bike lockers, bike racks,
trash receptacles, and artwork. The LRT
stations would also include signage, safety.
and security equipment which would
provide real-time information.

Supporting LRT Facilities. The LPA
construction would include installing
trackwork, an overhead contact system
(OCS) distributing electricity to light rail
vehicles (LRVs), traction power substations
(TPSS) located about one mile apart,
signaling and communication systems,
and a véhicle maintenance and operations
facility which would operate 24 hours a
day, seven days a week.

Systems: The LRT fixed guideway would
consist of continuously welded rails. The
rails would be embedded in a concrete

slab or installed on crossties and ballasts.
The LRT OCS would consist of steel
poles installed along the operating righ:-
of-way to support the electrical power
line. The poles would be approximately
25-feet tall and would be installed at 90
to 170 feet intervals. The poles would
generally be located in the center of the
right-ofway, between the two tracks,
wherever possible. In some lacations,
the poles would be located on both

sides of the LRT tracks. The overhead
electrical power lines are suspended
above the LRT tracks. Electricity for

LRT operations would be supplied to the
OCS from traction power substations
(TPSS), located along the proposed LRT
alignment. These electrical substations
would be enclosed structures located near
the LRT alignment. Development of the
substations, in some cases, would require
an access roadway for maintenance
vehicles. Electrical substations would be
required for approximately each mile of
single or double-track. Communications
and signaling (C&S) buildings house
train control and communications

for LRT operations in a central facility

at each station. Each facility is an
enclosure located within the station

site area, typically adjacent to a station
platform. Positioning of a C&S building
must be done to provide clearances

for maintenance and servicing, and to
maintain sight lines fof LRT operations.

1;’ :._F‘;,_'}.;m‘.;. ;‘.,.. o
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Aviation and Century.
Looking East
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The Aviation/Century Station will serve as a new major gateway between Metro's
regional transit system and LAX. The station will be aerial and designed to accom-
modate a future connection to the LAX People Mover. A bus transfer plaza will be

provided on the west of the station to provide multimodal access to the system. ::"‘::’:’r'gs"f the aenal station at Century/Aviahion
ulew
Crenshaw/Exposttion
:l ! Crenshaw/King
3 K i Creashaw/Vernon
H ~ — .. - i o bane . {Optionat)
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The above figure shows the location of the Aviation/Century Station located at the acrial crossing over Cenhury
Boulevard at Avigtion Boulevard.
Green Line
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Hiorence /La firea Station
The Florence/la Brea Station will provide access to Downtown Inglewood and

the City of Inglewood Civic Center. The station would also serve commercial uses
along Market Street to the south and residences to the north, east, and west. This

station will also include a park-and-ride lot.
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Florence Avenue,

The abouve figure shows the location of the at-grade Florence/La Brea Station located east of Market Strect along
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Rendering of the al-grade Florence/La Brea Stasion
cast of Market Street along Florence Avenue,

Crenshaw/Enposition

Crenshaw/King

Crenshaw{Vernon
{Optional}

Crenshaw/Slauson

Green Line
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Fast Redondo and West, Looking East

urenc e /Wost Station

The Florence/West Station will provide access to West Boulevard and
Florence Avenue, servicing the residential communities of Morningside
Park and Hyde Park, as well as Edward Vincent Jr. Park to the west. This
station will also include a park-and-ride lot

Crenshaw)Exposition

Cranshaw/King

3 CrenshawiVornon
4 - Pm et e e e s e ema - e e {Optionat)
[FLALUEFTON A E
A § ; Crenshaw/Slauson
l nonsncemssf STATION (Av-Grade)  § v
| : Patbuim s /“-' 5 9 / ‘ﬁ,
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The above figure shaws the location of the at-grade Florence/West Station, adjaceni to the south of East
Redondo Bouelvard. Graen Line
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The Crenshaw/Slauson Station will service Crenshaw Boulevard, a major north-
south gateway street. This station will be located in the median of Crenshaw
Boulevard, south of Slauson Avenue and provide access to cast-west bus routes

. . . . deri haw/S! Station looking south
that service Slauson Avenue and provide access to commercial neighborhoods, zf"c.;':";fﬂg'::":,:::{ auson Siatlon fooking sot
schools and government offices.
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The above figure shows the lecation of tie at grade Crenshaw/Slauson Station in the median of Crenshuw

Avlation/Century O..n
9
Batdevard
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Crenshaw and King, Looking Sauthivest

Crenstraw fRing Station

The Crenshaw/King Station will provide
access to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw
Plaza shopping center, commercial uses
along Crenshw Boulevard and Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard, a major east-
west street which is well serviced by
local buses. This station is in walking
distance to Leimert Park Village, and
surround residential uses.

CrenshawiExposition

Cranshaw/King

Crenshaw/Vernon
(Gptlonal)

Crenshaw/Slauson

Green Line
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The above figure shows the location of the below-grade Crenshaw/Exposition Station nud sta-
tron porial at the southeast comer of the Crehshaw/Fxposition Boulevards mtersection,
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Rendering of portal for the below-grade Crenshaw/Exposition Station that 1s adjncent
ta the operation ¢f the at-grade Exposition Line.
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Crenshaw sEaposition Station

The Crenshaw/Exposition Station is the
northern terminus of the Crenshaw/
LAX line with the incorporation of De-
sigh Option 6. This station will have a
park-and-ride lot and allow a pedestrian
connection to the Exposition Line that
has an adjacent station. This connection
with the Exposition Line will provide a
connection to Downtown Los Angeles
and Exposition Patk to the east and
Santa Monica and Culver City to the
west.

Cronshaw/Exposition

Crenshaw'King

Crenshaw/Neinon
(Optional}

Cranshaw/Siauson

Groan Line
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Avein Manchester Station (Option.)
The Optional Aviation/Manchester Station would service the

commercial uses along Manchester Avenue, the residential com-

munity of Westchester-Playa Del Rey to the north and west, and
the industrial areas along Florence Avenue and Aviation
Boulevard.

Aenal structure across Manchester Avenue
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The above figure shows the location of the optional
Aviation/Manchester Station at the nenal crossing al
Manchester Avenue,

Crenshaw'Exposition

Crenshaw/Xing

CreashawiVernon
(Optionat)

CrenshawiStauson

Graen Line
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Creanbaw sveroon Statten {Optional)

The Optional Crenshaw/Vernon Station would service the
residential neighborhoods of Leimert Park and View Park and
the culturally oriented business in Leimert Park Village. The
underground station would involve a realignment of the LPA
beneath Leimert Park, and the station would be located in the
Leimert Park triangle south of Vernon Avenue.

The above picture shows the existing view
of the Crenshow Boulevard/Vernon Avenue
inlersectton.

The piciure below shows the stalion perlal
located in the Ecimert Park tnangle
south of the Crensliaw Boulevand/Vernon
Avenue intersection,

CRENIMAYY CEANON BTATION (Reliwr Candu)

. :: .
Ty . K
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The above figire shows the loration of the optional below-grade
Crenshaw/Vernon Station near the intersection of Crenshaw
Boulevard and Vernen Avenue.

Crenshaw'Exposition

Cronshaw King

Crenshaw/Narnon
{Qpticnal)

Grenshaw/Slauson

Green Lins
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ES.4 Taflic and Parking

The potential construction and
aperation impacts for both traffic
and parking impacts summarized below
and further described in Chapter 3.0

Transportation Impacts of the FEIS/
EEIR.

Cunstrucuon fmipacts. Construction of
the LPA would result in traffic impacts
at all I farbor Subdivision intersections.
Construction of at-grade crossings

The map above shows the 26 study intersections analysed for the Crenshan?LAX Transit

would require intertnittent off-peak

lane reductions and closures of these
crossings for up to six months. It is
anticipated that these lane recuctions and
closures would cause traffic to divert to
other locations. Mast significantly would
be the disruption of nornal business
operations as a result of intermittent site
access.

Impacts to local traffic and circulation
are expected with construction of the
LPA aerial structures. Typical impacts

associated with an aerial structure would
include temporary and/or long-term lane
closure, temporary removal of parking,
and secondary impacts, such as increased
traffic, to adjacent streets.

Cut-and-cover construction would
prohibit east-west crossings at several
designated locations for approximately
eight months, These construction period
impacts would occur at the station paitals,
by severely reducing the northbound
movements along Crenshaw Boulevard.
The number of traffic lanes would be
reduced and local circulation wauld be
impacted for extended periods of time.
Intermittent lane closures would occur
during off-peak and nighttime periods,
in order to perform short work adjacent
to the longer term work area, such as
installing utility laterals, delivering large
itemts, pouring of concrete and similar
activities. Occasional lane dlosures would
be required for certain activities such as
the placement and removal of overhead
concrete form and falsework, installation
of tracks across crossings, installation/
removal of temporary traffic decking

and similar activities. These closures

will vary in length and will be planned

at times to reduce inipacts to traftic
wherever possible. The median lefi-turn
lanes would likely be closed during the
construction period, prohibitihg left

The LPA would result in & savings
of approximately 22 minutes saved
iraveling from the Exposition Line to
the Metro GreenLine in 2030.
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Table ES.1. Park-and-Ride Stations

Station Locations

Approximate Park-and-Ride Spaces

Exposition {Design Option 6)

110

turns for up to six months. Metro would
implement a construction period traffic
management plan to deal with anticipated
impacts related to congestion and parking.
This plan would focus on maintaining
traffic flow, providing alternate parking
locations, maintaining access to local
businesses, and minitnizing disruptions
to general circulation.

Opetational Impacts. According to the
criteria of the Los Angeles Depariment
of Transportation, the LPA would result
in traffic impacts at the Crenshaw
Boulevard/54th Street intersection, where
the LPA operates at grade. This impact
would occur under the 140-, 130-, and
120-second signal timing for the LPA as
a result of an at-grade rail crossing that
would reduce the operational efficiency
of the intersection. There are no feasible
1itigation measures to reduce the impacts
at this intersection for the 140-, 130-, and
120-second signal cycle lengths. In the
locations of the alignment where the LRT
will move from below-grade to at-grade,
and Jocations where the intersecting
roadways are minor and have existing
partial turn restrictions, three intersections
are planned for closure. These
intersections on Crenshaw Boulevard are
59th Place, Coliseum Place and Rodeo

Place. In addition, the CPUC requested
the existing crossing at Brynhurst Avenue
be considered for closure. This issue is
currently being discussed with CPUC and
additional analysis is expected before the
final decision is reached.

The LPA would result in the loss of on-
street parking. With the removal of the
frontage road that parallels Crenshaw
Boulevard, the existing bus stops would
be relocated, Relocating the existing

bus stops would result in the removal

of additional on-street parking spaces

on Crenshaw Boulevard. Based on
advanced conceptual engineering designs,
there would be a permanent loss of 142
northbound and 166 southbound on-street
parking spaces between 48th Street and
£0th Street.

The project is expected to result in only
a minor loss of off-street parking under
the LPA. This loss would occur in the
Harbor Subdivision portion of the transit
corridor and be limited to private off-
street lots where the land would be used
for station development. These private
ofFstreet parking lots would be acquired
by Metro prior to construction. While
the final number of parking spaces
provided at any proposed park and ride

u'r'-c!‘* 4* "“‘ -lg.:f" Y
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PR S TR
lots lot will be determined at a later time,
it is assumed that the proposed station
parking would provide sufficient capacity
to accommeodate the anticipated parking
demand for the LPA, which is expected to
Dbe approximately 100 spaces per station.

At other stations along the corridor swhere
offstreet parking would not be provided,
spillover parking to the adjacent streets
may occur, but is likely to be minimal
based on projected parking demand at
stations with park-and-ride facilities.

£S.5 Evaluation of Tojedt
Alignment and Stations

The FEIS/FEIR analyzes the
environmental impacts and consequences
associated with the implementation of

the project alignment and stations. The
environmental impacts and consequences
associated with the maintenance facility
for the project are discussed in Chapter
5.0 of this FEIS/FEIR, where detailed
technical information and regulatory
requirements used to evaluate the impacts
of the proposed project are included in the
appendices of this document. Discussion
of each environmental topic is generally
organized by the following structural
headings:

Affected Environment/Exisling
Conditions describes the existing physical
environment and baseline setting wherein
the proposed project would occur.

Environmental Impacts/Environmental
Consequences describes the anticipated
changes that would result from

implementation of the proposed project
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Sites of approximultrly 15 acres or mare are desirable A varicty of sites adjacent to corndor routes were reisewed,
Four sites were considered for evaluation in the Final EIS/EIR.

and a federal determination of significance
is made based on the relative change

from the baseline conditions (No-Build
Alternative).

Mitigation Measures provides meastres
that would reduce or eliniinate the
significant or adverse impacts.

CEQA Detennination evaluates the
anticipated changes that would result from
implementation of the proposed project
against CEQA thresholds and a State
determination of significance is made
based on the relative change from the
existing conditions.

Significant Impacts Remaining After
Mitigation states the effectiveness of
mitigation measures in reducing the
impacts identified. A final determination
is made to whether an identified

impact can be reduced to a less-than.
significant level, or remains significant
and unavoidable after mitigation. While
CEQA requires that only effects that

have a "significant impact® be identified
in an Environmental [mpact Report,

the National Environmental Policy Act
{NEPA) requires that all adverse impacts
of a proposed project be analyzed.

Accordingly, in this joint federal and state
environmental document, reference to
“significant impacts” is made to fulfill

this requirement under CEQA, pursuant
to standards of California law. However,
regardless of level of significance, all
potentially adverse environmental impacts
have been analyzed and mitigation
proposed where feasible to reduce
identified adverse effects.

ES.0 Evaluation of Maintenance
Site Alternatives

It the analysis of the additional
Maintenance Facility Site Alternatives,

a total of 17 sites were identified for
consideration. This consideration resulted
in the selection of the four maintenance
facility sites that were evaluated in

the SDEIS/RDEIR. The impacts and
consequences of the four maintenance
facility site alternatives was analyzed

in the same format as the project
alignment and stations with the same
headings and environmental topic
arcas. Metro has selected Site 14 as

the preferred maintenance site for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project

A Maintenance and Operations Faclity is necessary to ensure that the project can continue
to function on a daily basis without service interruptions or delny. These activities include
the maintenance needed to keep the transit veliicles in peak operating condition, as well as
ewmergency repairs necessary if a vehicle becomes inoperable. Storage is necessary for the
vehicles whten they are not in operation and are being repaired, or for replacentent vehicles
that becomz teinporarily inoperable .
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at the April 2011 Board of Directors
meeting.

ES.7 Sedion ) Pvaluation

Section 4(f) protects publicly-owned
land of parks, recreational areas. and
wildlife refuges. Section 4(f) also
protects historic sites of National, State,
or Local significance located on public or
private land. The Section 4(f) evaluation
includes a description of the proposed
action, a list of eligible properties for the
National Register of Historic places, and
an evaluation of individual parklands or
historical resources potentially impacted
by the Project. The evaluation of each
resource includes information on the
location and of the property impacted,
impacts of the project on the property,
measures to minimize harm, and
coordination with the agency having
junisdiction over the resource,

The project would not result in the direct

use of any parklands or recreational areas.

Three of the four parklands are evaluated
for potential constructive use based on
the nature of the use and their proximity
to the ahgnment. The Project would not
result in the direct use of any Nationally-
Eligible property. There are no wildlife or
waterfowl refuges in the Project area.

The Alternate Southwest Portal at the
Crenshaw/King Station would result

in a de minimis use to one Section

4{f) 1esource, the Broadway building
{Walirart) at the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw
Plaza. Pwrsuant to 23 CFR Pant 774.3,
the FTA has preliminary detennined that
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Section 4(f} resources within praximity to the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor alignment.

the use of the property, including any £5.8 Community Gubieach
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as

any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, his FEIS/FEIR has been prepared to
or enhancement measuresj committed to Tmeet the requirements of NEPA and
by the applicant, will have a de minimis CEQA. As required by these laws, the
impact, as defined in §774.17, on the environmental review process must be

property.
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completed before the proposed project can
be approved by Metro and the FTA, The
goal of both legislative acts is to ensure
that local and federal decision-makers are
aware of the environmental consequences
of a project before making a decision
whether to proceed.

One of the first steps in the environmental
review process is to publish a Notice

of Intent (NOI} to prepare an EIS in

the Federal Register. This notice was
published on October 2, 2007 {Vol 72, No
190} and provided a brief description of
the proposed project and invited comment
on issues that would be addressed in

the environmental document. A Notice
of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR, the
CEQA equivalent of the NOI, was also
prepared and circulated by the State

of California on September 28, 2007.

In addition to these notices, various

other means were used to invite public
comment on the project. Three public
scoping workshops were held and letters
of invitation were mailed to addresses
within a 1/4-mile radius of the Crenshaw/
LAX Transit Corridor alignment. Articles
and advertisements were published in a
number of local newspapers including
several non-Enghsh announcements and
electronic mailings {e-mail blasts) were
sent to vanous stakeholders. Metro also
distributed bus patmphlets and placed
postings m community and coxncil
district newsletters, The 30-day public
scoping comment period was extended
uniul November 20, 2007, and all 365
comments that were received on the
project were documented and reviewed in
the preparation of this document,

Metro initiated a second round of public
comments with the release of the DEIS/
DEIR. During the 45-day public review
period for the DEIS/DEIR, the document
was placed in local public libraries and
other repository sites, and made available
on the Metro website (www.metro.net/
crenshaw). Information about.public
hearings and other ongoing project
activities was available via the project
hotline at (213) 922-2736. For a detailed
description of the environmental review
process, and related public involverent
opportunities, please refer to Chapters
2.0 Alternatives Considered and 7.0
Community Participation of this FEIS/
FEIR.

Public hearing testimony and written
comments on the DEIS/DEIR were
compiled during the public review
period. In the Fall of 2009, the Metro
Board considered public cornments as
part of its selection process for the LPA
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor.
In addition to the foregoing outreach,
Metro initiated additional public outreach
for a Supplemental Draft Environmental
Iinpact Statement/Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report {SDEIS/
RDEIR) that was required for the
evaluation of new maintenance facility
sites. This process is further described
in ES. 11 Locally Preferred Alternative
Selection Process. Metro also conducted
community briefings and presentations
with more than 40 different groups in
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor.
Introductory briefings were conducted
with each of the jurisdictions located
within the project corridor. City, county,
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state and congressional representatives
and their staff were invited to participate in
working groups during the develpoment
of the project. Legislative briefings were
conducted with the Cities of Inglewood
and Los Angeles. Monthly technical
advisory committee meetings were held,
in which key stakeholders from the cities'
planning, utilities and transportation
departments were presented with

project updates and input was solicited.
on advanced design concepts. Metro
maintained a contact list of stakeholders
located throughout the project area and
those located adjacent to the potential
maintenance facility sites or who could
be directly affected by implementation of
the project. Stakeholders were notified
of public station planning workshops,
focused on urban and streetscape design
concepts and station area planing for
the proposed stations along the project
corridor. Workshop participants were
involved in group discussions and were
given the opportunity to provide feedback
to the project team. In addition to the
station planning workshops, stakeholders
were invited to participate in a public
woikshop which initiated the additional
analysis for new alternative maintenance

Niemncrons conununity nieetings have been held as part
of the Alternatives cvaluation and proje. L formulation
process.
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facility sites. Responses to public
comments received during the circulation
period have been incorporated into the
FEIS/FEIR. Metro and the FTA cannot
initiate the proposed project untit the
FEIS/FEIR is certified wath all necessary
mitigation measures and a Mitigation
Monitoring Program is adopted.
Following cettification of the FEIR by

the Metro Board, the FTA will consider
the FEIS and issue a public Record of
Decision {ROD) to complete the final step

in the environinemtal review of the project.

1:5.9 Cost and Performance

he cost of a transportation

investment falls into two categoiies:

capital costs, and operating and
maintenance ({O&M) costs. Capital
costs are the start-up costs for the
project, including the costs of guideway
construciion, vehicles, and anysystem
facilities necessary before the project
can begm to operate. O&M costs are
the costs associated with the day-to-
day running of the new transportation
system. Costs, such as labor, vehicle
maintenance, and overall facility
maintenance fall into this category.
This section sumimarnzes both types of
costs and presents the proposed capital
financiug plan, and evaluates Metro's
ability to afford the alternatives under

Table ES.3. Projected Ridership and Vehicle Miles Traveled (VM

|

g ‘;E\-:- ‘.
st o

Project Deslpgn Varations

Estimated Cost

LPA $1,589,154,000
(Optional Partially-Covered 1.AX Trench ${40,964,000)
|Optional Vernon Station {Design Option 5) $106,306,000
Optional Manchester Station (Aerial) $66,500,000
Optional Cut-and.Cover Crossing at Centinela Ave {Design Option 3) $20,599,000 |

able Seginent-Metro Green Line to King Station (MOS-King)

lMinmmm QOperx g g

Minimumn Operable Segment-Exposition Station ta Century Station

$1,331,634,000

(MOQS-Century} $1,466,304,000
Maintenance Facility {cost for Crenshaw/LAX Proiect) S138,:413,730
lProiect Definition {includes Partially-Covered LAX Trench Design Option $1,548,140.000

consideration. The estimated cost in 2010
dollars for the LPA {which includes a Fully-

Covered LAX Trench) 1s $ 1,589,154,000,
compared to $1,331,634,000 for the MOS

from the Metro Green Line 1 King Station

and $1,466,304,000 for the MOS from
Exposition Boulevard to Century Station.
The estimated cost in 2010 doltars for the
Project Definition. which includes the
Partially-Covered LAX Trench Option,

is $1,548,190,000. The additional costs
for the LPA design options range from
$20,594,000 to $106,306,000.

Rideiship

roject ridershup in year 2030 for the
LPA is 12,625 daily boardings, as
shown in Table ES:3. The incorporation

- 2030

Alternative Daily Boardings {Study Area VMT | Regional VMT
LPA 12,625 5,126,000 454,402,000
No Build 0 5128000 | 454,428,000 |
IDIFFERENCE + 12,625 {2,000} {26,000}

of the Crenshaw/Vernon Station into the
LPA would increase ridership by adding
an additional station at Vernon Avenue
which would expand the service aloug

the alignment and provide direct access
to Leimert Park Village. Neither the cut-
and-cover Grade Separation at Centinela
Avenue Design Option nor the Exposition
Below-Grade Alignment Design Option

would have an effect on overall ridership,

ES. 10 Issues Resolved

ased on the outcome of the

alternatives analysis and screening
process and technical transit planning
considerations, in addition to input
received during the comment period, a
series of issues (listed below) at the time

The selection of the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) by the Metro Board
considersd n wide varicty of variubles
incliuding the performance, ridership,
costs, banefits, environmental impacts,
and pubic input,
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of the circulation of the DEIS/DEIR were
identified. These issues have since been
addressed and resolved as the project
moved forward through the environmental
review process.

Community Acceplance of the TSM and
BRT Alternatives as a Credible Mobility
Improvement Over Existing Metro Rapic
Bus Service as the Long Ten investment

Crenshaw Boulevard currently features
Metro Rapid Bus service that supplements
local bus service along the corridor. The
TSM and BRT Alternatives described

inn the DEIS/DEIR distinguish small
incremental travel time improvements
over the existing service, Existing bus
service and future options are subject to
traffic delays as a portion of these services
will have to operate in mixed traffic. The
Metro Board has determined that these
options are not viable long-term solutions
to mobility needs in the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor. The Metro Board of
Directors considered engineering and
environmental documentation, as well

as public comments and concerns to
determune that the LRT Alternative is the
LPA.

Comminmnty Meeting,

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
Coruection to the Metro Purple Line/
Metro Purple Line Extension

The Alternatives Analysis process
conducted for the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor screened cuta LRT
connection to the Metro Purple Line due
to cost effectiveniess considerations. The
connection would have to be entirely
underground due to the narrow right-of-
way on Crenshaw Boulevard, making the
option cost prohibitive. If a connection

is to be achieved between a Crenshaw/
LAX Transit Corndor LRT Alternative
and the Metro Purple Line, a Metro
feasibility study has found that an LRT
connection towards the west, such as

the Wilshire Boulevard/La Brea Avenue
intersection rather than Crenshaw/
Wilshite Boulevards intersection would
be the most attractive option, The Metro
Board deterinined that the LPA would
be designed in order to facilitate a future
connection to the Metro Purple Line,
which would include a below-grade
connection to Exposition Boulevard. The
connection of the LPA to the Metro Purple
Line is a separate project and is outside the
scope of this FEIS/FEIR.

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Light Rail
Alternative Connection to the Expesition
Light Rail

Due to unmitigable traffic impacts,
physical consraints, and required right-
of-way acquisition, the LPA's at-grade
configuration from 39th Street to
Exposition Station was determined to be
infeasible. The below-grade connection
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Exposuiion Line Connection at the Crenshaw/
Exposition Bonlevards intersection.

to the Exposition/Crenshasw Station 15
incorporated into the LPA subject to its
financial feasibility.

As defined in the LPA, the ultimate
northern terminus {Exposition Station),
had an at-grade configuration as the
base condition as well as a below-

grade design option (Design Option 6)
which both underwent further analysis
during the ACE phase. All analyzed
at-grade configurations were deemed

to be infeasible due to a combination

of physical constraints, significant
environmental impacts, and costs.
Consultations with staff from the CPUC
(which oversees approval to operate over
at-grade crossings), the Community
Redevelopinent Agency of Los Angeles
(which oversees approved development
projects in the area), and the Los Angeles
Departmient of Transportation indicate
that an at-grade approach would not be
acceptable to these agencies. The extent
of the impacts for at-grade approach to the
Exposition: Line also resulted in a higher
cost estimate than previous estimates. {n
addition, there was a substantial amount
of suppott for a below-grade alignment
along this segment. [t may be necessary
to consider either a temmporary interim
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Potential changes to Leimert Pack Viflage that
may be induced by a nearby hght rad station havr
emerged ws a local roncen,

northern terminus of the Crenshaw/
LAX line at the King Station (MOS-King)
or a tempotary southern terminus at the
Century Station (MOS-Century). MOS-
King would connect with the Metro
Green Line at the southern end but would
have potentally degraded service to the
Exposition Line at the northern end.
MOS-Century would conniect with the
Metro Exposition Line at the northem
end but would have potentially degraded
service at the southern end.

Light Rail Station Area Development
Potential Consistent with Commumnity

Goals and Objectives

One key aspect i obtaining federal
funding for transit improvements is
whether local conmmunities encourage
transit-supporting or transit-oriented land
uses. Sintilarly, Califorma, with impetus
from Senate Bill 375, has also focused on
transit-suppotting land uses as a means
to reduce preenhouse gas emissions.
Transit-suppotting land uses often result
in an increase in development density
and intensity. The Metro Board niust

weigh Federal and State mandates against
commurnty concents regarding over-
development or changes in the chaacter
of corridor comnmunities. Although all
proposed station areas are subject to this
concern, Leitert Park Village residents in
particular have expressed coticern about
increased development. Station area
planning workshops were held to identily
the types of development that would be
supported by the local comnuumity, as well
as those that would be consistent with land
use policies of the applicable jurisdictions.
The results of these workshops have been
considered and incorporated into the
design of the LPA.

Light Rail Station Location(s) Between
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and
Vernon Avenwe

Related to the issue of transit-supporting
land use and induced growth is the

. pending location of the LRT station

bebween Martin Luther King r.

Boulcvard and Vernon Avenue. The

LPA indicates two below-grade LRT
stations; a station at Martin Luther King
Jr. Boulevard and an optional station

at Vetnon Avenue, adjacent to Leimert
Park. These prospective station Jocations
are approximately 1/2-mile apart. An
additional station would increase LRT
travel times. As proposed with the Design

What is n grede separation? A crossing of @ roadway and a railroad at different clevations,
such as a bridge stricture carryirg the highway over the raifroad or vice versa. A grade scpara-
tion can also be created by placing railroad or transit line in an undercrossing or tunnel to
separate it from a roadway or another rail line. Grade separations reduce pedestrian safety
related impacts and eliminate impacts to traffic that inay be caused by an interseckion between

the raiiroad and a roadway.
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Station Provisuty.

Ophon, one station would serve the
Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza shopping
center and the other would serve Leimert
Park Village. Community comment
indicated support for only stations at the
main intersections at Martin Luther King
Jr. Boulevard and/or Vernon Avenue and
no station in between. The Metro Board
has considered whether two stations

are necessary and whether the added
expense of a Leimert Park Station (near
Vernon Avenue) is warranted. Since

the alignment is underground at this
location, the cost of an additional station
is significant and exceeded the project
budget. As a result the station was carried
forward as an optonal station, should
funding become available at a later date.
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Light Rail Underground Construction
Method Between 39th Street and 43th
Street

Two methods of underground
construction may be used: cut-and-cover
and tunnel boring machines. The cut-and-
cover method requires excavation of the
underground trench, and then temporarily
covering the trench with wooden planks or
concrete or metal panels while the subway
is constructed beneath. {n the section

of Crenshaw Boulevard between 39t

Street and 48th Street, this construction
technique would likely have adverse effects
on traffic flow and to the accessibility

for local businesses. The tunnel-boring
technique would be less disruptive to

the community, but requires stations to

be located deeper than with the cut-and-
cover method. This technique involves

an underground machine that creates

the subway structure without disrupting
the surface. The construction method

is envisioned to be determined by the
design-build contractor. It is important to
note that even if tunnel baring is selected,
the segment from Victona to 60th Street,
the Crensahw/Martin Luther King Station

Cut and Cover Constrution Goldime Fastside Exten-
sien

and the optional Crenshaw/Vermon
Station would continue to be constructed
with the cut-and-cover technique. The
segments of the alignment between
Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street and
39th Street to 48th Street were analyzed as
cut-and-cover constructino as a worst case
scenario.

Light Rail Northern Portal Location and
Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza Access

Because the at-grade alignment between
Exposition Bouelvard and 39th Street was
determined to be infeasible, there is no
longer a transition portal at 39th Street
between the at-grade and below-grade
alignments. King Station would be located
at the southeast corner of Crenshaw

and Martin Luther King ]r. Boulevard,
however, an additional portal located at the
southwest corner of Crenshaw and Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard is being carried
forward for consideration,

Treatment of Frontuge Roads and Parking
From Coliseum: lo Martin Luther Kiug Jr.
Boulevard and from 48th Street to Slauson
Avenue

In a number of sepments along Crenshaw
Boulevard, north of Slauson Avetue, the
street features one-way frontage roads
that are separated from the main traffic
lanes of Crenshaw Boulevard by a raised
median. To maintain the current number
of traffic lanes and to accommodate

LRT in semi-exclusive rights-of-way, the
frontage roads would be reconfigured

or eliminated. The at-grade segment
between 48th Street and 60th Street would
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Mature Trees In Crenshaw Median. The LRT would
rensove lius landscaping and provide additionat
Inndscaping along a widened sidewatk

require the removal of these frontage
roads, however, the sidewalks would be
widened and a bikepath would be created.
This change has implicatious for the loss
of curb parking along Crenshaw Boulevard
and alteration in street landscaping.
Access to curb parking would remain,
however, parking adjacent to the divider
median between Crenshaw Boulevard
and the adjacent frontage roads would be
removed.

Streetscape and Urban Design Treatments
to Mitigate the Loss of Mature Median
Trees Between 48th Street and S4th Street.

Since the 1960s (after the termination

of the streetcar service on Crenshaw
Boulevard), the median of Crenshaw
Boulevard has been landscaped from 48th
Street to S4th Street. Along this section
of the Crenshaw Boulevard median are
intervals of mature trees that provide
visual relief from the wide Crenshaw
Boulevard right-of-way and contribute to
aesthetic features of Crenshaw Boulevard
as a scenic highway designated by the
City of Los Angeles for the section north
of Slauson Avenue. LRT improvements
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in this section of Crenshaw Boulevard
would require the removal of these trees.
Mitigation has been incorporated into the
design of the LPA to replace the median
trees. A landscape maintenance prograin
will be developed in order to determine
appropriate treatments.

Pedestrian Safety mprovements at Nearby

Schoals

A number of private and public schools
are either adjacent to or near Crenshaw
Boulevard. There is also a private

school near the Harbor Subdivision and
Centinela Avenue crossing. Based on
comments siting comniunity concern for
pedestrian safety, numerous pedestrian
safety measures have been incorporated
into the design of the at-grade crossings
along Crenshaw Boulevard. These
inciude, but are not limited to, fencing,
warning signs, raised median, and
adequate pedestrian queuing areas. Metra
also has an on-going safety program that
is givens to local area schools. Additional

mitigation measures are provided in
Section 4.14, Safety and Security of this
FETS/FEIR to ensure pedestrian safety is
achieved.

West Boulevard Station Location

Under the LPA, a station is located

west of West Boulevard in the City of
Inglewood. Community input recetved
from residents in the Hyde Park
community favor moving the station
eastward toward Crenshaw Boulevard to
provide a better connection with transit
services on Crenshaw Boulevard and on
Florence Avenue potentially providing
improved access from conmnunities to the
south along Crenshaw Boulevard, such
as Morningside Park. Such z location
may provide for revitalization along a
corridor between Crenshaw Bowlevard
and West Boulevard. Some community
residents in the City of Inglewood favor
the continued location of the station west
of West Boulevard, where there may

also be transit-oriented development
opportunities on vacant parking lots and
other under-utilized parcels. Design
coordination meetings were held to
evaluate the two station options and it was

Schools adjacent to the LRT raise the awareness
regarding pedestnan safely and measurcs that muse be
in place to ensure safe LRT operalions and pedestrian
paths.
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Polemml F!omm.'/Wes! Station locations.

determined that the location of a station
adjacent to West Boulevard would be most
appropriate and could be perceived as a
catalyst to change along West Boulevard
that has remained dormant for many
years.

Connection to Hollywood Park
Redevelopment

As discussed above, Metro received
comments during meetings in the City of
Inglewood that the alignment should be
re-directed to serve the City of Inglewood’s
focus and investment in the Hollywood
Park area. Metro reviewed ridership

and cost data and concluded that the
proposed LPA alignment along the Harbor
Subdivision that dees not directly connect
to the Hollywood Park Redevelopment
area remains the most viable and cost-
effective option. The LPA alignment serves
downtown [nglewood employment with

a proposed station near La Brea Avenue.

[t was determined that the connection
from Hollywood Park to the LPA would

e achieved through the enhancement of
local transit connections and coordination
with local developers regarding the
provision of shuttle service.
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Hollywood Park Redevelopment. \Withwi the City of
Inglewood, the Holtynood Park area 1s undergoing a
tnajor chauge with housing and retail developments
expected ta replice the race track “Transit connections
to bus coerging arca 1s a muyer lacal concen.
Burlington Northern $anta Fe Use of the

Harbor Subdivision Railroad

One of the maost significant constraints

to f1ansit use of the Harbor Subdivision
is the issue of whether Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) wiil mainain
railroad operations within the right-of:
way. Maintaining BNSF operations in
the FHarbor Subdivision would require the
relocation of the railroad tracks to allow
for LRT operations. The continued use
by BNSF also adds to construction cost, as
well as a new element to grade crossings,
where crossing signals would need to
serve both LRT vehicles and railroad
operations. Metre has had discussions

with BNSF to determiine whether the

Harbor Subdivistan Coutinued freight use of the
Horbor Sufidis ision poses niany constnunts te
the developirent of I RT transit senvice within the
1aibomi nght-ofway

abandonment (during construction and/
or permanently) of the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor portion of the Harbor
Subdivision {Crenshaw Boulevard to
Imperial Highway) is possible. These
discussions are ongoing and the issue is
yet-to-be resolved. 1t is currently assumed
in the FEIS/FEIR thart the “third track is
preserved.

Grade Separation at Centinela Avenue

The apptlication of Metrd's Grade
Crossing Policy is presented in the
conclusions of the FEIS{FEIR. Atthis
stage in the analysis, the assessment
concludes that no grade separation is
needed at Centinela Avenue and the
Harbor Subdivision adjacent to Florence
Boulevard., Comimnents received through
the community outrcach process indicated
community concerns regarding access

to Edward Vincent jr. Park (Centinela
Park), a nearby private school and chuich
that may be addressed through a grade
scparation. The grade of Centinela
Avenue affects the operation of vehicles
through the intersection. The FEIS/
FEIR contains a design option for a grade
separation at Centinela Avenue to address
these concenis. Such grade separation
may tequire more extensive construction
in the short term and may create some
impacts to the palm trees adjacent to the
additional railroad right-ofway. It was
determined that there were no significant
traffic impacts associated with an at-
grade crossing at Centinela Avenue, and
a grade separation is not warranted. The
incorporation of a grade separation at
Centinela Avenue will be subject to the

View of Centinéla Avenne at Florence Ave/ Harbor
Subdivision Traffic mavements along unth pedesinai
flows to o nearby Vincent Park, chunh and school are
muajor local concerns. The crossing is at the top of a
stighe e,

final determination of the California
Public Utitities Comimission (CPUC).

Specific Effects on Landmark Paln Trees
Near Centinela Avenue and Mitigation
Options

One of the most noticeable visual
elements along the Harbor Subdivisicn in
the City of Inglewaod is the dual row of
palm trees. The inner row of palms mark
the southern boundary of Edward Vincent
Park. The guideway requirements were
thought to require the removal of some
portion of the northern most row of palm
trees. Metro held focused commumty
urban design and station area meetings
in Inglewood to address this issue and
design measures to mitigate the visual
impact. The design of the LPA will be

The BNSF Railway is an
American freight ratfroad company
headquartered in Fort Worth,
Texas, and is one of the largest
transcontinental freight networks in
North America.
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Lamimark Palins along Florence Avenue, near
Edward Vincent Jr. Park.

conistruicted to maintain the majority of
these landmark trees.

La Brea Avenue Crossing

The LPA defined an elevated aerial
structure and station on the west side of
La Brea for the Florence/La Brea Station.

During advanced conceptual engineering,

preliminary geotechnical investigations
indicated an earthquake fault crossing at
this location. To address this seismic
condition, a below grade crossing was
proposed. This refinerent provide for
greater safety and an easier recovery in
case of an earthquake. Additional "fault
finding” work was undertaken to confirm
the location of the fault so that the station
can be placed in a safer location. The
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The La Brea Station woukd be un at-grade station
focated enst of Market Street.

station was ultimately placed to the east
and north of the intersection of Market
Street and Florence Avenue in an at-
grade configuration which is located in

a depression at a lower elevation then
Florence Avenue. In addition, the change
from elevated to below grade crossing

at La Brea Avenue results in at-grade
crossings at Ivy and Eucalyptus Streets.
The LPA had grade-separated crossings

at Ivy and Bucalyptus Streets only to
provide a transition from the high elevated
alignment at La Brea Avenue. These
crossings did not require grade separation
on their own. These two at-grade
crossings have been discussed with CPUC
staff. This new trench alignment is less
expensive than the base design.

Grade Separation at Manchester

The application of Metro's Grade
Crossing Policy to the Crenshaw/[AX
Transit Corridor Project indicates thata
grade separation was necessary for the
Manchester Boulevard intersection with
the Harbor Subdivision.

Role of the Aviation / Manchester Station

Located at the edge of the Westchester
district rather than its center, the proposed
Aviation / Manchester has one of the
lower potentials for ridership growth
among the stations along the proposed
transit investment. The immediate
area lacks a cohesion as it includes a
mix of commercial and industrial uses
at the border between the Cities of Los
Angeles and Inglewood. Curves of
the alignment and the potential for an
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Grade Crossing al Manchester.

elevated crossing make the location

of this station at Manchester difficult.
Nonetheless, this location wauld be the
most convenient location for residents of
Westchester to access the Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor. 1f there is a station at
this location, its siting and configuration
would need to balance competing modes
of access, including pedestrian access
from: the residential neighborhood
immediately to the north, transit access
along Manchester and Florence, and
automnobile / park-and-ride access from
arterials such as Manchester Avenue/
Boulevard, Aviation Boulevard, and La
Cienega Boulevard. Designs explored
station configurations that straddled
Manchester Avenue/Boulevard. Costs
were developed for this design option.
Also, it was determined that the aerial
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Century and Avintian. This location is the gataivay to
LAX Metro anniaapates that en Automaied People
Mower sysiem to be constructed aperated by the airport
will ultimately previde a convenient connectsan to the
airport teriinals.
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The Harbor Subdsvisten Alteruatives Anafysis elxplares muany wternatives betuween dowsiown Los Angeles aud the
harber area vin Sonth Los Angeles, LAX, and the South Bay. The Crenshaw Comndor mny affect or enuble future

projects along ihe Harbor Subdivision,

guideway could be re-configured in the
future to accommodate a station, albeit

at some expense. Itwas determined that
ridership would not be high enough to
justify a station at Aviation Boulevard
and Manchester Boulevard, and that an
aerial station on the Manchester over-
crossing would be more likely to enhance
connectivity with bus lines,

Metro Harbor Subdivision Alternatives
Analysis Study

The long term use of the Harbor
Subdivision railroad right-of-way has been
studied by Metro. Decisions related to the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corrider Project
will have an effect on future planning

for the entire Harbor Subdivision. The
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Metro Board, in its deliberation on the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project,
considered opportunities and limitations
that may be imposed on connections

to the South Bay and more broadly the
entire railroad corridor from downtown
Los Angeles to the harbor area. Future
planning for the Harbor Subdivision is
conicentrated in the south project area
and planning of the line will not preclude
future connections which would enhance
future connectivity to the South Bay.

Connection Between Crenshaw/LAX
Transit Corridor Project and the Los
Angeles nternational Airport

The lack of a convenient connection to
LAX from Metro’s rail transit systeni

has been under discussion for many
yvears, The nearest rail transit stop to
LAX is the Aviation/Imperial Green Line
station (approximately 1.5 miles from

the LAX terminals). The Crenshaw/
LAX Transit Corridor Project creates the
opportunity to bring a transit connection
closer to LAX. The FEIS/FEIR proposes
a LRT station at Century Boulevard aud
Aviation Boulevard. Metrg's coordination
with LAX indicates that an "automated
people mover” from the terminal area
may be planned to connect to this area

at some time in the future. Metro

1s currently studying an additional
connection from the Metro Green Line
into the central terminal area as part of

a separate project. The Metro Board, as
part of the consideration of the LPA, must
consider the certainty and time frame of
construction of this immportant connection.
The Metro Board is coordinating with
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LAWA to ensure a seanless connection
between the LPA and the automated
people mover An aerial station at Century
Boulevard and Aviation Boulevard has
been incorporated into the LPA to facilitate
this connection.

Provision of 3 Maintenance Facility

The LPA requires a new maintenance
facility to service the expanded rail vehicle
fleets. Adequate size sites are difficult to
find. Two candidate sites were initially
identified in the DEIS/DEIR. The Metro
Board elitninated these sites during the
selection of the LPA.

A new maintenance facility site search
was conducted and four potential sites
were selected adjacent to the Harbor
Subdivision. The four potential sites are
located 1 industrial areas; two of which
are adjacent to southern end of the LPA
aligiment between Manchester Avenue
and Century Boulevard, and two of which
are located further down the Harbor
Subdivision, in the City of Redondo Beach.
The preferred maintenance facility site is
Site 14, located in an industrial area in
the City of Los Angeles. The site is south
of Arbor Vitae Street and west of Aviation
Boulevard.

Srmminny of hnpacts

"I“able ES.4 on the following
page summarizes the potential
impacts of the No-Build, the LPA,
MOS 1 and 2, the Design Options,
and the maintenance facility. Table
ES.5 sunumarizes the impacts and

the mitigation measures for the LPA.
MOSs and Design Options. Table
ES.6 summarizes the impacts and
the mitigation measures for the
maintenance facility.

The information presented in these
tables is a summary of the analysis
contained in this FEIS/FEIR in Chapter
3.0 through 6.0.
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Table ES.4. Summary of Impacts

Alternative
Bellanca
MOS King -
Crossing at
Centinela
Optional
Manchester
Alternate
Southwest Portal
LAX Trench

Metra Green Line
to King Station

Maintenance Site
#14 - Arbor Vitae/
MOS Century -
Expocition Station
to Century Station
Cut-and-Cover
Optional Below-
Grade Station at
at King Station
Partially-Covered

Project Goal/CriteriafMeasure

Environmental Effects
raffic
Regional Land Use

O
*
O
*
O
*

— —

Local Land Use and Developmment

Division of Established Community

o |0 |0 [0 [0

[Consistency with Local Plans/Policies

Displacements and Relocation

Commiunity Cohesion

Yisual

A1r Quality (Operational)

INoise and Vibration

IEcosyslems and Biological Resources

Geotechnical

® @ O@ O@® |0 [0 0|0

Water

Energy

Historic, Archaeological, Paleontological

OO0 100@® @0 C 0|0

Parklands and Commumiy Facilities

Econgmic

®©0O®i® 00j®@@@O®[O® | |00 0

®@ 0O @ 0o |0 @

@

Safety and Security

® @ O [0 ® O 0O @ @ (@ © @ O @ O OO0 |0
® ® O 0@ O|0®@®OCIlcl0® © o0 |0 0|0

®
®
O]

iConstruction {without Air Quality)

®
-w
®
-
®
-
©
w
2

Construction (with Air Quality)

(&)
o]
O
(@]

Growth Inducing

OO oObiIOOPOIIe PvieoPoII oo I eeio|e 0|0

O
O
o
O

Cumulative

Environmental Justice ° ® o ®

O Less Than Adverse Effect, or Na Adverse Effect
@ Less Than Adverse Effect with Implementation of Mitigation Measure
@ Potentally Adverse Effect or an Adverse Effect

b Significant Impact Under CEQA

® 10 10

lblooRlelelololelololelelelojolole [ojofofolo
lblool@lelelololelololelelelolelole o jololo o

POOQ@@OO@OO@@@O@O@OOOOQ
1@007@”@©00@00@@@0@0©00000

e

* Potentially Sigmficant Impacts per criteria of the Los Angeles Department of Transportation at one intersection, depending upon the ultimately
selected signal timing,
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures for the LPA

Traffic Impact: There is one location [Crenshaw Boulevard and 54th Street) that is impacted at signal
cycie lengths at or less than 140 seconds. There are ne changes in street geometry
that would reduce irnpacts.The parking analysis presented above indicates that the
LPA would not result in inadequate parking. Impacts assaciated with spitlover
parking to the adjacent streets would be minimal. However, parking restrictions
and pricing strategies along the adjacent streets are recommended to discourage
long-term parking by tzansit patrons. With implementation of mitigation, no
adverse effects are anticipated.

L} Metro shall coordinate with the local jurisdictions to designate and identfy haul
routes for trucks and to establish hours of operation. The selected routes should
minimize noise, vibration, and other impacts.

T2 Metro shall prepare a traffic management plan to facilitate the flow of traflic in
and around the construction zone. This traffic management plan shall idennhfy a
community liaison and shall include the following measures:

» Schedule as much of construction-related travel as possible (i.e., delivenes, hauling,
and worker trips) during the off-peak hours;

+ Develop detour routes to facilitate traffic movement through coustruction zones
without significantly increasing cut-through traffic in adjacent residential areas:

» Where feasible, temporarily re-stripe roadway to masimize the vehicular capacity at

those locations affected by construction closures;

Where feasible, temporarily remove on-street parking to maxitnize the vehicular

capacity at those locations affected by construction closures;

» Where feasible, traffic control officers should be at major intersections during peak
hours to minimize delays related to construction activities;

« Develop and implement an outreach program to inform the general public about
the construction process and planned roadway closures;

+ Develop and implement a program with business owners to minimize unpacts
to businesses during construction activity, including but not limited, to signage
programs.

3 Metro shali include in the traffic management plan measures that minimize any
potential adverse effects to pedestrian movement in the corridor and to maxinuze
pedestrian safety to the extent feasible,

T4 Metro shall coordinate with local school districts to disclose potential impacts to
schaol bus routes

Ts PProject contractors shall provide alternate off-street parking for their employees
during the consiruction period. in order to miniimze the loss of parking to adjacent
commercial districts.

T8 Project contractors shall prohibit parking for their employees in adjacent residential

neighborhoods, in vrder to minimize the imipacts to nearby residents.
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures for the LPA {continued)

Environmental Criteria

No impact, no miitigation required.

Displacement and Relocation

Impact! The LPA would require the acquisition of up to 97 total parcels, including 59 parcels

that would be acquired in full, 31 parcels would be acquired in part, four parcels
that would require permanent underground easements, and three parcels that
would be used as temporary construction laydown areas (for staging equipment
and materials). Two single-family residential properties would be acquired in full to
accommodate the at-grade LRT guideway. With implementation of mitigation, no
adverse effects are anticipated.

DRl

Metro shall provide relocation assistance and compensation, pursuant to the Un:form
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act and the California
Relocation Act, to those who are displaced or whose property is acquired as a result of the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

Comrmunity Cohesion

No impact. no imtigation required.

Visual Quality

Impact: The loss of landscaping and vegetation would result 1n an adverse effect to visual

quality to residences along La Colina Drive and the along Crenshaw Boulevard
from 60th to 48th Street. With implementation of nitigation, no adverse effects are

Vi

vz

V3

To minimize visual clutter, integrate system compenents, and reduce the potential
for conflicts between the transit system and adjacent communities, design of the
system stations and components shall follow the recommendations and principles
developed in the project urban design explorations. These principles include, but are
not limited to: 1) preserve and enhance the unique cultural identity of each station
area and its surrounding community by implementing art and landscaping; and 2)
promiote a sense of place, safety, and walkability by providing street trees. walkways
or sidewalks, lighting, awmiigs, public art, and/or street furnitute. Prior to final
design, community input shall also be used to help achieve these guidelines.

At locations where existing land uses or vegetation is removed and neighboring
uses are exposed to new views of the transit system, additional landscaping shall be
provided within the right-of-way or in remnant acquisition parcels to create a buffer
between the uses, but not necessarily to completely screen uses. Community input
from adjacent residences or sensitive land uses shall be incorporated to the greatest
extent feasible on the landscaping design elements to be incorporated.

Mature trees that are removed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit
Corridor Project shall be relocated or replaced with a tree of similar species, or if
inappropriate for climate conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant
with the applicable City's landscape ordinance. Replacement should occur in
consultation with the Los Angeles Bureau of Street Services Street Tree Division and
with the City of Inglewood Department of Public Works.
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued)

V4

Vs

V6

Where practical and appropriate, additional landscaping and enhanced design
features will be used te minimize the visual image of the TPSS sites and other
ancillary facilities.

For the Centinela Avenue cut and cover crossing design aption, screening that is
consistent with the existing area and Edward Vincent Jr. Park shall be installed on
the north side of the trench to the extent feasible to reduce the adverse effects on the
south-facing view of the trench.

Should the alternate southwest portal at the King Station be selected, the structure
for the portal will be designed to compliment the Streamhne Moderne style of the
Broadway Departinent Store consistent with the Secretary of Interior standards.

Air Quality

No impact, no mitigation required.

Noise and Vibration

Impact:

The LPA would exceed thé vibration cntena at 16 locations (Table 4-20). With !
implemeniation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. Warning signal noise |
wotild exceed the significance criteria at 57th Street and West Boulevard grade crossing.
With unplementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. Moderate passby
noise impacts along La Colina Drive. No feasible mitigation.

N1

N2

Warning device noise levels shall not exceed 103 dBA at 50 feet, subject to approval by the
California Public Utilities Comnussion.

Further site-specific testing shall be performed during the Final Design where potential
for adverse vibration and ground-borne effects has been identified. Where adverse
vibration and ground-borme effects are still predicted, the vibration and ground-borme
energy transinitted into the ground shall be decreased using design features such

as, but not limited to high-resilience fasteners, ballast mats, or Aoating slab trackbed.
Vibration-and ground-bome reducing design specifications for the track sections shall
be determined in consultation with a qualified vibration scientist or engineer during the
design phase. The features shall reduce the vibration levels below the FTA thresholds
identified i Table 4-21 and Table 4-22.

Ecosystems/Biological Resources

Impact;

The LPA would require the removal or distutbance of mature trees along Crenshaw
Boulevard. Removal or disturbance of vegetation during the nesting season could affect
the habitat and bird species that are present. With implementation of mitigation, no
adverse effects are anticipated.

EB1

EB2

Two biological surveys shall be conducted, one 15 days prior and a second 72 hours prior
to construction that would remove or disturb suitable nesting habitat. The surveys shall
be perforined by a biologist with expenience conducting breeding bird surveys. The
biologist shall prepare survey repotts documenhing the presence or abserice of protected
natve bird in the habitat to be renioved and other such habitat within 300 feet of the
construction work area {within 500 feet for raptors). 1fa protected native bird is found,
surveys will be continued in order ta locate nests. Ifan active nest is located, construction
within 300 feet of the nest (500 feet for raptor nests) will be postponed until the nest is
vacated and juveniles have fledged and when there is no evidence of a second attempt at
nesting.

1f construction of the project requires pruning of natve tree species, the pruning shall be
performed in a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the
health of the trees. If construction of the project requires the removal of a native tree
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA [continued)

species, the affected trce species shall be relocated or replaced in consultation with
appropriate jurisdiction.

Geotechnical/Subsurface/Seismic/
Hazardous Materials

lmpact:

Potential for ground deformation to have an adverse effect for the LPA. With
implementation of mitigation, ho adverse effects are anncipated.

The LPA is susceptible to liquefaction in two areas. The first area mapped as being
susceptible to liquefaction is south of the 1-10 Freeway, along the eastern slapes

of the Baldwin Hills. The second area is the portion of the LPA along the Harbor
Subdivision. Therefore, there would be a potential for liquefaction in these areas.
With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated.

GEO1

GEO2

GEQ3

GEO4

GEOS

A soil mitigation plan shall be prepared after final construction plans are prepared
showing the lateral and vertical extent of soil excavation during construction The
soil nutigation plan shall establish soil reuse criteria, establish a sampling plan for
stockpiled materials, describe the disposition of matenals that do not satisfy the
reuse criteria, and specify guidelines for imported materials. The soil mitigation
plan shall include a provision that during grading or excavation activities, soil
shall be screened for contamination by visual observations and field scieening for
valatile organic compounds with a photo ionization detector {PID). Soil samples
that are suspected of contamination based on field observations and PID readings
shall be analyzed for suspected chemicals by a California certified laboratory. If
contaminated soil is found, it shall be removed, transported to an approved disposal
location, and remediated or disposed of according to guidance identified in proven
technologies and remedies of site cleanup prescribed by the Department of Toxic
Substances Control.

All hazardous materials, drums. trash, and debris shall be removed and disposed
of in accordance with regulatory guidelines set forth by the Department of Toxic
Substances Control in Title 22 Division 4.3 of the California Code of Regulations.

A health and safety plan shall be developed for persons with potentiai exposure
to the constituents of concern identified in the preliminary Geotechnical Reporl
contained in Appendix H.

Historical and present site usage along the many areas of the proposed alignment
included businesses that stored hazardous materials and/or waste and used USTs,
from at least the 1920s to the present. It is possible that areas with soil andfor
groundwater impacts miay be present that were not identified in this report, or were
considered a low potential to adversely impact the subject property. In general,
observations should be made during future development activities for features

of cancern or areas of possible contanunation such as, but not limuted to, the
presence of underground facilities, buried debris, waste drums, tanks, soil staining
or odorous soils. Furthier investigation and analysis may be necessary, should such
materials be encountered.

Best Management Practices {BMDs}, identified 1n Appendix F,required as part of
the NPDES permit and application of SCAQMD Rule 403, shall be implemented for
the proposed project to not only reduce potential soil erosion, but also to maintain
soil stability and integrity during grading. excavation, below grade construction, and
installation of foundations for aerial structures, and maintenance and operations
facilities. BMPs would comply with applicable Uniform Building Codes and
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Table ES.S5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued)

Environmental Criteria

Geotechnical/Subsurface/Seismic/ include, but are not limited to, scheduling excavation and grading activities during
Hazardous Materials dry weather, covering stockpiles of excavated soils with tarps or plastic sheeting, and
debris traps on drains.

GEO6  The design of the project shall adhere to the design specifications of the geotechnical
study for maintaining structural integnty under static and seismic loading and
operational demands.

Water Resources Impact: The below-grade segment for the LPA, which is approximately 50 feet below the
ground surface, is located within a liquefaction zone that spans along Crenshaw
Boulevard from the [-10 Freeway in the north te Vernon Avenue in the south.
Areas of liquefaction are known to have high water tables which add to the
instability of the soil. Groundwater levels at Exposition Boulevard are as igh as
16 fect below ground surface and gradually decline to more than 75 feet at Vernon
Avenue. Dewatering achivity would likely be required along this segment. With
implementation of mitigalion, no adverse effects are anticipated.

wQl During project construction and operation, remediation should be required at
maintenance facilities and vehicle storage areas. where a potential exists for grease
and oil contamination to flow into storm drains. Various types of ditch structures,
mcluding grease traps, sediment traps, detention basins, and/or temporary dikes,
may be used to control possible pollutants. These facilities shall be constructed
pursuant to guidance published in Section 402 of tire Clean Water Act (CWA) and
shall follow the most current guidance within the NPDES permit program

WQ2  The flood capacity of existing drainage or water conveyatce features within the
project-study corndor shall not be reduced in a way that causes ponding or flooding
during storm events. A drainage control plan shall be developed during project
design to ensure that drainage is properly conveyed from the study area and does
not induce ponding on adjacent propertes,

WQ3 A dewatering pernmt shall be requuted 1f groundwater 1s encountered during
constnuction. The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where potential
groundwater contamination may exist. If contaminated groundwater is encountered
during construction, the contractor shall stop work in the vicinity of the suspect
find, cordon off the area, and contact the appropriate hazardous waste coordinator
and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and inmunediately notify
the Certified Unified Prograin Agencies {City of Los Angeles Fire Department,
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Contraol Board or RWQCB) responsible for hazardous materials or waste incidents.
Coordination with the Los Angeles RWQCB shall be imttiated immediately to
develop an investigation plan and remediation plan for expedited protection of
public health and environment. Contaminated groundwater is prohibited from
being discharged to the storm drain system. The contractor shall properly treat ur
dispose of any hazardous or toxic matenals, according to local, state, and federal
regulationsj.

WQ4  The study area currently drains indirectly to Ballona Creek and Dominguez Creek
through the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (M54). Treatment control
BMPs shall be incorporated into the project design. The project shall consider
placing the treatment BMDPs int series or in a complimentary system to increase the
control of poliutants 1o the maximum extent prachcable. The systems shail be
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued)

Environmental Criteria

Water Resources designed to efficiently and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weather flows to
the maximum extent practicable. A Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
{SUSMP) and appropniate drainage control plan shall be implemented to select and
place appropriate permanent treatment BMPs.

WQS5S  During construction of the project, on-site integrated management strategies that
employ green mfrastructure strategies to capture runoff and remove pollutants shail
be used. Green infrastructure strategies combune a variety of physical, chercal, and
biological pracesses that focus on conveying runoft to bioretention areas, swales, or
vegetated open spaces.

Energy No mnpact, no mitigation required.
Historic, Archaeological, and Palesntological |impact: Discovery of unknown archaeological or paleontological resources is possible during
Resources excavation activities. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are
anticipated.
CR1 Treatment of Undiscovered Archaeological Resources

Construsction personnel shall be informed of the potential for encountering
significant archaeological and paleontological resources along Crenshaw Boulevard
in the vicinity of the Crenshaw/King Station, and instructed in the identification of
fossils and other potential resources. All construction personnel shall be informed
of the need to stop work on the project site until a qualified archaeclogist'or
paleontologist has been provided the opportunity to assess the sigmficance of the
find and implement appropriate measures to protect or scientifically remove the
find. Monitors with Native American qualifications shall be used at a miramum
for construction within a % mile of the Crenshaw/King Station. 1f human remaiws
are encountered during construction, all work shall cease in the area of potential
affect and the Los Angeles County Coroner’s Office shall be contacted pursuant

to procedunes set forth in Public Resources Code Section 5097 et seq. and Health
and Safety Code 1 Sections 7050.5, 7051, and 7054 with respect to treatment and
removal, Native American involvement, burial treatment, and re-burial, if necessary.

A detailed would be prepared pnior to implementation of this project, similar in
scope to the CRMMP that was prepared for Metro's Eastside Gold Line Transit
Corridor {Glenn and Gust 2004). Implementation of a CRMMP during ground
disturbance in lighly sensitive archaeological areas would ensure that cultural
resources arc identified and adeguately protected. If cultural resources are
discovered or if previously identified resources are affected in an unanticipated
manner, the Monitoring Plan would also ensure that such resources receive
mitigation to reduce the impact to less-than-significant levels. This plan would
include, but not be limited to, the following.elements:

+ Worker training

« Archaeological monitoring

+ The scientific evaluation and mtigation of archaeological discoveries
« Natwve American participation. as needed
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA {continued)

Historic, Archaeological, and Paleontological
Resources

CR2

+  Appropriate treatment of human remains, if applicable
+ Reporting of monitoring and mitigation resuits

Paleontolagical Monitoring

A qualified paleontologist shall produce a Paleontological Monitoring and Mitigation
Plan (PMMP) for the proposcd project and supervise imonitoring of construction
excavations. Paleontological resource monitoring shall include inspection of exposed
rock units during active excavations within sensitive geologic sediments. The monitor
shall have authority to temporarily divert grading away from exposed fossils to
professionally and efficiently recover the fossil spacimens and collect associated data.
All efforts to avoid delays in project schedules shall be made.

All project-related ground disturbances that could potentially affect previously
undisturbed Quatemary older alluvial deposits shall be monitored by a qualified
paleontological monitor under the supervision of a qualified paleontologist on a full-
time basis because these geologic umits are determined to have a high paleontological
sensitivity. Very shallow surficial excavations {less than 5 feet) within areas of
previous disturbance or areas mapped as Quaternary younger alluwial deposits

ot Artificial fill shall be monitored on a part-time basis to ensure that underlying
sensitive units {i.c. older alluviwn) are not adversely affected. The location of
subsurface sensitive sediments shall be determined by the qualified paleontologist
upon review of project grading plans.

Palcontological monitors shall be equipped with the necessary tools for the rapid
removal of fossils and retrieval of associated data to prevent construction delays.
This equupment shall include handheld global positioning system (GPS) receivers,
digital cameras and cell phones, as well as a tool kit containing specimen containers
and matrix sampling bags, field labels, field tools (awls, hamimers, chisels, shovels,
etc.pand plaster kits. At each fossil locality, field data forms shall be used to record
pertinent geologic data, stratigraphic sections shall be measured, and appropriate
sediment samples shall be callected and submitted for analysis.

Any collected fossils shall be transported to a paleontological labmatory for processing
where they will be prepared to the point of curation, identified by qualified experts,
listed in a database to facilitate analysis and reposited in a designated paleontological
curation facility (such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County).

The qualified paleontologist shall prepare a final momtoring and mitigation report
to be filed, at a minimum with Metro and the repository. The final report shall
include, but not be limited to, a discussion of the results of the mitigation and
monitoring program, an evaluation and analysis of the fossils collected (including an
assessment of their significance, age and geologic context}, an itemized inventory of
fossils collected, a confidential appendix of locality and specimen data wath: locahty
maps and photographs, an appendix of curation agreements and other appropriate
conununications, and a copy of the project-specific paleontological monitoring and
mihgation plan.
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA {continued]

Environmental Criteria

Parklands and Community Facilities impact: Potential effect to flow of pedestrians near Faithful Central Bible Church and La Brea
Station. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effect would occur.

PCF-1 The project shall incorporate Metro Design Criteria standards for sidewalks to ensure
the safe flow of pedestrians. Metro shall coordinate with the City of Inglewood Public

Economic and Fiscal Impacts No impact, no mitigation required.

Safety and Secutity No impact, mitigation included to ensure impacts remain tess than adverse..

1 Al stations and parkang facilities shall be equipped with monitoring equipment and/
or be monitored by Metro security personnel on a regular basis.

$S2  Metro shall implement a security plan for LRT operations that shall include both
in-car and station surveillance by Metro security or other local jurisdiction security
personnel and establish well lit pedestrian station and parking areas that minimize
shadows and provide visibility for security personnel to monitor activity.

§S3  All stations shall be it to a standard of no less than two footcandles to minimize
shadows and ensure that all pedestrian pathways leading to/from sidewalks and
parking facilities shall be well illuminated.

$54  Metro shall coordinate and consult with the LAPD, the LA County Sheriff's
Department, the Inglewood Police Department, and the LAX Police to develop safety
and security plans for the alignment, parking facilities, and station areas which sausfy
the requirements necessary for the approprate policing jurisdiction to effectively
patrol the area.

§S5  The station design shall be undertaken to avoid obstructions to visibility or
observation and discrete locations favorable to crime; pedestrian access to at-grade,
below-grade, and above-grade station entrances/exits shall be accessible at ground-
level with clear sight lines.

$S6  Metro shall implement appropriate measures to ensure pedestrian crossing safety at
all locations with adjacent schools, churches, and high pedestrian areas as determined
by the CPUC.

SS7  Metro shall conduct a Hazard Analysis before the start of Final Design, using current
safety analysis as a reference. The Hazard Analysis shall deternune a design basis for
warning devices as required by the Califormia Pubhic Utihties Commission.

§S8  Vchicular and pedestrian warning measures, such as signage, shall be provided along
the length of the platforms of the LRT Stations. Gates shall be provided at pedestrian
crossings of the LRT andjor BNSF tracks within the Harbor Subdivision. These
tnarkings will be provided to alert motorists and pedestrians to potential conflict in
the area.

$89  To discourage crossing the alignment and enhance safety, such as near the Faithful
Centrai Bible Church, Metro shall provide fencing along either side of the alignment,
between the parking lot and church buildings and ensure adequate pedestrian safety
L devices at designated crossings.
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued)

Environmental Criteria

Construction Impacts impact: Temporary construction lighting may potentially affect residential areas by exposing
residents to glare from unshielded light sources or by increasing ambient nighttime
light levels. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects would occur.

Visual quality may be altered from the stockpiling of materials at construction
staging areas. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects would occur.

The LPPA would generate fugitive dust and equipnient emnisstons from excavation
activity and NOX emnissions associated with the transport of excavated material.
With iimplementation of mitigation, no adverse effects would occur. Under NEPA,
Significant under CEQA.

Construction noise levels would exceed existing ambient noise levels by at least 5
dBA at nearby land uses. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects
would occur.

Potential for encountering hazardous materials during grading and excavation
within the Harbor Subdivision. 1t is possible that contaminated soil and/or
groundwater may be encountered in the areas of the proposed at-grade, below-
grade, and zerial alignments along the entire section. With implementation of
mitigation, no adverse effects would occur.

Disruption {from cut-and-cover construction activities would be more extensive, the
duration of reduced number of roadway travel lanes, road closures, traffic diversion,
and modified access to business properties, and loss of on-street parkung would

be greater. These effects would further decrease business visibility and access to
businesses by suppliers and customers, and would result in an adverse effect on
corridor businesses and commercial propeity owners. With implementation of
mitigation, no adverse effects would occur.

CON1  Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover,
and straw bales should be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.

CON2  Stockpile areas should be located in less wisibly sensitive areas and, whenever
possible, not be visible from the road or to residents and businesses.

CON3  During mighttime construction activities, lighting shall be aimed at the downward
and away from residential and other sensitive uses adjacent to the alignment and
stations.

CON4  Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient
quantity to prevent generatiot of dust plumes.

CON5  Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out
shall be reinoved at the conclusion of each workday.

CON6  Contractors shall be required to uulize at least one of the measures set forth in
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403 section (d}(5) to remove bulk
material from tires and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site.
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Construction Impacts

Table ES.S. Mitigation.Measures for the LPA {cotinued)

CONS

CON9
CON10

CONT1

CON12

CON13

CON14

CON15

CON16

CON17

CON18

CON19

CON20

CON21

CON22

CON23

All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and ather loose materials shall maintain at least 6
inches of freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114,

All haul trucks bauting soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered {e.g.,
with tarps or other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emmissions).

Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be himnited to 15 mph.
Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph.

Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended duning first and second stage smog
alerts.

On-site stockpiles of debris or rusty materials shall be covered at all times when not
being used. On-site stockpiles of dirt shall be or watered at least two times per day
or covered at all times when nat being used.

Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines 1n good condition and in
proper tune per manufacturers’ specifications.

Contractors shall utilize electricity from power peles rather than temporary diesel or
gasoline generators, as feasible.

Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five nunutes, both on- ,
and off-site.

Construction parking shall be configured to ininimize traffic interference.

Canstructian activity that affects traffic flow on the arteria! system shall be limited 1o
off-peak hours, as feasible. !

Construction staging and vehicle parking, including workers’ vehicles. shall be |
prohibited on streets adjacent to sensitive receptors such as schools, daycare centers..
sentor facilitres, and hospitals

The construction process shalt utilize an on-site rock crushing facility with water
control to suppress dust, when feasible.

Portable generators shall be low-emitting and use ultra low sulfur diesel (<15 parts
per million) or gasoline.

Construction equipment shall use a combination of low sulfur diesel (<15 parts per
million) and exhaust emission controls. !

The consiruction process shall use equipnient having the ininimum practical
eugine size (i.e., lowest appropriate liorsepower rating for the intended job).

Contractors shall be prohibited from rampering with construction equipment to
increase horsepower or defeat emission control devices.
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA [continued)

Environmental Criteria

Construction Impacts CON24 Metro shall designate a person to ensure the implementation of air quality
mitigation measures through direct inspections, records reviews, and complaint
investigations.

CON25 The construction contractor shall develop a Notse and Vibration Control Plan
demonstrating how te achieve the more restrictive of the Metro Design Criteria
noise limits and the noise limits of the city noise control ordinance. The Plan
should also show how te achieve FTA vibration limits. The Plan shall include
measurements of existing canditions, a list of the major pieces of construction
equipment that will be used, and predictions of the naise and vibration levels
at the closest noise-sensilive receptors (residences, hotels, schools, churches,
temples, and similar facilities). The Noise and Vibration Control Plan will need
to be approved by Metro prior to initiating construction. Where the construction

i cannot be prerformed in accordance with the requirements of Metro, the contractor

shall investigate alternative construction nieasures that would result in lower noise

and vibration levels. The contractor shall conduct monitoring to demonstrate
compliance with contract noise limits. In addition, the contractor shall coordinate
with the View Park Preparatory Accelerated and St. John the Evangelist School

: administrators to avoid distuptive activities during school hours.

CON26 The construction contractor shall utilize a combination of the following options af
best management practices for noise abatement to coimply with the Metro Design
Critera:

+ The contractor shall utilize specialty equipment equipped with enclosed engines
andjor high-performance mufflers as commercially available.

+ The contractor shall locate equipment and staging areas as far from noise-
sensitive receptors as possible.

+ The contractor shall limit unnecessary 1dling of equipment.

« The contractor shall install temporary noise barriers as detertmined by the Noise
Control Plan.

+ The contractor shall limit unnecessary idling of equipment.

+ The contractor shall install temporary noise barriers as determined by the Noise
Control Plan.

« The contractor shall rerouwte construction-related truck traffic away from
residential streets to the extent permitted by the relevant municipality.

» The contractor shall avoid impact pile driving near noise-sensitive receptors
{residences, hotels, schoals, churches. temples, and similar facihities) where
possible. Where geological conditions permit their use, drilled piles or a
vibratory pile driver is generally quieter.

CON2? Soil Mitigation Plan ~ A soil mitigation plan should be prepared after final
construction plans are prepared showing the lateral and vertical extent of soil
excavation during construction. The soil mitigation plan should establish soil
reuse criteria, establish a sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the
disposition of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines
for imparted materials. The soil mitigation plan should include a provision that
during grading or excavation activities, soil should be screened for contamination
by visual observations and field screening for volatile organic compounds with a
PID. Soil samples that are suspected of contamnation based on field observations
and PID readings shall be analyzed for suspected chenicals by a California certified
laboratory. If hazardous soil is found, it shall be rentoved, transported to an

Page ES-54



CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR

L N T N E TY Ay

Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued)

Enviranmental Criteria

Construction Impacts approved disposal location, and remediated or disposed according to state and
federal laws. Other contaminated but nonhazardous soil may be reused on site
applications such as bridge embankments or underneath paved areas provided the
public is protected from coming into contact with the contaminated soils and the
specific use is agreed to by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC).

CON28 Nearby business owners and commiercial property owners shall be notified of the
schedule for specific planned construction activities, changes in traffic flow, and
required short-term modifications to property access.

CON29  General notices shall be provided to local gavernment, transit agencies, major
institutions, and other organizations of the schedule for planned construction
activities.

CON30 Methods shall be developed by which business owners can convey their concerns
about construction activibes and the effectiveness of mitigation measures during
the construction period so activities can be madified to reduce adverse effects.

CON31  Advance notice shall be provided to affected property owners if utilities would be
disrupted for short periods of time and scheduled major utility shut-offs during tow-
use periods of the day.

CON32 Construction activities shall be planned to mimimize effects on conunuaity
gatherings, special celebrations, or other similar events,

CON33  Public information campaigns shall be conducted to encourage patronage of
corridor businesses during the construction period

CON34  Metro shall ensure that all businesses and service providers are provided with
adequate access during construction. Where there is a significant LEP population,
signage shall be provided in various languages (as appropriate).

Growth-Inducing Impacts No impact, no mitigation required,
Cumulatve Impact No impact, no ritigation required.
Environmental Justice No impact, no mitiation required.
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Tabie ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility

Environmental Criteria

Traffic None Required

Land Use and Development None Required

Displacements and Relocation of Existing S:DR1  Metro shall pravide relocation assistance and compensation, per the Uniform

Uses Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act and the California
Relocation Act, to those who are displaced or whose property 1s acquired as a result
of a maintenance facility for the Crenshaw/LAX Light Transit Corndo: Project.

S-DRZ  Metro shall set up a business relocation process to oversee the relocation needs
of the businesses that would be displaced as a result of a maintenance facility for
the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Cornidor Project. In addition, Metro shall attemipt to
minimize disruption to overall producton of businesses that are connected with
airport activities by relocatitig in as close proxumity to LAX as possible.

S:DR3  Metro shall work with Los Angeles World Airports {LAWA) to ensure that potential
displacernent and relocation of rental car businesses are compatible with the long
term implementation of the LAX Master Plan consolidated rental car center.

Community and Neighborhood Impacts None Required
Visual Quality None Required
Air Quality None Required
Noise and Vibration None Required
Ecosystems/Biological Resources None Required !

Geotechnical/SubsurfaceSeismic/Hazardous|S-GEO1  All hazardous materials, drums, trash, and debris shall be removed and dlsposed of
Materials 1n accordance with regulatory guidelines.

S-GEO2 A health and safety plan shall be developed for persans with potential exposure to
the constituents of cancern, prior to construction of the Project..

S-GEO3 Hislorical and present site usage along the many areas of the proposed alignment
included businesses that stored hazardous materials and/or waste and used
undergroumd storage tanks, from at least the 1920s 1o the present. It is possible that
areas with soil and/for groundwater impacts may be present that were not identified
in this report, or were considered a low potential to adversely Impact the sulbject
property. In general, observations should be made during any fisture development
activities for features of concern or areas of possible contarmnation such as, but
not limited to, the presence of underground facilities, buried debris, waste drums,
tanks, soil staining, or oderous soils. Phase [ assessments shall be conducted for
the properties within the selected alternative site and any contaminated sites shall
be remediated to a level suitable for industrial development.
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility {continued)

Environmental Criteria

S.GEO4 There is a potential for lead based paint and asbestos containing building nraterials
to be present at the maintenance facility sites, An asbestos survey and lead based
paint survey shail be canducted on all sites where on-site structures would be
demolished or significantly renovated.

S-GEOS Best Management Practices {BMPs), required as part of the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination Systern (NPDES) permt program and application of the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403, shall be
impiemented for any of the selected site alternatives to nat only reduce potential soi
erosion, but also to maintain soil stability and integrity during grading, excavation,
below-grade construction, and the installation of foundations for aerial structures,
and maintenance and operations facilities. BMPs would comply with applicable
Uniform Building Codes and would include, but not be limited to, scheduling
excavation and grading activities during dry weather. covenng stockpiles of
excavated soils with tarps or plastic sheeting, and debnis traps on drains.

Water Resources S-WQ1  During project construction and operation, reniediation should be required at
maintenance facilities and vehicle storage areas, where 2 potential exists (o1 grease
and oil contamination to flow into storm drains. Vartous types of ditch structures,
including grease traps, sediment traps, detention basins, and/or temporary dikes.
may be used to control possible pollutants. These facilities shail be constructed
pursuant to guidance published in Section 402 of the Clean Water Act {CWA} and
shall follow the most current guidance within the NPDES permit program for any of
the site alternatives.

S-WQ2 The flood capacity of existing drainage or water conveyance features within the
project study corridor shall not be reduced in a way that causes ponding or flooding
during storm events. A drainage control plan shal! be developed during project
design to ensure that drainage is properly canveyed from the study area and does
not induce ponding on adjacent properties.

S-WQ3 A dewatering permit shall be required if groundwater is encountered during
construction. The proposed project is located m an urbanized area where potential
groundwater contamination may exist. If contaminated groundwater 1s encountered
during construction, the contractor shall stop work in the vicinity of the suspect
find, cordon off the area, and contact the appropriate hazardous waste coordinator
and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and immnediately notify
the Certified Unified Program Agencies {City of Los Angeles Fire Department,
County of Los Angeles Fire Depariment, and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board or RWQCB) responsible for hazardous materials or waste incidents.
Coordination with the Los Angeles RWQCB shall be initiated immediately to
develop an investigation plan and temediation plan for expedited protection of
public health and environment. Contarmnated groundwater 1s prolubited from
being discharged to the storm drain system. The contractor shall properiy treat or
dispose of any hazardous or toxic materials, according to local, state, and federal
regulations).

$-WQ4  The study area currently drains indirectly to Ballona Creek and Dominguez Creek
through the Municipal Separate Stoum Sewer System (MS4). Treatment conirol
BMPs shall be incerporated into the project design. 'The project shall consider
placing the treatment BMPs in series or in a complimentary system to increase the
control of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable. The systems shall be

Page ES-57



CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR R ES
P i e Sotlaiaey "H'ﬁuﬁ I_‘F ‘{‘3 3# T“‘Iﬂiﬂ';h‘*l
: -.--' 2 'zs.,"'i'\'t. i

h)k = £
L ,-, .-..--v-.la-u'

yﬁﬁ“*'ﬂs‘fxz‘ﬁtﬂﬁm e, b w1

Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility {continued)

Environmental Criteria

designed to efficiently and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weather flows to
the maximuin extent practicable. A Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
{SUSMP) and appropriate drainage control plan shall be implemented to select and
place appropriate permanent treatment BMPs.

S-WQS  During construction of the project, on-site integrated management strategies that
employ green infrastructure strategies to capture runoff and remove pollutants shall
be used. Green infrastructure strategies combine a variety of physical, chemical,
and biological processes that focus on conveying Lunoff to bioretention areas, !
swales, or vegetated open spaces.

Energy None Required

Elistoric, Archaeological, and Paleontological | Nane Required

Resources

Parklands and Cormmmunity Facilities None Required

Economic and Fiscal Impacts S-DR1  Metro shall provide relocation assistance and compensation, per the Uniform

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act and the California
Relocation Act, to those who are displaced or whose property is acquired as a result
of a maintenance facility for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

S-DR2  Metro shall set up a business relocation process to oversee the relocation needs of
the businesses that would be displaced as a result of a maintenance faality for the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corndor Project, or the D22N Expansion site. In addition,
Metro shall attempt to minimize distuption to overall production of businesses that
are connected with airport activities by relocating 1 as close proximity to LAX as
possible.

S-DR3  Metro shall work with LAWA to ensure that potential displacement and relocation of
rental car businesses are compatible with the long term implementation of the LAX
Master Plan consolidated rental car center.

Safety and Security S-551 Al stations shall be lit to a standard of no less than two footcandles to rmmimize
shadows and ensute that all pedestrian pathways leading to/from sidewalks and
parking facilities shall be well ilhuninated.

5.552  Metro shall coordinate and consult with the LAPD, the Hawthorne Police
Departnient, the Inglewood Police Department, or the Redondo Beach Police
Department to develop safety and security plans for the alignment, parking
facilities, and station areas, where such facilities fall within the speaific jurisdiction.

Construction Impacts . S-CON1 Visually obtrusive erasion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover,
and straw bales shall be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.

S-CON2 Stockpile areas shall be located in less visibly sensitive areas and, whenever possible,
not be visible from the road or to residents and businesses.

S-CON3  For security lighting during construction, lighting shall be aimed at the downward
and away froin residential and other sensitive uses adjacent the mamtenauce site
alternatives, to the extent feasible.
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility (continued)

Environmental Criteria

S-CON4 Contractor shall maintain a clean and neat work environment at all times.

S-CONS Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient
quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes.

S-CON6 Track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and track-out
shall be removed at the conclusion of each workday.

5-CON7 Cantractors shall be required to utilize at least one of the measures set forth in
SCAQMD Rule 403 Section {d)(5) to remove bulk inaterial from tires and vehicle
undercarriages befuie velucles exit the project site.

S-CON8  All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6
inches of frecboard 1n accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114

S-CON9 All haul trucks hauling soil. sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g.,
with tarps or other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions).

S-CON10 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.
S-CON11 Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mpl.

S-CON12 Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog
alerts.

§-CON13 On-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty materials shall be covered or watered at
least two times per day.

S-CON14 Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good conditien and
proper tune per manufacturers’ specifications.

S.CON15 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel ot
gasoline generators, as feasible.

S-CON16 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited froin idling in excess of five minutes, both on
and off:site.

$-CON17 Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference.

S-CON18 Construction activity that affects traffic low o the arterial system shall be limited to
off-peak hours. as feasible.

S-CON19 During project construction, remediation shall be required at maintenance facihities
and vehicle storage areas, where a potential exists for grease and cil contamination
to flow into storm: drains. Various types of ditch structures, including grease traps,
sediment traps, detention basins, and/or temporary dikes shall be used to control
possible pollutants. These facilities shall be constructed pursuant to guidance
pubtished in Section 402 of the Clean Water Act {CWA) and shall follow the most
current guidance within the NPDES program.
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility {continued)

Environmental Criteria

S-CON20 The inaintenance site alternatives currently drain indirectly to Ballona Creek
and Deminguez Channel through the MS4. Treatment control BMPs shall be
incorporated into the project design. The project shall consider placing the
treatment BMPs in series or in a complimentary system to increase the control

of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable. The systems shall be designed

to efficiently and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weather Aows to the
naximum extent practicable. A SUSMP and appropriate drainage control plan shall
be implemented to select and place appropriate permanent treatment BMPs.

§-CON21 Nearby business owners and conuneraial property owners shall be notified of the
schedule for specific planned constructon activities, changes in traffic flow, and
required short-term modifications to property access.

$-CON22 Architectural coatings shall be purchased from a compliant architectural coating
manufacturer as identified by the SCAQMD.

5.CON23 Coritractors shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 1403 {Asbestos Emissions from
Demolition/Renovation Activities). The requirements for demolition activities
indlude asbestos surveying, notification, Asbestos-containing materials (ACM)
removal procedures and time schiedules, ACM handhing and clean-up procedures,

- and storage, disposal, and landfillmg requirements for asbestos-containing waste
materials.

5-CON24 Naise barriers (c.g., sound attenuation blankets or solid walls) shall be placed such
that the line-of-sight is blocked between sensitive receptars (e.g., residential and
institutional land uses) and the project site, as feasible.

5-CON25 During the early stages of construction plan development, natural and artificial
barners, such as ground elevation changes and existing buildings, shall be
considered for use as shielding against construction noise.

$-CON26 The contractor shall comply with Standard Specificatien 1565, FTA noise cniteria
and all Jocal sound control and noise level rules, regulations, and ordinances that
apply to any work perfortned pursuant to the contract. Each internal combustion
engine used for any purpose on the job or related to the job shall be equipped with
a muffler of 2 type recommended by the manufacturer. No internal combustion
engine shall be operated without a muffler.

§-CON27 Grading and construction contiactors shall use quieter equipment as opposed
to naisier equipment (such as rubber-tired equipment rather than metal-tracked
equipment) as much as possible.

S-CON28 The contractor shall submit a noise plan for construction activity. The plan shall be
prepared by a qualified acoustical engineer and should be approved by the resident
engineer before construction is imtiated. The noise control plan shall include an
inventory of the equipmient, the estimated noise level at 50 feet for each major picce
of equipment, calculations of the noise levels at impacted sensitive receptors, and
noise reduction reasures for sensitive receptor locations whete the predicted noise
levels exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA.

| Growth-[nducing Impacts None Required

i
—_
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IS U Response to Comnpients

Metro held a series of four public
hearings in September/October of 2009
to provide the public with an opportunity
to comment on the DEIS/DEIR which
was circulated to the public for a 45-day
period beginning on September 11, 2009.
Approximately 1,500 CDs containing the
DEIS/DEIR were mailed to stakeholders
and 177 CDs containing the DEIS/

DEIR were mailed to public agencies,
elected officials, and community groups.
Hardcopies of the DEIS/DEIR was also
made available at libraries within and
adjacent to the corridor. The four public
hearings wete located in four different
areas of the alignment to provide all
residents and businesses an opportunity
to attend.

There were 1,234 conments received from
533 commenters during the circulation
period for the DEIS/DEIR. Comments
were received from federal, state, and local
agencies, elected officials, community
orgamzations, transit advocates, and

from members of the general public.
Additional comments were received

and recorded after the circulation period
closed. Conuments were received via fax,
mail, e-mail, phone, and at each scoping
meeting. Comments were recorded in a
database with the source, date, method of
receipt, and issue area identified.

The majority of public comments received
as a result of the community outreach
program expressed support for the LRT
Alternative. A significant number of
comments requested a below-grade

alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard
between the Expositian Line and the
Harbor Subdivision, especially the
segment of the alignment between 48th
Strect and 59th Street. These comments
sited traffic related impacts and pedestrian
safety concerns, as well as street
reconfiguration and landscaping. Public
input regarding this specific segment of
Crenshaw Boulevard promipted a study

of a below-grade alignment through

Park Mesa Heights between 48th and
60th Streets. Based on the findings of
this study, it was determined that the
environmental effects of an at-grade
alignment through this segment were not
significant enough to justify the additional
expense involved with constructing and
operating a below-grade alignment.

There were 198 written comments from
42 commenters and oral comments
made by 53 speakers received dring
the circulation peniod for the SDEIS/
RDEIR. Comments were received via
mail, e-mail, phone, and the public
hearings from federal, state, and local
agencics, elected officials, coonmunity
organizations, transit advocates, and
from members of the general public.
They were recorded in a database with
the source, date, method of receipt, and
issue area identified. One hundred
ninety-seven of the total 198 comments
received on the SDEIS/RDEIR were
related to the Maintenance Facilities,
primarily related to noise, economics,
displacement, construction, traffic and
air quality. Primarily these comments
were related to Site #17 - Marine/
Redondo Beach and Division 22

& _.,J.,,l ‘ﬁ.,,...h”_ ¢
l . *

Northern Expansion Alternatives.

One comment was received related
to parklands and historic and cultural
resources concerning Edward Vincent J.

Park.
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BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

BNSF RAILWAY COMPANY )

ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION ) DOCKET NO. AB 6
IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, ) (SUB-NO. 483X)
CALIFORNIA

ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORTS

VOLUME 11
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A v John A, Sims, CP BNSF Rallway Company
RAILWAY Paralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3
Law Department Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

el 817.352-237¢
fax 817-352-2397

Emall - john.sims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

City of Los Angeles
Planning Commission
200 North Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF") anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the environmental report, BNSF is required to contact you to determine if the
proposed abandonment is consistent with existing land use plans. If applicable, please
describe any inconsistencies.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental impact Statement. I'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by the
City of Los Angeles, dated October 26, 2009, regarding this project. In addition, I'm
enclosing a map of the subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were contacted in
preparation of the report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link:

hitp:/fwww, metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridoi/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
Or concems.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.

Sincerely,

g\n A. Sims, CP

Paralegal

Enclosures as stated


file:///Anth
http://www.metro.net/prolects/crenshaw

cc viaemail: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell — Ball Janik LLP - kmorell@bijlip.com
Farah Ali — BNSF farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton — BNSF —mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang —~ LACMTA - changi@metro.net


mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmorell@biHp.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:chanai@metro.net

@ M . Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report
etro Appendix K — Responses to Comments Received

COMMENT: 10-16. City of Los Angeles, Department of Planning.
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Qctober 26, 2009
1}
Mr. Roderick Diaz

Project Manager, Crenshaw Tranhslt Comidor Project
Los Angeles Gounty Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gateway Piaza

Los Angéles, CA 80012-2052

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING COMMENTS REGARDING
THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT DEISIDEIR

The Los Angeles Department of Cily Planning {DCP) appraciates the opporiunity to
provide commants refafive to the Draft Environmental impact Statement (DEIS) and
Draft Environmental Impact Repott (DEIR) for consideration by the Los Angeles Counfy
Metropofitan Transportation Authority (Metro} Board in selecling B Locally Preferrad
Alternative (LPA} for the Crenshaw Transit Cassidor Project,

The Crenshaw Transit Comidor Projact, which iz designed to raverse threa of the Cify's
35 Community Plan Areas {CPA)s will be predominalely located within the boundaries
of the West Adams - Baldwin Hills - Lelimert Community Plan area. This particular CPA,
which is currently betng updated consistent with the Cify's General Plan as pa:t of the ¥
DCP's New Community Plan Program, identifies. spscific goals, policies and programs !
that seek fo foster community heatth and sustainabilily through the regeneration of
compiete nefghborhoods where commerce and Indusiry are revitalized, and historic and
cultural identity are enhanced, alf through the creation of a nétwork of safe, muti-modal
linkages throughout the area. For this reason, the DCP stongly recommends that the
Project strive to ba consistent with thess goals; both adopted and emerging.

Based on review of the documaent and recognizing e Project’'s polential to facilitate
aftainment of these goals, the DCP comments are as follows!

1. Alignmant - The DCP stongly supports the implementation of this strategic .
north-south transportation faciity providing the esitical tink foward furthes fulfiling '
effective conneclivity within the regional fransporiation system as wefl as A
enabling future oppcrtunities for strategic scenomic and aesthetic enhancainent
of the Crenshaw Comidor.

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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2. Mode ~ Of the four dplions considered, the DCP believes that a Light Rafl Transit

{LRT) alfernative over the No-Build, Transportation Systems Management (TSM)
or Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) aliernatives shauld be viewed as e optimal mode
toward achieving meaningful mass transit along Crenshaw Bouwevard. in this
tegard, LRT can provide the public with a high qualily system offering speed,
safety, access and conveniént Ainkages o existing LRT lines, and effectively
connecting surrounding neighborhaods to desfinafions throughout greater Los
Angeles inciuding the Intamationel Alrport and downtown: Los Angeles.

Grade Separations - The DCP further recommends thal, if economically
feasible, Metro construct the LR mode befow-grade within the boundaries of the
West Adanis - Baldwin Hills - Leimert Communily Plan area, and especially
through the historic neighborhoods of Leifnert Park and Hyde Park, as delineated
through design oplions 4 and 6, 2s well as Lafayefte Square, Wellington Square,
Victoria Park and others, shouid a northem slignment along Venice Boulevard to
a stafion at Weshire/ La Brea be selocted as a future phase.

Furthemnore, the DCP generally opposes an aerial alignment as defineated
through the bass LRT {and BRT) altematives as the. visual, noise, lighting and
iand use impacls fo adjacent low-scale neighborhoods would be significant. B
aerial sagments are to be included in the LPA, their implementation within the
boundaries of the CPA should be [imited only fo those light Industrial and
manufacturing areas located along the Harbor Subdivision Rallroad right-ofway
where the elevated facility has the best patential to be adequatsly buffered from
nezsby residential neighborhoods.

To this end, DCP strongly recommends that Metro move o secwrs full
abandonment of the existing Bunlingfon Northern Sante Fe (BNSF) tracks within
the Harbor Subdivision Raitroad right-of-way in order {0 sccosnmodate an at-
grade and preferably balow-grads design oplion in combination with the crestion
of a greenway coiridor, which would provide much needed recreafional open
space for resldents and employees in the area.

Should at-grade LRT {or BRT) segments be included as part of tha LPA, the
highest consideration for safety relative to pedestrian crossings, as well as
strestscape beautification that is consistent with the Crenshaw Corridor Spscific
Plan and Mid-City Crenshaw Vislon & Implementation Plan shouid be realized
theoughout the design and consinclion -of the project. n perficular,
implementation of “greeri sireef principles that coordinale landsceping,
hacdscaping, street lighting, sirest fumiture and art in public places, es well as
the inclusion of bike [anes/routes. that support the City's adopted and emerging
Bicycle Plan should alt be addressed.

. Staion Area Planning — The DCP fusther favors the Inclusion of below-grade

stations at .Crenshaw/ Vernon as well as Crenshewd Mertin Luther King Jr.
{Design Option 5) to connect the Beldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza shopping center
and Leimert Park Village 1o the kne effectively in a context sensitive manner. in
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@ Metro

Page K-142

August 2011



@ ] Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report
Metro

Appendix K — Responses to Comments Received

tos Angeles Bepacdment of City Plariing !
Crenshaw Transit Comidor DEIS/DEIR Comments

Oclober 26, 2009

Page 3

this. regard, stations should incorporate the highest degree of excsiience in
architectural and environmental design and safety as wel as adhere {0 a high G
ievel of qualily in construction and material methods toward reinforcing the
distinctive character of established neighborhood districts.

Similarly, a below-grade station at the Crenshavw# Exposition Blvd. tesminus is '
also tecommended due to the severs traffic delays, safety concerns and !
agsthetic chalienges associsted with an et-grade alignment as well as the !
potential negativa Impacts to fulre development due to the encroachment of the
fequired turning radius ohto parcels directly adfacent to the south across from the
Expo LRT stafion portals.

In conclusion, the DCF strongly supports the implementation of this important transit
project in that t will betier enable Crenshaw Boulevard fo function efisctively as’ the
myfti-modal; commercial spine of South Los Angeles and effectively fink nearby
neighborhoods o numerous aclivily, recrealion and employment desfinations
throughout greater Los Angeles thereby ensuring equily in access toward future
economic and environmentat sustainability for the region.

S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP
Director of Planning

Cc.  Counciimember Bamand Parks, Councit District 8
Councimember Herb Wesson, Council District 10
Cetilia V. Estolana, Chief Executive Officer, Comimunity Redevelopment Agency
Rifa Robinson, Generat Manager, Departiment of Transportalion :
Detrich B. Allen, General Manages, Environmental Affairs Department !

FAR:RNC:ct

A —————————  — =
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. John A. Slms, CP BNSF Rallway Company
RAILWAY Parategal 2600 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3
Law Department Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828
tel 817-352-2378

fax 817-352-2397
Email - john.sims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

Richard J. Bruckner, Director
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

1390 Hall of Records

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company —
Abandonment Exemption — in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail iine in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the environmental report, BNSF is required to contact you to determine if the
proposed abandonment is consistent with existing land use plans. If applicable, please
describe any inconsistencies.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. 'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by
you, dated April 4, 2011, regarding this project. In addition, I'm enclosing a map of the
subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were contacted in preparation of the
report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link:

hitp://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns. :

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.

Sincerely,

z:n A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


http://www.metro.net/proiects/crenshaw

Enclosuras as stated

cc via email: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell — Ball Janik LLP - kmoreli@billp.com
Farah Ali — BNSF — farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton — BNSF — mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang — LACMTA - changj@metro.net
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COMMENT: S.10-10. Richard ). Bruckner, Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning.

Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning
Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Director

April 4, 2011

S10-10

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autharity
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2852

RE: LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING COMMENT
ON CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT SDEIS/RDEIR

Dear Mr, Diaz:

Your agency requested the Department of Regional Plarning to review and comment on the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project Supplemental Draft Environmental impact
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental impact Report (SDEIS/RDEIR). Regional
Planning has reviewed the SDEIS/RDEIR evaluation of four proposed maintenance facility
sites and their potential impact on parkiands and cultural resources listed or efigible for
listing In the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) along the proposed north-south A
light rall transit {LRT) corridor.

Regiona! Planning concurs with the SDEIS/RDEIR analysis Lhat the LRT corridor is suitable
as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) and that any potential environmentat impacls
from the four proposed maintenance facility sites on parkiands or culturat resources will not
be adverse. None of the four proposed maintenance facility sites are located in the
unincarporated County of Las Angeles, however, the Arbor Vitae/Bellanca and
Manchester/Aviation sites are within a miie of the unincorporated community of Lennox and
the Marine/Redondo Beach and Dlvision 22 Northern Expansion sites are within a mile of
the unincorporated community of Det Aire. While the communities are not physically 8
connecied to the proposed maintenance facility sites, the SDEIS/RDEIR demonstrates that
these sites are sufficiently distant from the unincorporated communities of Lennox and Del
Aire to have less-than-significant impacts on their existing land uses.

Sincerely,

RJB.JS:MSH:msh

320 West Temple Street « Los Angeles, CA 90012 » 213-974-6411 » Fax: 213-626-0434 » TDD: 213-617-2292
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A John A, Sims, CP BNSF Rallwa:
. y Company
RAILWAY Parslegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive — AOB-3
Law Dgpartment Fort Worlh, Texas 76131-2828

tef 817-352-2378
fax 817-352-2397

Empil john.sims@bnsf.com

May 14, 2012

Lincoln E. Burton, State Conservationist
California NRCS State Office

430 G Street #4164

Davis, CA 95616-4164

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company —
Abandonment Exemption — in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67™ Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to know whether or not the
proposed abandonment will have any effect on prime agricultural lands. Your
assessment and comments are respectfully requested,

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I’'m enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by the
State of California, Department of Conservation, dated October 30, 2009, regarding this
project in the hopes that it may have addressed your concems. In addition, 'm
enclosing a map of the subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were contacted in
preparation of the report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link:
http://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.
Sincerely,

Glog -

John A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


http://john.simsQbnsr.com
http://www.metro.neyDroiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc viaemail: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Moreli — Ball Janik LLP — kmorefl@bijlip.com
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton — BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang ~ LACMTA - changj@metro.net
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COMMENT: 10-07. Department of Conservation, Division of Qil, Gas and Geothermal Resources.

ip-7
NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARIENEGGER, GOVERNOR [_

DEPARYTMENT OF CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF OiL, GAS AND GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES
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October 30, 2009

Mr. Roderick Diaz

Los Angeles County Transportation Authority
One Gatewsy Piaza, M5 €8-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 50012

Subject: Draft Environmental impact Report for the Cranshaw Transit Corridor
Project, SCHi 2007091148

Dear Mr. Diaz:

The Department of Conservation's Division of Qil, Gas, and Geothermal Resburces
{Division) has sevieved the above referenced Oraft Environmental impact Report for the
Craenshaw Transit Conridor Projact. We offer the following comments for your
considesation.

The Division ie mandated by Section 3106 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) to
supervise the drilling, operation, maintenance, and plugging and abandonment of wells
for the purpose of preventing: (1) damage fo life, health, propery, and natural 3
tesources; (2) damage to undsrground and surface waters suitable for irdgation or
domestic use: (3) loss of ofl, gas, or reservoirenergy; and (4) damage 10 ot and gas
deposits by infitrating water and other causes. Furthermore, the PRC vests in the State
Ol and Gas Supervisor {Supervisor) the authorily to rogulate the manner of drilling,
operation, maintenance, and abandonment of ol and gas wells s as to conserve,
protect, and prevent waste of these resources, while at the seme time encouraging B
operators to apply viable methods for the purpose of increasing the uitimate recovery of
ot and gas.

The scope and content of information that is germana to the Division's responsiility are
contained in Section 3000 el seq. of the Public Resources Code {PRC), and
administrative regulations under Title 14, Division 2, Chapter 4, of tha California Code of
Regulations.

by}

The proposed project is focated within the administrative boundaries of the El Segundo,

Potrero, inglewood, and La Clenegas oil fields. There are numerous active, idle, plugged and
abandoned wells within of in proximity to the project boundaries. The wells are identifled on D
Division maps and in Divislon records. The Division recommends thet all welis within or in

close proximity to project boundaries be accurstely plotted on fulure project maps.

The Depurtmrens of Canservation’s wssion is to bolance today’s nueds with tamarvow”s challengis and foster heeliigen:, suybcetinable,
and efftcient use of Californin’s energy, land and mineral resources

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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Mr. Roderick Diaz, Los Angeles CountyTransportation Authority
Octaber 30, 2009

Page 2

Buitding over or in the proximity of idle of plugged and abandoned wells shouid be avoided if at
all possible. IFthis is not passible, it may be necassary to plug or re-piug walls 1o current
Division specifications. Alsa, the State Oit and Gas Supervisor is. authorized to crder the
reabandonment of previously plugged and abandoned wells when construction over or in the
proximity of wells coutd resuft in a bazard {Section 3208.1 of the Public Resources Code). If D
abandonment or reabandonment is necessary, the cost of operations is the. responsibifity of
the owmer of the property upon which the siructure will be located. Finally, if construction over
an ‘abandoned well is unavoldable an adequate gas venting system should be piaced aver the
well.

Furfhemors, if any plugged and abandened or unrecorded wefls are damaged or uncoverad
during excavation or grading, remaedial plugging operations may be required. If such damage E
or discovery occurs, the Division's district office must be contacted o oblain information on the
requirements for and approvat to perform remediat operations.

To ensure proper raview of building projects, the Division has published an informational
packel entitied, “Construction Project Site Review and Well Abandonment Pracedure” that
outlines the information a project developer must suibmit to tie Divislon for review. Developers | F
shoutd contact the Division Cypress district office for a copy of the site-Teview packet The
locat planning department should verity that final buliding plans have undergore Division
review priof to the start of construction.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Enviconmental Report. H you have
questians on our comments, or requite technical assistance or information, please call me at
the Cypress district office: 5816 Corporate Avenue, Suite 200, Cypress, CA 90630-4731;
phone (714) 816-6847.

Sincerely,

LTt

Paul Frost

Associate Oi & Gas Engineer

Civision of Oif, Gas and Geothermal Resources
District 1 - Cypress

cc:  State Clearinghouse
P.C. Box 3044
Sacramento. Cafifornia 95812-3044

Adele Lagomarsino - Division Headquarters
Sacramento

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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Sims, John A

From: Jonathan_D_Snyder@fws.gov
Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2012 4:17 PM
To: Sims, John A

Subject: Species list request

Mr, Sims,

This is in response to your letter requesting a list of threatened and endangerad species that may occur within the
footprint of a rail line abandonment project in Los Angeles County, California. We now have an automated species list
generator available for use by the public. Please use the following link to access this tool:

http://ecos.fws.govfipac/

Please click on "Initial Project Scoping” and follow the instructions to generate a species list for your project. The species
list that is generated will include all threatened and endangered species with a reasonable potential to occur in the USGS
quadrangle(s) where the project occurs, so the list will include some species that are unlikely to occur in your project due
to a lack of suitable habitat. Because we do not have site-specific information for the proposed project, we recommend
that you seek assistance from a biologist familiar with the habitat conditions and associated species in and around the
project site to assess the actual potential for direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts likely to result from the proposed
activity.

Please contact me by email or phone if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Jonathan

Jonathan Snyder, Division Chief
U.S. Fish and Wildlite Service

6010 Hidden Valley Road, Suite 101
Carisbad, CA 92011

(760) 431-9440 x307

jonathan d snyder@fws.gov


mailto:Jonathan_D_Snyder@fws.gov
http://ecos
mailto:snvder@fws.aov

§ims, John A

From: Rick_Farris@fws.gov

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2012 11:23 AM
To: Sims, John A

Subject: Fw: Official Species-list request
Attachments: pic16413.gif

Mr. Sims,

I wanted to let you know that you will not be receiving a species list from the Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office,
despite the notification from our IPaC system. The project area you have drawn is entirely within the
jurisdiction of our Carlsbad office, so any official species list will come from them. Unfortunately, IPaC only
looks at counties and because we share part of LA County with Carlsbad, both offices get these notifications. I
apologize for any confusion this may have caused. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or
one of the folks in Carlsbad.

Rick Farris

Section 7 Coordinator

Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2493 Portoia Road, Suite B
Ventura, California 93003

(805) 644-1766 ext. 316

fax (805) 644-3958

€cos-
support@fws.gov Torick_farris @fws,gov
05/23/2012 06:47 cc
AM
SubjectOfficial Species-list request
To: IPaC point(s) of contact for VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE -- 81440

This is an IPaC-generated official species list request. The person indicated below has
requested a Section 7 official species list for a project that lies either partially or
wholly within your office's Section 7 jurisdiction.

John Sims

-- OTHER NON-FEDERAL AGENCY --
BNSF Railway Company

2500 Lou Menk Dr, 3rd Fl

Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828
john.sims@bnsf.com

Phone: 817-352-2376

This individual hae received contact information for your office and has been informed
that they will receive an official species list within 30 days.


mailto:Rick_Farris@fws.gov
mailto:support@fws.gov
mailto:farris@fws.gov

m&mﬁ U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Natural Resources of Concern

This resource list is to be used for planning purposes only — it is not an official species-list.

Endangered Species Act species-list information for your project is available online and listed below for
the following FWS Field Offices:

CARLSBAD FISHE AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
€010 HIDDEN VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 101
CARLSBAD, CA 92011

{760) 431-9440

VENTURA FISE AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B
VENTURA, CA 93003

(805) 644-1766

Project Name:
BNSF abandonment

05/23/2012 Information, Planning, and Conservation System (IPAC) Page i of 4
Version 1.4



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Natural Resources of Concern
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Project Counties:
Los Angeles, CA

Geographic coordinates (Open Geospatial Consortium Well-Known Text, NAD83):

MULTIPOLYGON (((-118.37773579 33.95901061, -118.3784152 33.9258871, -118.3779002 33.9588461,
-118.37773579 33.95901061)), ((-118.37773579 33.95901061, -118.3777286 33.9593611, -118.3104373
33.9869986, -118.3099223 33.9869986, -118.3777286 33.9590178, -118.37773579 33.95901061)))

Project Type:
Transportation

05/23/2012 Information, Planning, and Conservation System (IPAC) Page 2 of 4
Version 1.4



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Endangered Species Act Species-list

There are a total of 13 species in your species-list

Species that may be affected by your project:

Natural Resources of Concern

Amphibians . L . o
California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii) Threatened |species infof | Ventura Fish And
Population: Entire Wildlife Office
Birds . S
California Least tern  (Sterna antillarum browni) Endangered | species info | } Carlsbad Fish And
Wildlife Office
Coastal California gnatcatcher Threatened |species info } | Carlsbad Fish And
(Polioptila californica californica) wildlife Office
Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus) Endangered | species info| | Ventura Fish And
Wildlife Office
Light-Footed Clapper rail (Rallus longirostris levipes) |Endangered ] species info] | Carlsbad Fish And
Population: U.S.A. only Wildlife Office
Southwestern Willow flycatcher Endangered | species in Ventura Fish And
(Empidonax traillii extimus) Wildlife Office
Western Snowy plover Threatened |species info] § Carisbad Fish And
(Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) Wildlife Office
Population: Pacific coastal pop.
Crustaceans :
Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus woottoni) Endangered | species info| | Ventura Fish And
Wildlife Office,
Carlsbad Fish And
Wildlife Office
Vernal Pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) Threatened §species info| | Ventura Fish And
Wildlife Office
Flowering Plants . .
Brand's phacelia (Phacelia stellaris) Candidate |species info | { Carlsbad Fish And
Wildlife Office
05/23/2012 Information, Planning, and Conservation System (LPAC) Page 3 of 4
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Natural Resources of Concern

California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia californica) Endangered | species info} | Ventura Fish And
Wildlife Office
Spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis) Threatened |species info| } Ventura Fish And
Wildlife Office
Insects . . - -
El Segundo Blue butterfly (Euphilotes battoides allyni) | Endangered | species info} | Carlsbad Fish And
Wwildlife Office
FWS National Wildlife Refuges
There are no refuges found within the vicinity of your project.
FWS Migratory Birds
Not yet available through IPaC.
FWS Delineated Wetlands
Not yet available through IPaC.
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment

Official Species-list: BNSF abandonment
Carlsbad Fish And Wildlife Office

Following is an official U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service species-list from the Carlsbad Fish And
Wildlife Office. The species-list identifies listed and proposed species and designated and
proposed critical habitat that may be affected by the project "BNSF abandonment". You may
use this list to meet the requirements of section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (ESA).

NOTE: THIS IS ONLY A PORTION OF YOUR COMPLETE SPECIES-LIST. Your project
location spans multiple Fish and Wildlife Service office jurisdictions, You will be receiving
additional official species-list documents from the offices listed later in this document.

This species-list has been generated by the Service's on-line Information, Planning, and
Conservation (IPaC) decision support system based on project type and location information
you provided on May 23, 2012, 7:46 AM. This information is summarized below.

Please reference our tracking number, 08ECAR00-2012-SLI-0378, in future reference to this
project to assist in expediting the process.

Newer information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
listed species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free
to contact the office(s) identified below if you need more current information or assistance
regarding the potential presence of federally proposed, listed, or candidate species, or proposed
or designated critical habitat. Please note that under the ESA, a species-list is valid for 90 days.
Therefore, the Service recommends that you visit the 1PaC site at regular intervals during
project planning and implementation for updates to species-lists and information. An updated
list may be requested through the [PaC system by completing the same process used to receive
this list. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 consultation,
including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered Species
Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa- 1ibrary/pdf-/TOC-GLOS .PDF

This list below only addresses federally proposed, listed, or candidate species and federally
designated critical habitat. Please contact the appropriate State agencies for information
regarding State species of special designation. Also, please fee! free 1o contact the office(s)
identified below if you would like information on other important trust resources (such as
migratory birds) in your project area.

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
Page 1
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United States Department of Interior
Figh and Wildlife Setvice

Project name: BNSF abandonment

This Species-list document Is provided by:
CARLSBAD FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
6010 HIDDEN VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 101
CARLSBAD, CA 92011
(760) 431-9440
Expect additional Species-list documents from the foliowing office(s):
VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITEB
VENTURA, CA 93003
(805) 644-1766

TAILS consultation code: 08ECAR00-2012-SL1-0378

Project type: Transportation

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment
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Project coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON ({(-118.37773579 33.95301061, -118.3784152 33.9258871, -118.3779002
33.9588461, -118.37773579 33.95901061)), ((-118.37773579 33.95901061, -118.3777286 33.9593611, -
118.3104373 33.9869986, -118.3099223 33.9869986, -118.3777286 33.9590178, -118.37773579 33.95901061)))

Project counties: Los Angeles, CA

Generaied by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (iPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
Page 3



United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment

Endangered Species Act Species-list
Brand's phacelia (Phacelia stellaris)
Listing Status: Candidate

California Least tern (Sterna antillarum browni)
Listing Status: Endangered

Coastal California gnatcatcher (Poliopfila californica calfifornica)
Lisling Status: Threatened

El Segundo Blue butterfly (Euphilotes battoides ailyni)
Listing Status: Endangered

Light-Footed Clapper rail (Rallus longirostris levipes)
Population: U.S.A. oniy
Listing Status: Endangered

Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus woottoni)
Listing Status: Endangered

Woestern Snowy plover (Charadrius alexendrinus nivosus)
Population: Pacific coastal pop.
Listing Status: Threatened

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment

Preliminary Species-list: BNSF abandonment

Ventura Fish And Wildlife Office

Following is a preliminary U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service species-list from the Ventura Fish
And Wildlife Office. The species-list identifies listed and proposed species and designated and
proposed critical habitat that may be affected by the project "BNSF abandonment".

NOTE: THIS IS ONLY A PORTION OF YOUR COMPLETE SPECIES-LIST. Your project
location spans multiple Fish and Wildlife Service office jurisdictions. You will be receiving
additional official species-list documents from the offices listed later in this document.

This species-list has been generated by the Service's on-line Information, Planning, and
Conservation (IPaC) decision support system based on project type and location information
you provided on May 23, 2012, 7:46 AM. This information is summarized below.

Please reference our tracking number, 8EVEN(00-2012-SLI-0354, in future reference to this
project to assist in expediting the process.

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS , PDF

This list below only addresses federally proposed, listed, or candidate species and federally
designated critical habitat. Please contact the appropriate State agencies for information
regarding State species of special designation. Also, please feel free to contact the office(s)
identified below if you would like information on other important trust resources (such as
migratory birds) in your project area.

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
Page 1
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United Stales Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment

This Species-list document is provided by:
VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITEB
VENTURA, CA 23003
{805) 644-1766
Expect additional Species-list documents from the following office(s):
CARLSBAD FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE
6010 HIDDEN VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 101
CARLSBAD, CA 92011
(760) 431-9440

TAILS consultation code: 0BEVEN00-2012-SL1-0354

Project type: Transportation

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
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Project name: BNSF abandonment

Project location map:
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Project coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-118.37773579 33.95901061, -118.3784152 33.9258871, -118.3779002
33.9588461, -118.37773579 33.95801061)), ((-118.37773579 33.95901061, -118.3777286 33.9593611, -
118.3104373 33.9869986, -118.3099223 33.9869986, -118.3777286 33.9590178, -118.37773579 33.95901061)))

Project counties: Los Angeles, CA

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07.46 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wiidiife Service

Project name: BNSF abandonment

Endangered Species Act Species-list
California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia californica)
Listing Status: Endangersd

California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii)
Population: Entire
Listing Status: Threatened

Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus)
Listing Status: Endangered

Riverside fairy shrimp (Strepfocephalus woottoni)
Listing Status: Endangered

Southwestern Willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus)
Listing Status: Endangered

Spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis)
Listing Status: Threatened

Vernal Pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi)
Listing Status: Threatensd

Generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation {IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM
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John A. Sims, CP BNSF Railway Co

AREEEE— " mpany

RAILWAY Paralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive —AOB-3
Law Depariment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

tel B817-352-2376
fax 817.352-2397

Email - john.sims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
California State Office

2800 Cottage Way, Suite W-1623
Sacramento, CA 95825-1886

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption — in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure}, in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to know: 1) whether or not
there are any endangered or threatened species, wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, or
areas designated as critical habitat adjacent to or near the line, and 2) if so, what effects
the proposed action may have on same.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by the
U.S. Department of the Interior, dated February 18, 2010, regarding this project. In
addition, I'm enclosing a map of the subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were
contacted in preparation of the report. The entire report can be viewed at the fellowing
web link:

http://www,. metro,net/brojects/crenshaw_corridot/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at ali
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns,

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.
Sincerely,

John A. Sims, CP

Paralegal


mailto:-iohn.sini3@bnsf.com
http://www.metro.net/proiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc via email: David Rankin ~ BNSF - david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell - Ball Janik LLP — kmoreli@bilip.com
Farah Ali - BNSF farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton ~ BNSF ~ mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang — LACMTA - changi@metro.net
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mailto:chanai@metro.net
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COMMENT: 10-06.1. United States Department of Interior.

10-¢

Mr. Roderick Diaz, Project Manager

Los Angeles County Matropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, MfS 89-22-3

Los Angeles, California $0012-2052

Dear Mr. Diaz:

The Department of the intedor (Depariment) has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement {(DEIS) for Improvements to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project
in Los Angeles County, California. We appreciate your consideration of our late
cormments.

Section 4(f} Commaents

General Commonts

The Department defers to the State Historic Presernvation Officer for historic properties
listed or eligible for listing on the National Ragister of Historic Places. Therefore, our
Saction 4{f) comments concem recreational resources only. No wildiifa or wildfow!
refuges have bean identified within the project area.

Although the DEIS Saction 4(f) analysis seemed to begin well by identifying and
describing patks and thelr attributes, the analysls unforlunately did not progress into a
thorough discussion regarding Impacts © parks.

We regret that there are no piciures of the parks discussed in Section 4.12 of the DEIS.
Thls section alsa does not contain any visuat simulations showing the parks atter project
construction. If other parts of the DEIS contaln such pictures or visual simutations, these
should be cited In Section 4.12. Without pictures or visual simulations. it is very difficuit
to visualize impacts, if any, 1o parks. Moreover, as discussed below, visual impacts do
not appear to have besn considered at all.

Under Section 4.12.3.1 Methodology on page 4-356, diract impacts are narrowly
defined as "physical acquisiiion, displacement or relocation of parkland...,” and “indirect

impacts” are similarly defined as those “involveling] changes to pedestrian or vehicular
access.” Visual impacts should be added to the kst under both definltions, betause stich
impacts can ba sinificant. ' A

Bus Rapid Transit Alternative and Leimert Park, Edward Vincent Jr. Park, and
Greviliea Park

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

United States Department of the Interior K"

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY S
Washington, DC 20240 9043.1 'nﬂm Enlnl'
PEP/NRM
FEB 18 21

August 2011
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The Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) exclusive busway would be located on the southern edge
of Edward Vincant Jr. Park. The DEIS states that acquisition of a strip of parkiand
adjacant {o the existing railroad would be required and result in the removal of two rows
of palm trees. However, the DEIS does not state the actual acreage needed for
acquisition, which would have been helpful in quantifying the percentage of [and needed
compared with the overaili park size,

The DEIS also states, “The area within the park to be acquired consists of a heavily
fandscaped edge that is not sultzble for recreationsl uses.” This appears fo be &
conclusory staterment that is not supported by further discussion of the significance and
purpose of the patk, and how the landscaping may or may not contribute to a visitor's o
recraational experlence. Although there may have besn addifional discussion between

fhe project proponent and park owner/manager, which is not Indicated in the DEIS,
more thoughtful analysis is needed in the DEIS so that the public can weigh in on the
potential impacts. Characterizing the trees as “not sultable for recreational uses”
disregards potantial visual impacts to the park. In addition to visual Impacts, the
proposed action should be analyzed in terms of the potential impacts Lo public
recrestional use beyond the foolprint of the acreage to be acquired.

Edward Vincent Jr. Park has received Federal funding assistance from the Land and
Water Conservation Fund {LWCF) Program and therefore may not be canverted o any
use other than public outdoor recreation without approval of the Department of the
inferior and the State Department of Parks and Recrealtion. Conversion requirements
for LWCF-assisted parks are found in 36 C.F.R. Section 58 and in the LWCF State E
Assistance Program Manual, These requirements include the replacement of parkiand
that is of at least equal fair market value and thet is of reasonably equivalent usefulness
and location. As mentioned above, the analysis of park Impacts is iradequate to
datermine the acceptability of the conversion and the {otal conversion acreags.
Although this EtS process should provide the NEPA-compliant basis for a Federal
decision on & conversion proposal, no discussion of this requirement has been provided
In the DEIS.

On page 4-358, the DEIS stales, “The Vernon Station would be focated in close
proximity to Leimert Park, which could polentially provide a benefi{ by increasing the
park's accessibillty.” Firsl, it would be helpful if the DEIS stated the specific distances of
the stations 1o all of the parks within the 0.25-mile analysis corsidor. Based on Figurs 4-
45, Vernon Station appears to be extramsly close to Laimert Park. Second, the quoted
{anguage represents another conclsory statement that is not supported by speclfic
evidance. Without more information, one could just as easlly conclude that the park will F
ba Inundated with riders In a concenlrated area, impacting the recreational experience
of the typicat park visitor if no further planning and mitigation occurs. We sncourage the
project proponent to teke into account the number of additiona! peopie boarding at or
exiting Vernon Station and the impacts this may have on Leimert Park, especiaily
because it appears to be a predeminantly natural park, with picnic tables, benches, and
a decorative fountain, and is only 1.9 acres in size.

We have simitar concemns for Grevillea Park, which appears to be very close to La Bres
Stalion; Edward Vincent Jr. Park, which Is close to West Stetion; and Rogers Park

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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Recreatlon/Community Center, which appears {¢ be approximately the same distance
from La Brea Station as Grevillea Park, based on Figure 4-45. Notably, Rogers Park
Recreation/Community Center is not idexdified along with Grevillea Park as having
potential Impacts from La Brea Station. See Page 4-368, fourth fult paregraph. Grevifles F
Park Is a smaller 1.5-acre park, and appears io be a predominantly natural park;
therefore, close proximity to La Brea Station coutd have potentially negative effecis.

Finatly, there is very liltle discussion of Harold A, Hanry Park, Washington lrving Pocket
Park, and Rogers Park Recreation/Community Center. They are indirectly mentioned in
the statement. “The remaining four parks within 0.25-mile of the BRY alignment would G
not be adversely affected.” Ses page 4-358, Washington rving Pocket Park, a 0.1-acre
naturst park, Is located approximately 400 faet from the BRT alignment. Similarly,
Harold A. Hanry Park, a 3-acre park with children’s play ares and picnic tables is
located approximatsly 1,000 fest from five BRT alignment.

Potentlal impacis could result, depending on a variety of factors, including the distance

of the station from the park, additional stops near the park that are along the alignment ,
the size of the park, and the park's recreational attributes. These impacts should be H
covaraed in the DEIS.

In short, the DEIS does not provide encugh clear information to verify potential impacis.
As nolad above, without any pictures, more detafled maps, visual simulations of the
patk, and additional discussion, it is difficult to fully understand the potential impacts.

Base LRT Allemnative and Edward Vincent Jr. Park and Grevillea Park

For Ihis alternative, we have concerns simiar to those stated above for the BRT
Altemative. For example, the DEIS states that the proximity of West Station to Edward I
Vingent Jr. Patk will “potentiaily increasfe] the park's accassibility.” However, the DEIS
doos not further expound on this. The DEIS makes a similar stalement about La Brea
Station with ragard to Grevillea Park.

Design Options

For the LRT Alternative Design Option 3, the DEIS states thal existing palm trees that 3
might be removed are located in a *heavily landscaped edge that is not suilable for
recreational uses.” Page 4-360. As we indicale ahove for the BRT Altemative, this
statement does not reflect any consideration of potential visual Impacts.

Mitigation Measures

Tho DEIS concludes that there are no adverse impacts; "therefore, no mitigation
measures are required.” in aur opinlon, the Saction 4{f) analysis Is inadequate and lacks
enough Information and thoughtful analysis. We are unable o agree that no mifigation
measures are required.- We are also unable to agres to the application of de minimis K
without demonstrating any consideration of mitigation measures b minimize impacts
{e.g., suggesting removal of the palny trees within Edward Vincent Jr. Park without at
least replanting or ravegetating the grea). Proposing no mitigation measures at aft
se8ms to misgs the polnt of using de minimis appropriately to bypass the need for a full

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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Section 4(f} altematives analysis, while responsibly and adequately addressing impacts
to parks.

Section 6{f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act {L WCF)

As noted above, Edward Vincent Jr. Park has received LWCF funding assistance.
Therefore, no canversion of property to a non-recreational use may occur without the
approval of tha Departrmient and the California Depariment of Parks and Recreation. 1
Alse, replacement property of at least equal falr market value and reasonably equivalent
usshdness and location is requirad. To resolve this issue, please contact the Cafifornia
Depariment of Parks and Recreation, Office of Grants and Local Services, PO Box
942896, Sacramento, CA 942568-0001; phone {916) 653-7423. You may aisc contact
Mr. David Siegenthaler, National Park Service, Pacific West Regional Office, 1111
Jackson Street, Sulte 700, Oakland, CA 94607; phone: (510) 817-1324, Fax: (510) 817-

1505; emall: David_Siegenthaterfnps.gov.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments, For questions cancarning
these comments, please contact s, Kelly Powell, Natfonal Park Servics, Pacific West
Regional Office-Seattle, 168 S. Jackson St., 2" Floor, Seattle, WA 98104-2853; phone
{206} 220-4106, fax: (206) 447-4246; email: Keily P

Policy and Compliance

co:

Mr. Ray Telfis

Federal Transit Administration, Region [X
Los Angeales Metrapolitan Office

888 S. Figueroa St., Sulte 1850

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Kr. John Kirk Mukri
General Menager
City of Los Angsles Department of
Recreation and Parks
221 N. Figueroa St., Suite 700
Los Angeles, CA 30012

Wr. Kevin L. Hawkins, Director

Clty of Inglewood

Deparimenl of Parks, Recrestion and
Community Services

One Manchaster 8ivd.

inglewood, CA 90301.

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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ASEE— John A. Sims, CP BNSF Raliway Company
RAILWAY Paralegal ' 2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3
Law Deparment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

tel 817-352-2378
fax 817-352-2397

Email - john.gims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

Ms. Christine Lehneriz, Regional Director
National Park Service

Pacific West Region

333 Bush Street, Suite 500

San Francisco, CA 94104-2828

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption — in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67™ Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to know: 1) whether or not
there are any wildlife sanctuaries or National or State parks or forests adjacent to or near
the line, and 2) if so, what effects the proposed action may have on same.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental iImpact Statement. I'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by the
County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation, dated October 21, 2009,
regarding this project in the hopes that it may have already addressed your concerns. In
addition, I'm enclosing a map of the subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were
contacted in preparation of the report. The entire report can be viewed at the following
web link:

hitp://www. metro.net/projects/crenshaw _corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your fime and contribution.
Sincerely,

LY -

John A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


mailto:john.sims@bnsr.eom
http://http.//www

Enclosures as stated

cc via email: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmoreli@bijllp.com
Farah Ali ~ BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com

Mark Norton — BNSF — mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang — LACMTA - changi@metro.net
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COMMENT: 10-19. County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation.

10-19
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

“Creoling Communly Through People, Parks and Programs”
Russ Guinwy, Direcior

Qctober 21, 2009

Sent via email: diazroderick@metro. net

M, Roderick Diaz
Project Manager
Los Angeles County :
Matropolitan Transportation Authority .
Cne Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 80012

Dear Mr. Diaz:

cam e e a .

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL fMPACT STATEMENT/ i
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIS/DEIR} ’
FOR THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR

The Department of Parks and Recrealion has reviewed the above projact for potential
impact on the facilities under the jusisdiction of the Department. We have determined | A
that tha proposed project will not affect any Depatrtiviental facilities.

Thank you for including this Depariment in the environmental review process. i we
may be of further assistance, please conlact me af (213} 351-5127 or
[vom@parks lacounty.aov.

Sincerely,

b-\.,LA}. cﬂv«w

Julie Yom
Park Planner

JY:Usitesponse meto
¢ Parks and Recreation {N. E. Gaicia, L. Hensley, J. Rupert}

Plarming exd Bevelopaient Agency « 5§10 Svati Vermont Ave » 1.os Augeles, CA 90020-1975 = (253) 3515198

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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John A, Sims, CP BNSF Raliway Company
RAsLwAaY Paralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive ~ AOB-3
Law Depariment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828
tel 817-352-2378

fax 817-352-2397
Email john.sims@bnst.com

May 11, 2012

U.S. EPA Region 8
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, Callfornia

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to know: 1) whether or not
this action will be consistent with Federal, State or local water quality standards, and 2)
whether or not Section 402 and/or National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(“NPDES") permits are required for performance of the salvage activity described below.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by the
U.S. EPA Region 9, dated October 26, 2009, regarding this project. In addition, I'm
enclosing a map of the subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were contacted in
preparation of the report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link:
http://imww.metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concems.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.
Sincerely,

John A. Sims, CP

Paralegal


mailto:ioim.5irns@msf.co1n
http://www.metro.neVproiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc viaemail: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell — Ball Janik LLP — kmorell@billp.com
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsi,.com
Mark Norton — BNSF — mark.norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - changj@metro.net


mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmorell@billp.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:mark.norton@bnsf.com
mailto:chanai@metro.net
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COMMENT: 10-02. United States Environmental Protection Agency.

00T-26-2008 MOK 03:12 Pt WS.EP.A FAX M0, 4150478026 P, 92/07 !
t
by
9’& [
m ¥ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENRTAL PAOTECTION AGENCY
- AEOION £ 10-2
e 75 Hawthore Street
San Franciseo, CA 94185-3301
October 26, 2009 ;
Ms. Ray Tellrs
Federal Transit Adminiswalion
Los Angeles Metropalitan Office

888 S. Figuesoa Street, Sulte 18350 f
Loz Angeles, Califormia S0017 .

Svbject:  Draf Environmenta) Jappact Statenent for the Crenshaw Transit Coeridor Project,
Los Aggeles, Cahiomiz (CEQ #20090315)

Dear Mr. Tellis:

The Eaviscomental Protection Agoncy (EPA) has reviewed the above-refezenced
document pursuant to the National Exvironmental Policy Act (NEPA), Councilt on
Environmenial Quality (CEQ) reizalations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Stction 309 of the
Clean Air Act. Qurdetailed comments dte enclased,

We tommand the Foderal Teaneit Admipistration (FTA) and the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) for socking to imprave piiblic transpartation
scrviee, especialiy in an area of high Laneit dopandenca, high traffic congestion, and impacted
&r quality.

W also appreciata ihat the Draft Environmenial Irmpact Statevreat (DBIS) uscs plain
Ianguage and illustrative graphics io wiake the vechnical information wore casily undersiood by
the-public. In pasticulas, ths discussion of previaus ond ongoing altematives analysis and
serceming provides the public and decisionmakers with & good suramary of the benefils and
inwacts of the variods oltematives. in the onpoing alicrnatives anslysis procest, EPA encourages
FTA and EACMTA to-consider the long-terra netda of, and potentinad benedits to, the community
i determiniing the focally prefenied allovistive for ihe project.

EPA has some concems shoul the air quality anafysis for the project and hos additional
suggestions for watey quality fmpuct anslysis and mitigation. Therefore; we have raied this » |
document 8C-2, Environnuental Concerns, Jusufficient hiformation. Please seo the sached '
Rating Factors for a description of our rating systewm. '

Prineed on Recycind Paper

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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OCT-28-2009 MOK D3:12 Pi U.S.E.P.A EAX NO. 4150478028 P 03/07

We eppmciacih: opportunity (o review this DEIS, When the Final EIS is released for
public review, please send two copias to the addres above {mafl code: CED-2). If you bave any
questions, please contact Carotyn Malvikil), the lead reviewer for this projec, at 415-947-1554
or mulvikill easolyn@epa.gov.

Sincercly,
W

é& Kathieen M. Golacth, Managér
Bavironments} Review Office (CBD-2)

Enclosures:
Summasy of BPA Rating Definitions
EPA's Detailed Comments

oc:  Roderick Dikx, Los Angoles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Ray Sukys, Federal Transit Administration
Steve Smith, South Coast Alr Quality Management District

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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GCT-26-2008 10H 03:12 PIf £1.8.E.P.A _ FAR O, 4158478028 B D4R |

BPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON T15 DRAFT EXVIRONMENTAL RAPACT STATEMENT FOR
THE CRENSHAW TRANSIT CORRIDOR FROJECT, GCTOBER 26, 2009

Air Quality
Alr Quality Monuoring Data and Hot Spot Analysis

Tha Draft Bnvironmental finpacl. Statement (DEIS) inclndes air quality
monitoring dasa for the yesrs 2005 to 2007. Dats for 2006 (o 2008 is now availableand
2007 to 2000 may be available in time for pablicalion of tha Pinal Environmmentsl Enpact
Statement {FELS). This updsied data will impact {he determination of background
concentrations of carbon monoxide (CO) and subssqueat hot spot anatysis. Moro
information is avallable al hitp-/www,cpg gov/aitrendsivalues html.

fn addition, while Table 4-26 indicafes that the No Build, Transportation Sysiems B
Management {TSM), m8 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) altoroatives would result in the same
CO hot spol contentrations, tha table doesn’t appuer & inctude data for the Light Rail
Transit (LRT) aliermative. Please venify in the PBIS what the 2030 CO concentrations
would be for the LRT aliemative.

Recommendetions:

» Inchide up-to-date manitosing datz in the FEIS. Update caleulations of
background CO concenteations and potential CO hot spots and inclade this
dats, and sny measures to mitigale potential impacts, in te FEJS.

. hcludes CO bot spot concontrations resulting from the LRT alternative in the
FEIS.

The DEIS does not include a partionlofe metter {PM) hot spot analysis and states
that FHWA guidauce soys that “z project may bo scrcened ost of the project-level
anatysis if the 'build® vehiclo miles traveled (VMT} i lesy than o equal 1o the ‘no build”
VMT.” This statement refers to s method that is no longer eurvent practice. A qualiistive :
P hot spot analysis must be perfouned if a project is determined to be o “project of air '
gquality concent.” See 40 CFR 93.123 for more infopnation.

Recommendation:

¢ Ifthe project has been deferminad 10 be a “project of aiz quatity concenn™ then
include in the FEIS a PM hot spot analysis and mitigation measures proposed
for any adverse impacts.

Air Quality Conformity

The DEIS containg both general confonnity and transportation conformity
analyses. Howevar, because (he project is proposed fo be fwnded in pan by Fedesal
Transit Administration (FTA) and Federal Highmy Administration (FHWA} funds, EFA
believas thal transporiation conformity requirements apply to the praject; sather than

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
Page K-8 August 2011
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general conformity, We note that both the thresholds listed i Table 4-24 and the
determination of an adverse inipact from LRT aliernative NOy emissions, referta a
general conformity aunlysis. The DBIS does not clearly identify what actions sssociated
with the proposed project would require a gencrat coaformity discussion and analysis, so
it appears that the information regarding regional operating emissions is provided for
purposes of disciogure. 'While EPA apprecintes the additionsl information provided for
disclosure, wa nots thal 1 is not 2 necessary component of the conformity process for this
project. However, if additiowal funding, approval, or actions by another federal agency
{besides FTA or FHWA) are anticipated, the general conformity analysis should be
inchyded.

I FTA determines that a geneeal conformity analysis is in fact requiced, then the
general conformity analysis on pages 4-152 and 4-153 should be clarifiod to discuss the
souree of the incredsed NOy emissions from the proposid light il transit (LRT) liee.
FTA should also provide potential mitigation measures for these impacts.

Recommendatlons:

a  [f federa) fonding or action from a federal agency otler than FTA mmd FRWA
is anlicipated, provide that information i the FEIS and include a goneral
confonnily analysis, Clasify the soncce of increased NOx omissions frora LRT
and identify measures o reduce those impacts.

« IFFTA ond FHWA are the anly federai apencies providing funding, approval
or associated acnons for this project, & general confonnity eaalysis is not
nocessary for the project.

Greenhouse Cases and Climate Change

The section on global climate change should be updated 10 reflect recent actions
by the Environmenial Protection Agency (EPA). EPA rcomimends that the FEIS include
the most current information st the time of release of the FEIS, See
littp:/furww zps. oviclinmiechangelinitiatives/index himl for current infonnation. In
particular, the foliowing inforvaation should be included:

«  On Jane 30, 2005, BPA granted a waiver of Cloan Air Act precmption (o
California for the state’s greenbiouse gas (GHG) cmission standards for molor
vehicies beginning with the 2009 model year.

« In response to the FY 2008 Cofisolidatad Appropriations Act (H.R. 2764;
Public Law 110-161), EPA haz issued the Final Mandatory Reporting of
Cireenhounse Gases Rule. Signed by the EPA Administrator on Scplember 22,
2009, the rale requires that suppliers of fossil fuels and industriak GHGs,
manufacturers of vehicles and engines sutgide of the light duty sector, and
facilitios that emit 25,000 metric tons or inore of GHGs per yeac submit
annual reports to EPA, Thie rule is intended to callet acedrate and timely
emissions dats to guide future policy decisions on climate change

» On Scpiember 5, 2009, EPA and the Department of Transportation™s
Natioral Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) proposed & new

2
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nationat program that would reduce GHG emissions and improve fuel
economy forall new cars sad trucks sold in the United States. EPA proposed
the Frst nationst GHG emissions stsadards under the Clean Air Act, and
NHTSA proposed Corporate Average Fucl Economy (CAFE) standands under
the Bnergy Policy and Conservation. Act. This propiosed national program
would aflaw aulomobile manufacurers to build a single lighl-duty tational .
fieet that satisfies alt requirements under both Federal programs and the '
standards of Califormia and othér staies. .

«  Om April 17, 2009, te BPA Administrlor proposed two related Findings
under the Cloan Ait-Act: an Eadsngerment Finding thas six key GHGs
constilute 2 threat (0 human health and welfare, and a Cause and Contribute
Finding that four of these GHGs are emitted froin motor vehicles and
contribits 1o aumospheric concenrrations, Tlic comment period for this
proposat closed on June 23, 2009,

Recommendation: .

» includs an pdated discussion of the regulutory ervironmeat for GHGs and
climate change in the FEIS to reflect recent actions by EPA.

) The DEIS also states that the LRT alternative woutd sesult in an increage fn GHG
emissions compared 30 the No Build altemative. A phoas conversation with the Los
Angetes County Melyapohta: Transpartation Ajithority (LACMTA) clarified that this
increase would result from insreaged service from “feeder buscs” serving the LRY line.
“This oxplanation shonld be included in the FEIS along with supposting data and anslyses.
BPA sfso urderstands that LACMTA has discussed the GHO modeling results with the
South Coast Air Quality Mansgement District (SCAQMD) and that the modeling results
yuay be updated for the FEIS, Plesse include any updated modeling results in the FEIS.

The discussion aiso states that new LRT stations wonld potentially lead to transit
oriented development (TOD} along the aligrament, cocouraging increased use of the fight
rail gystewn. The FEIS should discuss the implications that TOD and increased transit
ridership contd have on VMT and GHGs.

Recommendation: s
o Includs information about sources of GHGs sssoclated with the LRT

alicrnative, sny updated modeling results, and implications of TOD on GHG
emissions in the FEIS.

- am -

Mobile Source Air Tazics

While fio project may décrease concentrations of mebile source alr toxics H
(MSATs) in the area 2s a result of increased transit ridership oid Jower sutomobile use, i
localized MSAT impacts may result fron increased congestion 3t intessecsions whase
level of service would decline as & result of the project. EPA encourages FTA and

3
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LACMTA to consider whether sensitive receptors such as schools, hospitals, or
residentiaf facilities Jor the lderly, are located near those intersections, and if o,
implement mitigation imeasures (o protoct the impacted populations.

Recommendations: c

«  Determine whether incroased cangeation at identified interscttions would
sesult iy MSAT impacts on any seasitive receplars in the vicinity of those
integgections.

« If advarse impacts would occur, propose nitigation for those impacts and
include this information and mitigation measuses in \he FRIS.

Water Quality

The DEIS states that the study arca drains indirectly {0 Baltona Creck and
Dominguez Creek. It ateo states that Ballons Creck is a Clean Water Act CWA) 103{d}
Jisted impaired water body, but the DEIS contains an incomplete list of polhaants. :
Ballona Creck is cursently CWA 303(d) listed as an impaired waterbody for collbrm '
bactesia, dissolved copper, cyanlds, lead, selenium, toxiciy, trash, viruses (eateric), and !
zinc. BaHons Creek is no longer impased by cadmivn, Domingues Cresk (tined portion 2
shove Vermont Avenue) is CWA 303(d) listed for tmumiotiia, copper, diazinen, indicator
bacteria, 1end, toxicity, and Zinc. This updated information should be included in the
FEIS8.

Cornuidering the exisiing ipainment of these local water bodies, EPA encowruges
appressive efforts to manape stormwater ranofT to ninitnize additional introduction of
poliuiants. EPA also encourages imptementation of “gréen infrastructure” in onsite
stopnwaler manapement. “Green infrastclusc” mintics namural systems by sbsorbing
stormwvater into the ground (infiluation), using trees and other nntural vegetation to
convest it o water vapor {evapotrenspiration), snd vsing rain barrels or cistemns 1o capture
amd reuse sormwater. These nztursi processes manage stormwater runoff in a way that
mainining or restores the site’s poiural hydrology. Featuses such as biorcteution areas,
vegelated swales, porous pavement, and filter strips can serve 18 both stormwater
trestment and visual enhanceraents in stalion areas. More detailed information on thess
forms of “green infrastructure™ con bo found at

hitp ek 0. OV 27 id=298.
Recomnendations:

Include cugrent CWA 303(d) impairment information in éhe FEIS,

Implement aggrossive gtormwater masagewent, inclading green infrastructure
where possible and identify commitments to specific stormwater mansgewmont
techniques in the FEIS.

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
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A v John A. Sims, CP BNSF Rallway Company
RAILHNAY Paralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3
Law Depariment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

tet 817-352-2378
fax 817-352-2387

£mall -~ john.eims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

California Department of Water Resources
P.O. Box 942836
Sacramento, CA 94236

Re: STB Dockef No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF”) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the environmental report, BNSF is required to contact your agency to
determine if the proposed abandonment:
1. will affect land or water uses within a designated coastal zone;
2. is consistent with applicable Federal, State or local water quality standards
(with a description of any inconsistencies identified); and
3. will require permits under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (33U.S.C. §
1342).

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I'm enclosing a map of the subject railroad line
and a list of agencies that were contacted in preparation of the report. The entire report
can be viewed at the following web link:

hitp:/fwww.metro.net/projects/crenshaw _corridot/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.
Sincerely,

Gih (L

John A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


mailto:-John.sim8@bnsf.cOTn
http://wvi/w.metro.net/Droiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc via email: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell — Balf Janik LLP - kmoreli@billp.com
Farah Ali — BNSF- farah.ali@bnsf.com

Mark Norton - BNSF - mark norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang — LACMTA - changj@metro.net


mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:norton@bnsf.com
mailto:chanai@metro.net
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AEE—— Jotw A, Sims, CP BNSF Railway Company
RAILwWAY Paralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3
Law Depariment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

ol 817-352-2376
fax 817-352-2397

Emait - john_sims@bnsf.com

May 11, 2012

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Los Angeles District

915 Wilshire Bivd., Suite 1101
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Raliway Company ~
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF") anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
fo abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67" Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to know: 1) whether or not
Section 404 permits will be required for the performance of salvage activity, and 2) if the
proposed abandonment will affect any 100-year floodplains or any designated wetlands.
Your assessment and comments are respectfully requested. In addition, if it is your
determination that flocdplains will be affected please furnish, if available, 8%4" x 11* black
and white maps of each designated floodplain area. Please note: BNSF does not
anticipate any potential impacts to waters of the U.S. as a result of the proposed
abandonment. :

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I'm enclosing a map of the subject railroad line
and a list of agencies that were contacted in preparation of the report. The entire report
can be viewed at the following web link:

hitp://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw_corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible; by June 11, 2012.- You-may contact me by-email or phone with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.

Sincerely,

John A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


http://www.metro.net/proiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc via email: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmorell@billp.com
Farah Ali ~ BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton — BNSF —~ mark.norton{@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang — LACMTA - changi@metro.net


mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmoreH@billp.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:mark.norton@bnsf.com
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A John A. Sims, CP BNSF Rallway Company
AAILWAY Psralegal 2500 Lou Menk Drive — AOB-3
Law Depariment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828

tel 817-352-2376
fax B17-36§2-2397

Emall - john.sims@bnst.com

May 11, 2012

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA, State Historic Preservation Officer
California State Parks

Office of Historic Preservation

1725 23" Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA 95816

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company —
Abandonment Exemption ~ in Los Angeles County, California

BNSF Railway Company (“BNSF") anticipates filing in the near future an exemption
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docket
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost
7.95 (just north of West 67™ Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 (just south of the existing
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles.

As part of the historic report required by the STB, BNSF needs to know if there are any
structures eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places and also if there
are archaeological resources in the project area.

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report /
Final Environmental Impact Statement. I'm enclosing a copy of a letter submitted by
you, dated May 23, 2011, regarding this project. In addition, I'm enclosing a map of the

. subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were contacted in preparation of the
report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web fink:

hitp://www.metro.net/projects/crenshaw _corridor/crenshaw-feis-feir/

Please provide your assessment and comments to me at the address above, if at all
possible, by June 11, 2012. You may contact me by email or phone with any questions
or concerns.

Thank you in advance for your time and contribution.

i

John A. Sims, CP
Paralegal


http://www.metro.net/proiects/crenshaw

Enclosures as stated

cc viaemail: David Rankin — BNSF — david.rankin@bnsf.com
Karl Morell — Ball Janik LLP - kmoreli@bilip.com
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com
Mark Norton — BNSF — mark norton@bnsf.com
Joyce Chang - LACMTA — changj@metro.net


mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmorell@billp.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:mark.norton@bnsf.com
mailto:dianai@metro.net

STATE OF CALIFORNIA — THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Ggmor

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
1725 23" Street, Suite 100

SACRAMENTO, CA 95818-7100

(916) 445-7000 Fax. (916) 445-7053

caishpo@parks.ca.gov

23 May 2011
Reply To: FTA110222A

Roderick Diaz

Crenshaw/LAX Corridor Project Manager
Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Re: Section 106 Consultation for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, Los Angeles
County, CA

Dear Mr. Diaz:

Thank you for your leiter of 18 February 2011 initiating consultation for the Federal Transit
Authority (FTA) for the above referenced undertaking in order to comply with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and its implementing regulation at 36 CFR Part 800.
FTA has delegated authority to consult directly with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LAMCTA) although FTA remains responsible for all findings. You are
requesting at this time that | concur with the APE for the undertaking.

The proposed undertaking will improve public transit service and mobility in Los Angeles County
by extending 8.5 miles from the Metro Crenshaw/LLAX Station to the Exposition Light Rail Transit
(LRT) line (under construction) at the Exposition/Crenshaw Boulevards intersection. The
alignment would be double-tracked and would be comprised of at-grade street, at-grade
railroad, aerial, and below-grade sections. The Crenshaw/LAX Line would join the Metro Green
line at the Aviation Station and extend to the Exposition Line Crenshaw Station in the north.
Metro Green Line service can also be extended north to serve the new Century Station for
transfers to the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). Four additional alternatives are being
considered in the Final EIS/EIR. Each alternative is described in further detail in your letter.

FTA has defined the APE for the Light Rail Alternative as shown in the maps attached to your
letter. A written description is also provided in your letter and includes a methodology for survey.
| agree the APE is sufficient pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(1)(a).

Within the APE, 210 resources were of sufficient age to be considered for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Of these resources, one was previously
determined eligible for inclusion in the NRHP:

1. May Company, 4001 Crenshaw Boulevard, Criterion Aand C

40 were determined eligible for inclusion In the NRHP as part of this survey either individually or
as a contributor to a historic district. They are as follows:
2. Angelus Funeral Home, 3874-3887 Crenshaw Boulevard, Criteria A and C, period of
significance 1951;
3. Broadway Department Store, 4101 Crenshaw Boulevard, Criteria A and C, period of
significance 1947;
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4. Depariment of Water and Power, 4030 Crenshaw Boulevard, Criteria C, period of
significance 1959-1961. This building is also a contributor to the Leimert Park Historic
District;

5. Harrison Ross Mortuary, 4601 Crenshaw Boulevard, Criterion C, period of significance
1930;

6. Merle Norman Cosmetics Company, 9030-9130 Bellanca Avenue, Criterion C; period of
significance 1952-1961;

7. Leimert Park Historic District, Criteria A and C, period of significance 1927-1959. The
following properties are contributors to the historic district and fali within the APE:

1) 3514-3520 West 39™ Street

2) 3904 Crenshaw Boulevard

3) 3908 Crenshaw Boulevard

4) 3916-3934 V2 Crenshaw Boulevard
5) 3936-3954 ¥ Crenshaw Boulevard
6) 3964-3970 ¥z Crenshaw Boulevard
7) 4030 Crenshaw Boulevard

8) 4067 McClung Drive

8) 4071 McClung Drive

10} 4075 McClung Drive

11)4109 McClung Drive

12)4115 McClung Drive

13) 4119 McClung Drive

14}4123 McClung Drive

15)4127 McClung Drive

16) 4131 McClung Drive

17)4137 McClung Drive

18) 4147 McClung Drive

19) 4121-4223 McClung Drive

20) 4125-4227 McClung Drive

21) 41294231 McClung Drive
22)4235-4237 McClung Drive
23)4239 McClung Drive

24) 4243-4245 McClung Drive
25)4247-4249 McClung Drive

26) 4251-4253 McClung Drive
27)4261-4263 McClung Drive
28)4265-4267 McClung Drive

29) 4269-4271 McClung Drive

30) 4273-4275 McClung Drive
31)4279-4281 McClung Drive
32)4283 McClung Drive
33)3413-3415 W. 43" Place

34) Leimert Plaza Park, 4395 Leimert Park

8. Leimert Park Cemetery, 720 E. Florence Avenue, with the following contributors which
fall in the APE: the Mausoleum of the West, the former Los Angeles Railroad Inglewood
Station and the Chapel of the Chimes. The district is eligible under Criterion C and
meets the Criterion Consideration D. The period of significance is 1905-1961.

I concur with the above determinations. The remainder of the resources were either determined
not eligible or were exempted for survey either due to age, significant alterations (as agreement
in the original meeting between SHPO staff and Metro), or they were vacant parcels.
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FTA has determined the proposed undertaking will not have an adverse effect on historic
properties. As described in your revised report, dated May 2011, all construction activities
which could potentially affect historic properties (pile driving) was restricted to areas where there
are no historic properties or potential for subsurface archaeological deposits. | concur with the
determination.

Thank you for considering historic properties in your planning process and | look forward to
consultation on future projects. If you have any questions, please contact Amanda Blosser of
my staff at {(916) 445-7048 or e-mail at ablosser@parks.ca.gov.

P A rattrn o

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA
State Historic Preservation Officer

MWD:ab

CC: Ray Tellis, Federal Transit Authority
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