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ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

f49 C.F.R. S 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 

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 ofthe project area is attached as Exhibit A. 

The physical assets of the Line are ovsned 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 ofthe 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://vyvyw.metro.net/proiects/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 be no change to any freight service 

provided on the Line. 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 LACMTA's desires to constmct 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 tis 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 overhead traffic on this 

line for about 10 years. 

(5) Land Use 

(i) 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 nol 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 ofthe date ofthis Report we have not received a reply. A 

copy ofthe 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 U.S.C. § 10905 and 
explain why. 

The proposed abandonment of BNSF's Rail Freight Service Easement will 

facilitate LACMTA's desires to constmct 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 altemative public use of the rail line. Copies 

ofthe letters are attached as Exhibit C. 

(4) Energy 

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

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

resources. 
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(ii) Describe the effect ofthe 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 decrease 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 
figure given. 

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

(5) Air 

(i) 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 ofthe 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 ofthe 
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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(ii) 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 Hem 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 
frequency of service; safety practices (including any speed restrictions); the 
applicant's safety record (to 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: 

(i) 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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(7) Safety, 

(i) Describe any effects ofthe 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. 

(8) Biological Resources 

(i) 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. 

(ii) State whether wildlife sanctuaries or refuges. National or State parks or 
forests 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 abandorunent. As of the date 

ofthis Report, neither agency has responded to our inquiries. Copies ofthe letters 

are attached as Exhibit F. 

(9) Water 

(i) Based on consultation with State water quality officiab, state whether 
the proposed action is consistent with applicable Federal, State or local water 
quaUty standards. Describe any inconsistencies. 

By letters dated May 11, 2012. BNSF contacted the U.S. EPA Region 9, and the 

Califomia 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 ofthe letters are attached as Exhibit G. 

(ii) Based on consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, state 
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whether permits under Section 404 ofthe Clean WaterAct (33 U.S.C. § 1344) 
are required for the proposed action and whether any designated wetlands or 
lOO-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 ofthe letter is attached as Exhibit H. 

(iii) 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 U.S. 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 

Califomia Department of Water Resources in reference to the proposed 

abandonment. As ofthe date ofthis Report, neither agency has responded to our 

inquiry. Copies ofthe 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 need for any mitigating actions. BNSF will, of 

course, consult (as required) vyith 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 

f49 C.F.R. S 1105.8) 

(1) Proposed Action and Alternatives. Describe the proposed action, including 
commodities transported, the planned disposition (if any) of any rail tine 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 nu^t 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, Califomia, 

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

(just south of the existing Metro Green Line stmcture), in the City of Los Angeles (the 

"Line"). A map ofthe 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 ofthe track and track materials associated with the abandonment of BNSF's 

Rail Freight Service Easement and the constmction 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://vyww.metro.net/proiects/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 be no change to any freight ser\'ice 

provided on the Line. Due to lack of traffic on the Line, only limited maintenance has 

been performed on the Line. The only altemative to abandonment would be to not 

abandon the Line and jeopardize LACMTA's desires to constmct the Project. 

HISTORIC REPORT 

1. A U.S.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. 

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

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

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

of the existing Metro Green Line stmcture), 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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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 

See Exhibit 1, attached photographs. 

4. The date(s) of construction ofthe 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 Concrete Span, 1 - 87', 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 Califomia. 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 December 4, 1990, Catellus was spun-off to 

Santa Fe Pacific Corporation ("SFP"). On September 22, 1995, SFP and Burlington 

Northem Inc. ("BNI") effected a business combination by which each became wholly-

owned subsidiaries of Burlington Northem 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 Northem 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 conceming 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 fiimishcd 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. 

Califomia State Parks ("SHPO") in reference to the proposed abandonment and as of the date of 

this Report has not received a reply. A copy ofthe 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 constmction 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. 

Within 30 days of receipt ofthe 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 ofthe site (Le. prehistoric or native American). 

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

information. 
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ES.l I i i t roddc l ion 

Tlie Crensliaw/LAX Traii-sit Corridor, a 

lieavily traveled north-south oriented 

urban corridor in Los Angeles Count)', 

California, is being considered for transit 

improvements by tlie Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

(Metro) in cooperation witii tlie Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA). Tlic Federal 

Aviation Administration (FAA) is also a 

cooperating agency for tlie project \vidi 

expertise in aviation matters due to the 

project's proxiniit)' lo LAX. These agencies 

have initiated an environmental review 

of proposed transit improvements in tlie 

corridor and based on the comments 

received, the conceptual engineenng 

activities, additional tedmicai studies, and 

extensive cominunit)'outreach program, 

the Metro Boaid of Directors adopted the 

Liglit Rail Transit (LRT) Altemative as the 

Locally Prefened Alternative (LPA). For 

purposes ofthe environmental review, 

Metro is seiving as Lead Agency under the 

provisions ofthe California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA) and the FTA is Lead 

Agency as required by tlie National 

Environmental I'olicy Act (NEPA). The 

environmental review culminates in the 

preparation ofthis Final Environmental 

Impact Statement (FEIS) to satisfy l-'ederal 

requirements and a Final En\ironmental 

Impact Report (FEIR) to satisfy State 

reqi:ireinents. Tiiis .siimmaiy higlilights 

tlie planning and review process and 

comparative evaluation ofthe LPA and 

design options for the Qensliaw/LAX 

Tiansit Corridor Project that will be 

considered for approval. 

Tne National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and the Califontia 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
require an environmental review ofthe 
potential impacti resultingfiom the 
implementation of a proposed action or 
project prior to approval of that action 
or project. 
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This document describes the existing 

conditions and environmenta] setting 

in tlie Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. 

Tlie environmental review process has 

provided the public with an opportunity to 

review and comment on the altematives 

and tlie environmental analysis presented 

in the Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement (DEIS)/Draft Environmental 

Impact Report (DEIR). This FEIS/ 

FEIR evaluates tlie Locally Preferred 

Altemative (LPA) against the existing 

conditions under CEQA and fiiture 

conditions witiiout the project under 

NEPA (No Build Altemarive). Where 

appropriate, mitigation measures are 

identified to reduce potentially adverse 

enviromnental effects that may result from 

implementation ofthe proposed project. 

The FEIS/FEIR does not make 

recommendations regarding tlie approval 

or denial of tlie Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor Project. Tliis FEIS/FEIR is 

intended as a disclosure document, to 

inform public agency decision-makers and 

tlie public ofthe environmental effects of 

tlie LPA and design options tltat remain 

under consideration. Metro and t]ie FTA 

shall consider the infonnation inchided 

hi tliis FEIS/FEIR, along with other 

infonnation which may be presented 

to the agency, prior to tlie adoption of 

the project. Otiier agencies, such as tlie 

California Deparmient of Transportation, 

and tlie 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 tlie Technical Advisory 

Committee (TAC). On tlie Federal level, 

agencies include tlie Advisory Council on 

Vicwofihe Cremhaw Bouitvari (ooltiiig north from the Hydf Part arra. 

Vitw ofthe Yttlow Car Lint 5. ivhich operated m tl\t 
medians Cremhatv Boulevard and leimert Avemu in 
lh« I9S0'f, htttdmgsoullx on Lexmert Avenue totvards 
Crenshaof Boulevard. 

Historic Preservation. Federal Aviation 

Administration, Federal Railroad 

Administration, tlie Occupational Safety 

and Health Administration, and the 

Environmental Protection Agency. 

! oi'.itioti ol lli«' r iviisli.iw/i \X 

l'r;(i)sit Ciiiiidoi 

The Crenshaw /LAX Transit Corridor 

stud)' area is generally a north-soutli 

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, Hawthome, EI 

Segundo, and portions of unincorporated 

Los Angeles County. Tlie 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: soutii to El Segundo Boulevard 

and the downtown Hawthorne area; and 

west to Sepulveda Boulevard, La Tijera 

Boulevard, and La Brea Avenue. Tliree 

major interstate highways traverse llie 

study area, including the Santa Monica 

Freeway (MO) and Glenn Anderson 

Freeway (1-105). running east-west and tlie 
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San Diego Freeway (1-405) which mns 

north-south. The Harbor Freeway (MIO) 

parallels the corridor, running north-soutli 

immediately to tlie east ofthe stiidy area. 
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LPA. Consideration of tlie project is based 
upon a Locally Preferred Alternative, 
which is described below. 

Route. Froin a southern tenninus at 

the Metro Green Line, tlie alignment 

would follow the Harbor Subdivision 

Railroad right-of-way, adjacent to Aviation 

Boulevard/Florence Avenue and continue 

northeast to Crenshaw Boulevard where 

it would travel north within the middle of 

tlie Crenshaw Boulevard right-if-way to the 

Exposition/Crenshaw Station, adjacent 

to tlie Metro Exposition Line currently 

under constmction. The length ofthe 

route of tlie proposed project is 8.5 miles, 

and tlie length ofthe LRT service is 12 

miles since the proposed service operates 

over botii new infrastructure and existhig 

infrastructure (tlie existing Metro Green 

Line). 

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

1. . .1 . l l j . . . 
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Vie Crenshaw Corridor imitidti fii'ejurisdictions and carers approximalely 33 siiuare miles. 

• Adjacent to the LAX south runways 

(fully-covered bclow-gradc trench, 

as approved by FAA as the ultimate 

build condition) 

• Aerial across Century Boulevard 

• Aerial across .Manchester Avenue 

• Aerial across La Cienega 
Boulevard/I-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 

ofthe LAX runway protection zones 

(RPZ) will be built by Metro in order 

to meet FAA airport design standards. 

The RPZ's function is to enhance the 

protection of people and propert>' on 

the ground. The FAA has agreed to the 

transit alignment, but with conditions 

that the transit corridor must be below 

grade and covered. Tlie 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 m this 

environmental document evaluated the 

potential for environtnental 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 ofthe 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/ 

Bcllanca (Site #14) - Tliis 17.6-acre site is 

located in the Cit>' of Los Angeles. 

In addition to the LPA. the following 

two shorter segment variations, called 

Minimum Operable Segments (MOS.s) 

and five design options to the LPA are 

also evaluated in tlie FEIS/FEIR: 

MOSs. The following shorter segment 

variations ofthe LPA are evaluated: 

• MOS-KJng - 8-milc segtncnt 

extending from the Metro Green Line 

(as the southern terminus) in the 

south to the Crenshaw/King Station 

in the north. 

• MOS-Ceiitur>' - 7.4-mile segment 
extending from the Aviation/Century 
Station in the soutii to the Crenshaw/ 
Exposition Station in the not th. 

Design Options. The following design 

options are evaluated in addition to the 

LPA: 

• Partially-Covered LAX Trench Option 

- an interim solution to the fully 

covered trench until additional Metro 

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/ 

Vernon Station - additional station in 

Leimert Park 

• Alternate Southwest Portal at 

Crenshaw/King Station Option 

- replaces poital on southeast 

corner ofthe Crenshaw/Boulevard/ 

Mai tin Lutiier King Jr. Boulevard 

mtersection 

At the time ofthe publication ofthis 

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 ofthe revised LPA and any 

ofthe 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. 

Who is on the Metro Board? Metro is governed by a IJ-member Board of Directors 
comprised of: five Los AiigWes Coiiiily Supervisors: the Mayor of Los Angeles: three Los 
Angeles mayor-appointed members: four city council members representing the other 87 cities 
in Los Angeles County; and the Coventor of California appoints one non-voting member. 

• •« „ : '7« ..','• ' V j , : 
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In 1967, the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor was initially included hi tlie 

region's first modern rail system plan. 

Over the past 40 years, Metro and its 

predecessor agencies - the Soutliem 

Califomia Rapid Transit District 

(SCRTD) and tlie Los Angeles County 

Transportation Commission (LACTC) 

have undeitaken numerous plans and 

studies tliat doaimented the lack of 

connectivdty and mobility and tlie need 

for transportation iiiiprovemcnts in the 

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. Studies 

concluded tliat transportation within and 

from die Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 

was constrained, congested, and urgently 

in need of system improvements. 

Metro has completed three transportation 

shidies of die Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor over the past 13 years alone. 

In 1994, die Qenshaw-Prairie Corridor 

Preliminar>' Planning Study clearly 

identified the need for high-capacity transit 

system improvements. Tiiese options 

were studied furtiier in December 2000, 

widi die Crenshaw-Prairie Corridor Route 

Refinemem Shidy. Tliis report identified 

die need for viable transportation 

alternatives for die Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor. In 2003, die Crenshaw-Prairie 

Corridor Major Investment Stiidy (MIS) 

was completed to assist decision-makers in 

evaluating die most effective solution, or 

phasing of solutions, to the transportation 

challenges identified in the Crenshaw/ 

LAX Transit Corridor while achie\'ing local 

goals and objectives. The MIS provided 

die foundation for die inclusion ofthe 

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor into die 

Metro Long Range Plan. A description 

of eadi of these tliree previous studies 

is presented in Section 1.0 Purpose and 

Need ofthe FEIS/FEIR. 

Vifii' of Interstate 405 near Hughes Parhvay. 1-40S 
IS tfir only north-south liigfi capaiily transportation 
facility Withm the corridor and il is congested for iiiuiiy 
hours ofthe day. 
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This section describes die need for 

the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. 

Tlie followhig 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 Accessibilit)' 

• Poor Connections with Regional 

Transportation 

Limited Access to Services Outside 

ofthe Corridor 

• The Corridor's Economic Fuhiie 

Is Dependent on Improved 

Accessibility 

• High Transit Demand, Transit 

Dependency, and Transit Operation 

Challenges 

• Benefit to the Environment and 

improved Sustainability for Corridor 

Communities 

Tiavel demand forecasts prepared by 

die Southern California Association of 

Governments (SCAG) and Metro orer 

the past decade have identified the need 

for transit improvements diroughout the 

Soudicrn California Region, particularly in 

Los Angeles County, to meet die mandates 

of die federal Clean Air Act and address 

die increasing mobility needs of die 

region. 

T7ic population ami employment 
densities ofthe study area are 
approximately four times that of Los 
Angfles County based on the Sottshern 
California Association of Governments 
(SCAG) 2006 and projected 2030 data. 

Tlie 2008 SCAG Regional Transportation 

Plan (RTP) detennined tiiat tiravel 

conditions in die Crenshaw/L^X 

Transit Corridor will worsen by 2030 

and the area will l>ot meet regional 

objectives for transportation mobilit)'. 

accessibilit)', reliability, or safety svitliout 

additional transportation improvements. 

Subsequent travel demand forecasting 

conducted for die current update ofthe 

Metro Long Range Transponation Plan 

has confiniied die continuing need for 

mobility improvements in die corndor. 

Existing Transportation facilities and 

serv'ices within the Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor include arterial streets, 

freeways, bus routes, and rail lines. Tlie 

topography and street grid of die corridor 

present utuquc challetiges to existhig 

transportatino facilities and services. 

Tiiere are few nordi-soudi arterials in die 

corridor diat cross die western portion 

of die Crensliaw/LAX Transit Corridor. 

As a resuh of diis constrained network, 

pressure is placed on nearby north-south 

arterials such as La Cienega Boulevard and 

La Brea Avenue. 

I\>ak Period Congestion 

Los Angeles has die distinction of behig 

the most congested urban area in die 

countiy, according to the most recent 

annual survey of traffic congestion levels 

li-leK.i.'m.'3«yi 

Vie SiiliJii'iii Hills iiri; u si'^iii/iidril tnp>]^ii|>/iii w(!ii«lriiiii( in llii- Cnii^hau'Comilor. 'lliejeaitirelinu'.s 
Ihe rpriliiiiiily of Ihe tntiisporlnrioii •iilii'orl' iii both i:urtfi-;jiiiri ami easl-we^l ihralions iiirri-iisin^ iJii: 
iiii;jorT(irirf ofeffment tr.i^i flowMmig Cren'.hMV Bowlfvard. 
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study area. In addition. La Brea Avenue, 
Ha\vthorne Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, 
between Manchester Boulevard and die 
1-105 would continue to experience lieav)' 
traffic conditions and congestion during 
the moming peak period. Tlie increased 
traffic congestion would result in lower 
peak period travel speeds along diese 
corridors, generally below 30 mUes-per-
hour with speeds below 20 miles-per-
hour along some sections of Crenshaw 
Boidevard. 

Freeways. The I-IO. M05 and 1-405 

experience high levels of congestion, 

particularly during peak commute periods. 

The I-IOS and 1-405 also experience heavy 

traffic throughout the day as diey provide 

regional access to West Los Angeles and 

Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). 

Based on the 2006 Caltrans traffic counts, 

die 1-105 and 1-405 carry an annual 

average dady traffic (AADT) volume 

of approximately 247,000 and 305,000 

vehicles per day near LAX, respectively. 

Tlie AADT for die I-IO widiin die study 

area is also high, at approximately 301.000 

vehicles per day. Tlie I-IO has peak period 

congestion levels rated at F3, meainng diat 

the freeway operates at Level of Scr\'icc 

(LOS) "F" conditions for more dian diree 

hours in each peak tiravel period (Caltirans, 

1998). Between 2006 and 2030, peak 

period traffic volumes on die freeway 

segments widiin die corridor are expected 

to increase by 20 to 90 percent. Based on 

traffic forecasts for die AM peak period, 

traffic volumes on the I-IO near Crenshaw 

Boulevard arc anticipated lo hicrcase by 

more dian 50 percent, from approximately 

31,000 vehicles to 48,000 vehicles. During 

Vie Crenshaw Corrtdor is largely a residential 
i-oniiJiiiiiit)'. Access to rtgfonal transportation liiiL-iiig 
to jobs, services and education is key. Pictured here is a 
moming riit/i hour vieiv of Crenshaw Boulevard near 
the entrance to the 1-10 niiich connects the corridor Id 
OoiviiKnirii and West Los Angeles. 

conducted by the Texas Transportation 

Institute. Current freeway and surface 

arterial facilities camiot be sufficiendy 

expanded to handle the forecasted 

travel demand. The number of roadway 

segments widiin the Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor that are congested, that is 

locations where traffic volumes consume 

more than 90 percent ofthe street capaaty, 

is expected to more than double between 

2006 and 2030 in both die AM peak travel 

period, 7:00 a.m. lo 9:00 a.m. and die 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 die 

Existing Rapid Bus sennce along Ov'islinu' Boulei'ard 
(lines 710and 740f has been mil received. 

die same peak period, traffic volumes 
on die 1-405 are forecasted to grow 40 to 
50 percent, from approximately 30,000 
vehicles to 43,000 vehicles. On the 1-105, 
AM peak period traffic volumes are 
expected to increase by approximately 20 
percent or more, widi up to 90 petcent 
increases in die westbound direction 
near LAX. Tliis would result in AM peak 
period traffic volumes increasing from 
approximately 23.000 vehicles in 2006 to 
30,000 vehicles in 2030. 

Lhiiited Accessibility 

While die Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 

is served by two east-west running 

mterstates, die MO and 1-105. the corridor 

is constirained by the lack of nordi-soiidi 

mobility. Major sections ofthe arterial 

network in die corridor are at or near 

capacity, resulting in severe congestion 

and a botdenecked corridor. Tlie tenain 

ofthe conidor, generally characterized 

by a series of small hills, also precludes 

the provision of major east-west streets in 

the stiidy area from Exposition Boulevard 

south to Mancliester Boulevard, adding 

furdier limitations to north-soudi traffic 

flow. Implementation of an effective north-

south transportation network within the 

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor is vital to 

alleviate current and projected connectivity 

and mobilit)' problems. Improving 

transportation in this corridor would 

affea corridor residents and businesses 

by providing essential linkages from 

residential areas to commercial, activity, 

employment, and institiitional centers 

widiin and adjacent to die corridor. 

Page ES-8 



CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR 
•;-r •••:. 

Poor Connections lo Regional 

Traiisirartation 

Tlie corridor currently has poor 
connections to die regional transportation 
system, as there are no north-soiidi high 
capacity n-ansportation connections widiin 
the corridor. Tliis lack limits mobility 
and transportation choices. Typically, the 
Crensliaw/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. 
Tlie corridor's primary h'ansit service, 
bus transit, is constrained by vehicular 
congestion and increased demand for 
service, resulting in a lack of effectiveness 
and passenger convenience. 

By 2030, die Crenshaw/lAX Transit 

Corridor uransit demand is projected to 

increase b)- approximately 55 percent. 

Without significant improvements and 

capacity etihanceinent, die corridor's 

transit system will be substantially 

overburdened, and mobility to and 

from the corridor will be significantiy 

constrained. Tiiere is an urgent need 

to improve ti-ansportation mobility and 

reliability in die corridor by improving 

bodi die level and quality of transit service. 

As population and employment continue 

to grow, die lack of regional transportation 

system connections will become more 

detrimental to future corridor travel and 

economic development. 
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Limited Access to Senices Outside o f Mic 

Corridor 

One ofthe key components to 
socioeconomic mobility is access to jobs, 
services and education. Tlie Crenshaw/ 
LAX Transit Corridor is predominantiy 
residential in character. While die 
corridor contains unportant regional 
destinations such as LAX, the Fomm, 
and E-lollywood Park as well as local 
destinations including die Baldwhi 
Hdls-Crenshaw Plaza, the AMC Magic 
Johnson 15 movie theati% complex, the 

Nate Holden Perfomiing Arts Center, 
die West Angeles Church of God in 
Christ, and odier religious instihitions, 
jobs, retail sen/ices and colleges are 
located outside of die corridor. Widi the 
implementation of transit improvements 
in die Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor, 
many ofthe ti'ansit-dependent residents 
would be able to easily access important 
destinations outside ofthe corridor, as 
well as take advantage of community civic 
centers located in die cities of Inglewood 
and Hawthome, and a large number of 
shopping districts and centers located in 

HollywaadlWIIshirs 143 

9 

/ 

LV tX^ f t J ^Bay^^^ t f lobs ' » 

Hav/ihorne Go'dena 

Vie vast majority of jobs are found outside ofthe Cren^Kaiv/LAX Transit Comilor Transit access to 
Doivnroivii M . Hollywood. Wilsiure Corridor. Century City. South Bay and West Los Angeles is a critical 
element lo Ihe suslaiiinbilil)' a/ro)ni>iNiiiiir< ii'ilfuii ihe Crenshaw/'LAX Transit Comdor. 
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Korcatown, die Crensliaw District, and 

downtown Inglewood. 

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

rlie Corridoi's Economic Future l.s 

De|>eiulent on Improved Acces.sibiiity 

A majority ofthe Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor is encompassed by 

redevelopment areas widiin die Cities of 

Los Angeles, Inglewood, and Hawdiorne. 

City redevelopment agencies fimction 

in attiacting private investment into 

economically depressed communities, 

eliminating blight and abandoned or 

unsafe properties. Tiiere is a strong 

connection be^vcen redevelopment 

and revitalization of these areas and 

transportation system improvements. 

Increased accessibilit)', mobility, and links 

to transit provide opportunity for increased 

development densities. All or portions of 

11 redevelopment plan areas arc located 

within the corridor. A majority ofthe 

corridor's key activity and employment 

destinations are currentiy preparing 

expansion (e.g. Baldwin Hills/Crenshaw 

Plaza), revitalization (e.g., downtown 

Inglewood). or redevelopment plans 

(e.g.,, 1 lollj-wood Park). Tlie success of 

these ptojects and the corridor's economic 

funire are strongly dependent on 

improved local and regional accessibility. 

High Transit Demand, Transit 
Dependency, and TraiLsil 0|>eraliun 
Cliallciiges 

Tlie existing population and employment 

density in die Crenshaw/LAX Transit 

Corridor is extremely high and very triiisit 

supportive. Tlie coi ridor population 

and employment densities are four 

times higher dian Los Angeles Count>' 

as a whole. Tlie 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 die higher dian average 
transit ridership in the corridor, many 
ofthe buses serving the coriidoi 
are at or over capacit>', resulting in 

• 'S.-~f' ' .A^-- '^'*J'. 
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overcrowding, rider pass-bys and loading 
delays. Tiiese i.s.sues then contribute to 
uneven headways and related schedule 
problems. Overcrowding also reduces 
die 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. 

Tlie conidor has substantial traffic 

congestion, high bus ridership and 

loud factors, and closely spaced bus 

stops. Combined, these factors result 

in declining bus operating speeds, 

reducing competition with die private 

automobile. Currendy. local bus service 

111 the Cienshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 

operates at 10 to 13 miles-pcr-hour and 

the Metro Rapid buses operate at 13 to 15 

iniles-per-hour during AM and PM peak 

penods. Operating speeds are expected to 

decline fijither In the fiiture as congestion 

increases. 

Benefit to the EiivirniimciK and Improved 

Suslaiii.'diilit) for Corridor Commuiillics 

Tlie corridor is contained widiin die 
South Coast Air Basin, which has die 
worst air quality in die nation. Mobile 
source emissions from vehicles are die 
single largest contributor to air qualit)' 
problems in die basin. Tlie Crenshaw/ 

W/inf is MX Mtematives Aiiti/ysis? Transit projects typically proceed riirougfi the FFA's 
process, coiisisriiig of five fomial steps: Allernatives Analysis Sttidy. £ni>iro)WM«iita( Impact 
Slattment, Preliminary Eiiffneering. Final Design, and Coiistniirlioii. Tlie Allertiatives 
Analysis Study is designed to examine all the potential trniitit options available and 
detennine a locally preferred altemative. 

.^...jm.^^ -m, . ip<,j|. « •4n9^f V y r . 1 ^ , ; . . * i « ' 
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LAX Transit Corridor Project would 
provklc transportation and transit 
improvements diat would prô Hde die area 
with an energy-efficient way of reducing 
die number of vehicles on roadways 
and freeways. This wouU contribute 
to die improvement of Soudiern 
Califoniia's regional and local air quality, 
and a reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions. Moreover, both Federal and 
State government are placing uicrcased 
emphasis on improving the sustainability 
of neighborhoods and communities. 
Improved accessibility utilizing transit 
improvements will greatly aid in achieving 
sustahiability for neighborhoods and 

communities widiin the corridor that 
are highly dependent on access to 
employment, services and education 
resources outside ofthe boundaries ofthe 
coi ridor. 

rS.3 Alk-nnlivc, t 'oi isi i lnri l 

As part of die environmental 

review process, Metro followed an 

established protocol to identify the transit 

altematives and issues to be analyzed, 

including seeking input from the public, 

corridor stakeholders, and other affected 

parties. Tlie alternatives in die DEIS/ 

DEIR provided a reasonable range of 

••y-..:;:. i ' >. •.; -- •".;'; ;-. • •>• 
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possible alternatives, whidi met die 

project goals and objectives. As part of diis 

process. Metro considered all reasonable 

altematives before selecthig the preferred 

alternative. 

Tlie process typically results in die 
narrowing down of options and 
altematives are eliminated based on 
their effectiveness, cimronmental 
impacts, efficiency, financial feasibility, 
and equity. Tlie end result of die process 
is the selection of a locally preferred 
alternative, or LPA, by the Metro Board. 
Tlie identification and screening of die 
alternatives is shown below. 

Initial Allernatives Alternatives Evaluated in 
OEIS/OEIR 

Alternatives Evaluated in 
FEIS/FEIR 

L R T -

A l i e r n a t i v a ' S 

<;^j :ui :ar id;Ca<cr ' ~,, 
' :Cro«tin(;al Centinela • 

ei6lel»w.Gr«de'rr'firTi>, • 
- •X j f i th l<>;E«(m* ' ' 

• ,'!•'•-.• : v i O - ,^ 
^ O p l i o i u j yernon_ 
-̂ •' Slaiion 
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constraints such as coinparhig transit 

design configurations and alignments 

to existing right-of-way widdis and dien 

.- .• I.'f •! i | •I'-'l • [ - > . ' • ' - N I . , • • » ' " / 

.K'. ::.!•; ..Ol,.'''- i t^ i -" • ' " ' ' --•• v 
- ' j l i . i i ' . i v r . . . '"i I , / i!; .'•! 

-i-'-V-i-i'"; 

j '-t;,*.^" • • • . ' . 

to the surrounding comniuiuty and 

environment. Tlic alternatives included 

a No-Build Alternative, a Transportation 

System Management (TSM) Alternative, 

a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and Light Rail 

Transit (LRT) operating along different 

alignments. 

tv.ilii:itlon of Alternatives 

A list of criteria was used in order to 

compate the peifomiance ofeach 

alternative. 

These criteria included: 

• Regional Connectivity 

« Key Enviioninenlal Effects 

. Economic Development/Land Use 

Planning 

• Ridership 

Travel Time and Reliability 

• Cost-Effectiveness 

l-inancial Capabilit)' 

Regulator)' Constraints 

Tlie results of die analysis showed that the 

LRT Alternative would-

Generate the greatest benefits to travel 

time along die corridor 

Generate more riders along die 

segment Iwftveen the Exposition Line 

.md the Metro Green Line; 

• Improve accessibilit>' for passengers 

in several corndors: 

Prior to die selection of a Locally 

Preferred Altemative (LPA), die 

initial alternatives were presented at 

scoping meetings and re\'iewed wirii 

in]nit from the public and various 

agencies. Tlie alternatives were screened 

using engineering and environmental 

What is an LPA? The DEIS/DEIR process i-iiIfMiiiuted I'ji tfie Metro Board of Directors 
making a recommendation fi)r the Locally Prefened Altr;nifl(iL>£ (LPA). A LPA is the project 
alternative that the Lead A^nijy feels would best balance: the needs ofthe population for 
which tbe project serves. THiis recommendation mis based on the results of tlie environmental 
evaluation Oi well nt public opinion i-oiii'i^vfi throughout the public participation process. 
Vie selection of an LPJ\ has allowed the project to moveforu'ard into more advanced design 
and engineering, with a more detailed envimimeiital analysis as presented m this FEIS/ 
FEIR. 
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• Provide economic development in the 

corridor, 

• Create more opportunities for 

linkages widi adjacent development 

Provide the largest degree of travel 

time savings, reliabilit>' and ridership 

for comparable segments; 

• Provide the strongest support of 

community goals for economic 

development; and 

• Provide connections widi odier 

elements of die Metro rail system, 

including the ability' to facilitate a 

connection to LAX airport-service. 

Selection ofa Locally Preferred Alternative 

Following cirailation of die DEIS/DEIR, 

a LPA Recommendation Report was 

prepared which proposed die adoption 

ofthe Light Rail Transit Alternative, 

including several design options, as die 

locally prefened alternative. Based on 

die environmental review, conceptiial 

engineering activities and technical 

shidics, as well as feedback from ati 

extensive community outreach program, 

die Metro Board of Directors adopted the 

Light Rail Transit Alternative as the Locally 

Preferred Alternative. 

The Board Adopted LPA Included the 
FoUowing 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 noi-di of Centiiry 

Boulevard near 96th Street. 

Drsig?t Option I is an elevated station at Criitiiry 
Boulevard. 

Design Option 2 

Design Option 2 involves an aerial 

crossing radier dian an at-grade crossing 

at Manchester Avenue. An aerial crossing 

over Mancliester Avenue would replace the 

at-grade LRT alignment and would extend 

an aerial alignment approximately 1,300 

feet within the Harbor Subdivision. Tlie 

over crossing would consist of an 800-foot 

bridge and 250-foot approaches on each 

side. Tlic aerial alignment would retiirn 

to grade on die nordi side of Manchester 

Avenue before die at-grade station 

proposed on the nordi side of Hindry 

Avenue. 
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Design Option 2 is an eievaleJ crossing above Man­
chester Avenue 

Design Option 4 

Design Option 4 involves a cut-and-cover 

alignment between Victoria Avenue and 

60th Street mstead of an aerial alignment, 

starting on Crenshaw Boulevard and 

extending into die Harbor Subdî nsion, 

Tlie below-grade alignment would be built 

as a cut-and- cover hmnel. 

Design O;itioii 4 is a below grade alignment from 60th 
street lo Victoria Avt'iim;. 

Based on die evaluation, Design Options 

1,2 and 4 would address technical 

and envirannieiitat requirements and 

woule best meet the goals and objectives 

established for die corridor while 

staying widiin 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 diat connection 

IS established. Design Option 2 would 

eliminate potential traffic impacts at die 

Mancliester Avenue crossing. This key 

environmental effect would be acliieved at 

a relatively low cost compared to the odier 

design options. Design Option 4 would 

also eliniuiate key enviFonmental effects, 

specifically related to the aerial stincture 

impacts to die visual character of die Hyde 

Park neighborliood, which is a low income 

area that is subject to em'ironmental 

justice consideration. Because diese 

aesthetic and community division effects 

would be disproportionately placed on 

die low income Hyde Park community 

eimronmenta] justice impaas would also 

occur. Design Option 4 eliminates tiiese 

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 Fbrsvard with the 
LPA 

l i . < - t ! ' . l . l " 

Tliree other design options were not 
recommended as part of die LPA 
but were authorized for continued 
environmental review and advanced 
conceptual engineering so that diey cotdd 
be implemented at a later tune, should 
fimding become available. The diree 
design options to be carried forward 
included: 

Design Option 3 

Design Option 3 involves a ait-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 

die LPA and would extend approximately 

2,000 feet widiin die Harbor Subdivision. 

Tlic under-crossing would consist ofa 200-

foot long bridge with a 700-foot depressed 

LRT alignment section on die west and an 

1,100-foot depressed section on die east 

side of Centinela Avenue. 

Design Option 3 is a grade Sfpiimliaii at the Harbor 
SiibdivisiDii miri Centinela Avemu. 

Design Option 5 

Design Option 5 involves a below-grade 

slatron at Vernon Awnue in Leimert 

Park. Tlie Crenshaw/Venion station is an 

optional below-grade station. Tliis would 

be \vitliin a half mile of Crenshaw/King 

Station. 
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DfSfgii Option 6 is a below grade aligiiin^iit along 
Crenshaw Doiilin-iirii l;ir:iivi:ii fvpositioii aiiti }9th 
Street. 

Sup|>lcincntai Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement/Rccirculaied Drafi 

Environment;il Impact Report 

lour initial maintenance and operations 

facility sites were evaluated in die DEIS/ 

DEIR. Tiiese sites were compared using 

evaluation criteria such as size and 

Ofsign Option 5 roiisidfrs llie_^asibiily of two sta­
tions in close pFoxiitiity nl Cr^>isli(iiv/ICintr<iiiii at 
Creiislioiv/Vfnioii. The CrfiisiiRiv/Vi-nion shilion is 
the optional sltition. 

Design Option 6 

Design Option 6 involves a below-grade 

alignment be^veen 39di Street and 

Exposition widi a below-grade station 

at Crenshaw Boulevard and Exposition 

Boulevard. A below-grade alignment 

between 39di Street and Exposition 

Boule\'ard would replace the at-grade 

LPA alignment and would extend the 

tunnel north of Martin Ludier King Jr. 

Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard widi 

a below-grade station. 

t;^--' 
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proximity; land use and zoinng; land 
o\vnership; buffers; potential expansion; 
community disruption; and most valuable 
and best use. Based on the analysis, 
these four potential maintenance sites 
were ranked from most preferred to least 
preferred. 

Based on public comments and concems 

expressed during die comment period, 

the Metro Board, as part of its actions 

on die Project, removed from fiirther 

consideration the ^vo maintenance facility 

sites (Sites B and D) in the cities of Los 

Angeles (Westchester) and El Segundo 

diat were evaluated in the DEIS/DEIR. 

A Supplemental Drafi Environmental 

Inipact Statement (SDE1S)/Recirculated 

Drafi Environmental Impact Report 

(RDEIR) was prepred to provide 

environmental analysis of four new 

alternative maintenance facility sites 

for die proposed projea. In addition, 

a Section 4(f) Evaluation of eligible 

historic resources and parklands widiin 

die updated APE for die project was 

completed. 

Refinements lo 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. 

Tlie refinements to die LPA associated 

with this base project arc described 

below. 

La Brea Avenue Crossing. 

An open trench configuration across La 
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LPA Aliffimenl. Vie LPA route is nppro.viin(itirly 8.S miles in Icngtii. ll euendsfrom the Exposition 
Light Rail iiiie lo the Creen Une Viis bris^liiir option unhides al grade, belowgnule and elevated sections. 
Lintli six- slolions. as shou'n above. 

Brea Avenue widi an at-grade station 

east ofthe Market Street. 

Segment from 39th Street to Exposition 
Boulevard. 

Tlie LPA's northem terminus at the 

Crenshaw/Exposition Station had an at-

grade configuration widi a design option 

for a below-grade alignment (Design 

Option 6), wliidi would extend a tiinnel 

bet̂ veen 39th Street and a below-grade 

Crenshaw/Exposition Station. During 

the ACE phase, all analyzed at-grade 

configurations were determined infeasible 

due to physical constraints and significant 

traffic and land use impacts. Design 

METRO CRENSHAW/LAX LINE OPERATING PLAN 

T i U M f i M i 

LPA operation i.-ill iiii'oliv a sing)e service from 
c\position/Crenshaw to Aviation/Century, with a 
i-aiincfliOH to the Redondo Beach SlRlion along new 
infrastructure and the Sieiro Creen Line. 

Option 6 is determined to be a feasible 

altemanve to an at-grade alignment 

and is recommended for inclusion into 

die project definition, contingent upon 

die section's financial feasibilitj'. In die 

event that Design Option 6 cannot be 

incoiporated into die project, die FEIS/ 

FEIR also considers two Minhnum 

Operable Segments (MOS) alternatives 

that would be consistent widi the Metro 

financial plan for the project. MOS-King 

would extend from die Metro Green Line 

to the King Station, at a distance of 8 
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Bi'igii'-gradi' iri'iuJi aiigiiiii^nl alonjf Ai'ialion Boulevard adjacent to I.4Xsoutli riiiiii'iiyc. 

miles. MOS-Centui')' would extend from engineering phase and during the 

the Metro Exposition Line to die Aviation/ 

Centur)' Station, at a distance of 7.4 miles, 

and would include Design Option 6. 

MOS-Centui-y would also require a bus 

feeder connection to die Metro Green 

Lhie at die soudicni end. If constructed, 

eidier MOS would be consistent widi 

die 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 die fiilly covered 

condition. Tlie Partially-Covered Trench 

configuration would allow a concrete 

cap over 1,000 feet of the below grade 

track with ^vo 500-foot covered sections. 

Two other design options diat may be 

incorporated into the project definition 

(based on potential fur cost savings and 

reduction in environmental impacts in 

one case, and based upon Board action 

in die other), lliese options will further 

be explored dirough the preliminary 

proairement of design build contracts. 

Alternate Southwest Portal al Crensliaw/ 

King Station Option. Tliis option invoUes 

an alternate portal at die southwest 

corner of die Crenshaw Boulevard/Maitiu 

Ludier King )r. Boule\'aid intersection. 

During the preliminaty engineering 

phase of die project. Metro determined 

that a providing connection in front of 

die Broadway building (Walmart) could 

provide increased access to tlie regional 

mall. In addition, potential cost savings 

and fewer displacements could be 

achieved dirough less pioperty acquisition 

(Tlie portal would be located within the 

existing landscaped sidewalk adjacent to 

the Broadway building and would provide 

veitical circulation to die underground 

Crenshaw/King Station). Tlie portal 

could also be located in die basement of 

the Broadway building to prm-ide a direct 

connection to the Baldwin i lills Crenshaw 

Plaza. Tliis alternate portal is not included 

within die current project financial 

plan and would only be implemented 

if die land were privately funded or if 

easements to privately-owned land are 

granted. Tins station is located at die most 

lieavily developed area ofthe entire line 

wirii a major shopping center near the 

site. While diis design option is not yet 

incorporated into the project definition, 

negotiations widi die mall owners may 

yield sa\'iiigs which allow it to be adopted 

as part of die project definition. 

Below-Grade Crenshaw/Vernon Optional 

Station. Since the adoption ofthe LPA, 

die Metro Board, at its May 2011 meeting, 

directed die bclow-gradc Crenshaw/ 

Vemon Station to be considered as an 

option within die proaircment of design-

build contracts. While diis action did not 

incorporate die optional station into the 

project dcRnition, it placed an emphasis 

on carrying the design forward for die 

design-build pioairement process. It may 

be iniplemeiitcd if bids for the project 

Wliat 15 the Harbor SiiixJifision? The Harbor Subdivision is a freight mil corridor, 
approximately 26 miles in length, that traveries saiidiii'i:sf Los Angtles County fi'om 
Vemon to Wilmington. In the early 1990s, Metro purchased Ihe portion ofthe corridor 
between Redondo junctioit and Watson Yard, along luitli several other rail rights-of-way, 
tofitrther the development ofthe region's rapid transit system. Metro has initiated an 
Altematives Analpis Study (AA)for Ihe Harbor Subdivision Transit Corridor. Tfie sttidy 
will examine potential transit service along the Metro-owned Harbor Subdivision. 
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£.vistiiig view of the Avindon Boulevard/Manchester Avenue inlerseciion. 
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/Aerial sirudtire arross ManrJiiistirr Ai-niiie. 

including this design option fall widiin die 

project fimding amount. 

Piojri I \li}.',iinifiil 

The soudiern tenninus of die 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, 

soudi of 11 Idi Street, as it passes adjacent 

lo die LAX soudi mnways. Tlie baseline 

configuration of die project near LAX 

Runway 25L and 25R ends is a cut-

and-cover trench that is covered widi a 

reinforced concrete roof. This is based 

on comments received from die Federal 

Aviation Administration (FAA) and Los 

Angeles World Airports (LAWA) on die 

DEIS/DEIR. Tiiere is also an interim 

option for a depressed partially-covered 

trench. Afler clearing die soudi runways 

north of 104th Street, the aligimient would 

transition to an aerial configuration across 

Century Boulevard. 

At Century Boulevard, the LRT 

alignment would be located on a new 

bridge constructed west of, and adjacent 

to, die existing railroad bridge. Tlie 

alignment would ti:ansition to an at-grade 

configuration nordi of die Wally Park 

structure and operate at-grade across 

Arbor Vitae Street and would transition 

to an aerial structure across Manchester 

Avenue. Tlie alignment would transition 

back to grade level for at-grade crossings 

at Isis and Hindry Avenues, Tlie 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 cast widi at-grade crosshigs at 

Oak Street, Cedar Street, Ivy Street, 

and Eucalyptus Avenue. Tlie alignment 

would descend to a below-grade trench 

configuration under La Brea Avenue with 

an open cut station to die east of La Brea 

Avenue. Tlie 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 die 

west of West Boulevard. 

West of Victoria Avenue, die alignment 

would transition to a below-grade 

timnel and continue along the Harbor 

Subdivision until Crenshaw Boulevard 

where it would continue north under 

Crenshaw Boulevard until nordi of 59di 

Place where it would transition to grade 

level in dirough a portal in the middle 

of die Crensliaw Boulevard median. 

Tlie alignment is required to be below 

grade under this segment of Crenshaw 

Boulevard because die street right-of-

way widdi is 100 feet, wluch would be 

insufficient to accommodate an at-grade 

fxisliiig view of Florence Avenue crossing 
at I-40S. 

Rendering of aerial slnittUK over 7-405. 
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Cross-sectionai vicivo/Cr^nsJiaic BouUviird between 54th and S7llt Stri'fis 

C^lss-wl:onal s'loi' ofthe HarborliiiEuTTi'Tiion iifor t'duvird Wmenljr. Pari. 

LRT Without reducing roadway lane 

capacity. 

Tlie alignment would travel at grade in 

a new median of Crenshaw Boulevard 

south of 59di Street to 48th Street. Tlie 

frontage roads along Crenshaw Boulevard 

woidd be eliminated where die alignment 

is operating at grade. Tlierc would be 

an at-grade station in the median of 

Crenshasv Boulevard, soudi of Slauson 

Avenue. Tlie alignment would transition 

to a below-grade configuration north of 

48di Stree: dirough a portal in die median 

of Crenshaw Boulevard. Tlie alignment 

would be below grade for the remainder 

ofthe alignment either to die terminus 

associated with an MOS at King or at 

Exposition Boule '̂ard [the terminus fbr 

die LPA). with die incorporation of Design 

Option 6. Tlie below-grade alignment 

could be built as either a bored or cut and 

cover hmnel. Tlie choice of tunneling 

mcdiadologj' will be based on an analysis 

of die length and depth of die timnel 

section. Below-grade stations would 

be located in the median of Crenshaw 

Boulevard at King and Exposition 

Boulevards with portal entrances 

on propeitics adjacent to Crenshaw 

Boulevard. 

What is an Overhead Contact 
Systtim? A distinctive feature of 
LRT is that the vehicles draw 
power from overhead wires, fciiouni 
as the overhead contact system 
(OCS). This allows LRT systems 
to be integrated with other al-grade 
transportation modes, such as 
automobiles and pedestrians. 
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HARBOR SUBDIVISION TO EXPOSITION STATION 

L-lCtll KAIL I ' A N M I A L C h M l S I 
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•HSir jK \ i V M \ i H : 

V.-rtiiiil I'rcp.e ofthe I PA Ali£>ii)ifiit. 

MOS-Cenhuy would follow die same 

alignment described abcn'c. but beginning 

at the Crenshaw/Exposition Station with 

the incorporation of Design Option 6 and 

terminating at die Cenmry Station. 

Stations and Station Parking. Tlic LPA 

would include six stations for passenger 

access and three park-and-ride facilities. 

Tlic location and size of die park-and-ride 

facilities was refined during the advanced 

conceptiial engineering process. Together, 

these facilities would satisfy the transit 

corridoi's parking demands. 

For transit passengers' convenience 

and to control capital, operating, and 

maintenance costs, die proposed stations, 

including signage, maps, fixtiires. 

furnishings, lighting, and coimiiunication 

equipment, would have a consistent 

design similar to the existing Menro LRT 

stations. LRT Station t>pes would be 

eidier at-grade, aerial, or belcnv grade, and 

LRVs would be equivaletit to those 
Metro operates on the existing 
Metro Blue, Green and Cold Lines. 
Each vehicle would be equipped for 
independent livo-ivny op^rnlioii. ivitlt tt 
driver's cab at each end and ivoiild liave 
equal perfonnance in either direction. 
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• I . . ' . ' 1 • 1111111 i ' l ' - / 

are comprised of 270 feet long platforms 

diat accommodate LRT trains widi up to 

diree cars. Tlie project includes two at-

grade stations, one underground station, 

one trench station, and one above ground 

(aerial) station. 

Aviation/Centuiy (aerial) 

Florence/ La Brea (at grade) 

Florence/West (at grade) 

Crenshaw/Slauson (at grade) 

• Crenshaw/King (underground) 

Crenshaw/Exposition (underground 

widi Design Option 6) 

All platfonns would be fidly accessible 

and comply widi die Amencans with 

Disabilities Act (ADA). Outdoor platforms 

would be well-lighted and include 

amenities, sudi as canopies that co\'er 

a minimum 30 percent of die platfonii 

area, seating, bike lockers, bike racks, 

trash receptacles, and artwork. The LRT 

stations would also include signage, safety, 

and security equipment whidi woidd 

provide real-time infonnation. 

Supporting LRT Facilities. The LPA 

construction wotdd hiclude 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 vehicle maintenance and operations 

facility which would operate 24 hours a 

day, seven days a week. 

Systems: Tlic LRT fbced guideway would 

consist of continuously welded rails. Tlie 

rails would be embedded in a concrete 

slab or installed on crossties and ballasts. 

The LRT OCS would consist of steel 

poles installed along die operating right-

of-way to support the electrical power 

line. Tlie poles would be approximately 

25-feet tall and would be installed at 90 

to 170 feet intervals. Tlie poles would 

generally be located in the center ofthe 

right-of-way, between die two tiacks. 

wherever possible. In some locations, 

die poles would be located on both 

sides of die LRT h-acks. The overhead 

electrical power lines are suspended 

above die LRT ti-acks. Electricit>' for 

LRT operations would be supplied to the 

OCS from traction power substations 

(TPSS), located along the proposed LRT 

alignment. Tiiese electrical substations 

would be enclosed stmctures located near 

die LRT ahgnment. Dewlopmem of die 

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 widiin die station 

site area, typically adjacent to a station 

platform. Positioning ofa C&S building 

must be done to pronde clearances 

for maintenance and servicing, and to 

maintain sight lines for LRT operations. 
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Metro 

Ai'iation niiri Century. 
Looking Bast 

Century l.ooling East, 
Cateivay to LAX 

\'ii,ili()fi 'Ci. ' i i l i i iv M. i l i on 

Tlie Aviation/Century Station will serve as a new major gateway between Metros 
regional transit system and LAX. Tlie 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 die station to provide multimodal access to the system. 
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AVIATION.'CENTURV STATION (Aarlsl) 

Tiid oJiotv/igiire sho'jvs the location ofthe Aviaiion/Cenlury Station healed at the aerial crossing Divr O iiliiry 
Boulevard al Aviulion Boiiltrard. 

Existing inew of Century Boulevard at Aviation 
Boulevard. 

Rendering of Ihe atrial station at Century/Aviation 
Boulevards 

Crenihaw/EKpositlon 

Cr«nsliaw/Klng 

Cranih i 

Kpositlon H i 

l iaw/KIng M i 

iaw.'V«rnoii i ^ - i 
(Optional) 

CranihawiSlauvon i 

Groan LIna 
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The Florence/La Brea Station will provide access to Downtown Inglewood and 
die City of Inglewood Civic Center. The station would also serve commercial uses 
along Market Street lo the south and residences to the north, east, and west. Tliis 
station will also include a park-and-ride lot. 

Evistiitg vi«v ofthe Florence/La Brea Stalion site. 

Renderiitg of the al-gmde Florence/La Brea Stalion 
Aist of Market Street along Florence Awnii<r. 

7/ 
-'-:^i'V?^' 

• F.L09^j[rpA.A-BREA STATION (At-Grai radW •'' / / 

I ' / ^ 

The abwe figure shows the localicn ofthe at-grade Florence/La Brea Sliilion located east ofSlarket Street along 
Florence Aii^nii^. 

CranthawrEii posi t ion 

CranshawiKIng 

-%>. 

Oraan Lino 

GfanfthawtVarnon 
(OpUonai) 

CraiMhawi'Slauten i 

ii» i ~ » 

v\ 
AvIal lonlContury ^ 

Page ES-22 



CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR 

I'Wrm^^^^^^Mi^^^-:-^ 

l.«9*(id 
I I i.<̂  r B.j.(m 

t . JugLiuiSUi4 
1 |S-y| ' f t f iT '^>yaAJBi:a' 

[ I 11'.; e fM-ry.-fHsxiir-i.^ 

i I C c n r . g T j ' 

t li.\ ' .rt^.a 

f 'r-fifrfiifr-f'icv""^¥-i' 

Redondo and Vest. Looking Soiuluvest 

" r i '-B-' rSJ^mfjn- . -.i -,-;f,. .f 
'<* l>l i j«*»Mi«tai^" iSi j lMi! :„ ; . !^.^, ' i^,^ ' ,T^„ 'Jt .i^t-iv- •-J:.TI 

Metro Redondo and West, Looking East 

1 lurt-iitf/Wi'sl Sl.ilioii 

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. TTiis 
station will also include a park-and-ride lot 

.£ h.i i ' , --

SARI'I ( . S . . » . 1 

< FLORENCEiWeST STATION (Al.Orada) ^ 

/ rnr 

Vie above figfire shoivs i!ir fprolioii of ihe at-gradf Florenit/West Slnlion, adjacent lo Iftr sotttft of East 
Redondo Boiieh'ard. 

CrenitiawJExpoiltlon 

CranshawiXIng 

C ransliawA/orn on 
(Optional) 

Cranahaw/Slauson i 

in C 3 

Oraan Line 
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Lagcnd 

Ff i iMigL. i 'v i i . 'ut 

ITTiVii-^n 
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Met ro 

rri'ii'".h,i'iV;SKni-,u)i M.itiiin 
The Crenshaw/Slauson Station will ser\'ice Crenshaw Boule\'ard, a major north-
south gateway street. This station will be located hi the median of Crenshaw 
Boulevard, soutii of Slauson Avenue and provide access to east-west bus routes 
that service Slauson Avenue and provide access to commercial neighborhoods, 
schools and government offices. 

Criinshaii' Plaza 

Vinv fdrfc JVrp High school 

Rendering ofCKiislrnvr/Slauson Station foofcing south 

on Crdiis'iaiv Boiielvard 

i 
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CRENSHAW/SLAUSON'STATION (At-Grade) 

— . - — - i ^ - - . ^ , . . » * • -

1 

f i j r i lMi 
Entfvnc 
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Tiir i)bcn-£/igiirr »IIDIVS iJir lot-Rlion of the at grade Ccns/inii'/SJiiusaii Station in l l i f median o/Crf i is iMtv 

J)at(le!l'IIM( 

CranahavftExpoall lon 

CianshawlKinB 

Crani f iawA/ornon 
(Opl lonal) 

CronahawlSlauaon i 

in C 3 

AvIal lonlCantury ^ 

Groan Line 
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Cmvshouxiiirf Kuig. Looking Southwest 

Metro 

KINO STATION {UttdararounH) 

•I . ^ . . 

I j^ 

TJieJigiimolhefcJf 
siioivs itw lorption 
ofthe below-grade 
Crenshaw/King 
Stalion aiul station 
portal on iFif soulli-

j l «islconwro/"l/ie 
• i CivnsliiiH'/ 
1 Afirrtin Lutiier King 

Jr Boulevards 
intersection. 

Rendering of 
Crenshaw/King 
Sliition portal 
011 En si sidd of I 
Crensfifltv 
Danii'i-aril, 
.'ootiiig so:<l(i 

Rendering of 
Alternulf South 
west Portal al 
Cri'Hstmii'/King 
Slution. on tlif 
ii'cslsirfeo/ 
Crrnsiiiiiv 
Boulevard. 
icviting north. 

C'icn'-liaw/Kiiitr .St.ilion 
The Crenshaw/King Station will provide 
access to the Baldwin Hills Crenshaw 
Plaza shopping center, commercial uses 
along Crenshw Boulevard and Martin 
LuUier King Jr. Boulevard, a major east-
west stieet which is well serviced by 
local buses. This station is in walking 
distance to Lehnert Park Village, and 
surround residential uses. 

CranahawiEKposllton aaai 

CranihawtfXIng • 

CrenshaiMlVarnan 
(Optlsnai) 

CronltiawiSlauson i 

i 

Oraen Une 
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GRENSHAWiEXPOSITIOH STATION {Und«r | r« t i i i d ) c ̂  • •»&.( 

ftt'Ai; - 'aiBJMaH 

i 
' fesrCn 

Dir nlioi'^yigtiri; sJioius the lofalion of lAe beloiu-grade Crenshaw/Exposilion Station mid sta­
lion portal a t the sotillirast comer o/'llii; Criilishaii'/FxpQsitiou BoMtevnrds mlrnfflion. 

Metro Exposition Une 

Portal for the 
Below-Crade 

Exposition Station] 

Rendering cf portal for tiie below-grade CrendiaivfExposiHan Slat'ion that is adjacent 
to liie operation ofthe at-gpide Expoution Line. 

West Aiigdes Catliedral of God and Christ 

Chili Factory 

Ofii-iliaH /l•^p^) îti()ll Slaiion 
The Crenshaw/Exposition Station is the 
northern terminus of the Crenshaw/ 
LAX line with the incorporation of De­
sign 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 Park to the east and 
Santa Monica and Culver City to the 
west. 

Cronshawtexpai l l lan H a 

Cranshaw'King a k 

CranstiawlVainon r^- i 
(Opllonal) 

Cfan ihawf f i lau ion i 

Ofoan Line 
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,-\'.nlin)i/M.iiirh<'SlL-r Sl.ilton (Optiuil-il) 

The Optional Aviation/Manchester Station would service the 
coniiiiercial 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 
Boidcvard. 

t'xisling view ofthe Aviation Boulevard/Manchester Avenue inlnvcdon. 

Aviation and Mamhrster, Looking East 

. r v l •• 7Z ~K, j 

——--!!!^;;g?',"r^«».ui 7 

••v 

\ 

Vie abovejigure shoivs tlu lorulion ofthe optional 
Aviation/Manchester Station at the aenal crossing al 
Manchester Avenue. 

Aerial sir i ir l i irtr across Afoi icl i rsl fr A t r n i u 

CfamhawfEiipokllien 

CranihaMKIiiQ 

in C 3 CramhawiVarnen 
(Optlanal) 

CranshawiSUiiSfrn a a 

AvIaUoa'Conlury 
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Metro 
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The Optional Crenshaw/Vernon Station would service the 
residential neighborhoods of Leimert Park and View Park and 
die culturally oriented business in Leimert Park Village. Tlie 
underground station would involve a realignment ofdie LPA 
beneadi Leimert Park, and the station would be located in die 
Leimert Park triangle soudi of Vernon Avenue. 

Crfnsliuu' nnJ Vi:mon, Looitiiig Fast 

eaiH(Hft*.via«4M«ffMieHc*«MBa.>'Bi 

Vie above figure sJioii-s the lorotion o/lli« optional Moiv-graiie 
CKn.(haui/V';nioii SlotioM luar thf int^rsfrtion ^CrfnsJiaif 
Soiitfiiini and Vfrficii Awnue. 

Tiid above picture slioius Ifu r.visling view 
ofthe Crcnslifliv Bouifviini/Venion Avenue 
intervUioii. 

Vit j>lrJitrif brloiv sliou>s the stalion pcrlai 
located in ifte Leimel Park tnangi« 
soudi ofthe CrrnsJifliv Sdufin<an//Virmon 
^Mniir iKtenrciiaii. 

Cranaiiaw'Eiipoftillan 

Cr«n*haw King 

CroflShawAtarnDn 
(OpUenal) 

Cranihawi'Slauvon i 

in f ~ - i 

AvIatloaConlufy ^ 

Qratn LIna 
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t'xnciilivti Suinniiiry 

igmARf IC AND PAKKII^ipf 

Vie map above shows the 26 study intersrclions analysed for the Oendiaw/lAX Transit 
Corridor Proitcl. 

t;.S.4}i;tn'u and Pail<iiig 

The potential constmction and 

operation impacts for bodi traffic 

and parking impacts summarized below 

and fiirther described in Chapter 3.0 

Transportation Impacts of the FEIS/ 

FEIR. 

Ctinslniaion fiiip.n.i.'.. Constmction of 

die LPA would resuh in h:affic impacts 

at all 1 larbor Subdivision uitersections. 

Construction of at-grade crossings 

would require intermittent off-peak 

lane reductions and closures of diese 

crossings for up to six months. It is 

anticipated diat these lane reductions and 

closures would cause traffic lo divert to 

other locations. Most significantly would 

be die disruption of normal business 

operations as a result of intemiittent site 

access. 

Impacts to local traffic and circulation 

are expected widi constmction of die 

LPA aerial stnictiites. Typical impacts 

" - 4 

associated widi an aerial structure \vould 

include temporary and/or iong-tenn lane 

closure, temporary removal of parking, 

and secondar)' impacts, sudi 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 woidd occur at die station poitals, 

by severely reducing the northbound 

movements along Crenshaw Boulevard. 

Tlie number of traffic lanes would be 

reduced and local circulation would be 

impacted for extended periods of time. 

Intennittent lane closures would occur 

during off-peak and nighttime periods, 

in order to perform short work adjacent 

to the longer temi work area, such as 

instalHng utilit>' laterals, delivering large 

items, pouring of concrete and similar 

activities. Occasional lane closures would 

be rcqiurcd for certain activities such as 

die placement and removal of overhead 

concrete form and falsework, installation 

of tracks across crossings, installation/ 

removal of temporary traffic decking 

and similar activities. Hiese closures 

will vary in length and will be planned 

at times to reduce impacts to traffic 

wherever possible. Tlic median leR-hirii 

lanes woidd likely be closed during the 

consmiction period, prohibititig left 

The LPA would result in a savings 
(̂ approximately 22 minutes saved 
Iravelingfiroin the Exposition Line lo 
tlie Metro CreenLine in 2030. 
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Table ES.1. Park-and-Ride Stations 

Stiition Locations AoDroximate Park-and-Ride Soaces 

I.a Brea 

kvest 

lExposition (Design Option 61 

100 

120 

no 

turns for up to six mondis. Metro would 

implement a construction period traffic 

management plan to deal with anticipated 

impacts related to congestion and parking. 

This plati would focus on maintaining 

traffic flow, providing alternate parking 

locations, maintaining access to local 

businesses, and mhiimizhig dismptions 

to general circulation. 

Opctational Impacts. According to die 

criteria ofthe Los Angeles Department 

of Transportation, die LPA would result 

in traffic impacts at the Crenshaw 

Boulevard/54th Street intersection, where 

the LPA operates at grade. Tliis impact 

would occur under die 140-, 130-, and 

120-sccond signal timing for die LPA as 

a result of an at-grade rail crossing, that 

would reduce the operational efficiency 

ofthe intersection. Tiiere are no feasible 

mitigation measures to reduce die impacts 

at diis intersection for die 140-, 130-, and 

120-secoiid signal cyde lengths. In the 

locations ofthe alignment where the LRT 

will move from below-grade lo at-grade. 

and locations where the intersecting 

roadways are minor and have existing 

partial turn restrictions, direc intersections 

are planned for closure. These 

intersections on Crenshaw Boulevard are 

S9di Place, Coliseum Place and Rodeo 

Place. In addition, die CPUC requested 

die existing crossing at Brynhurst Avenue 

be considered for dosure. This issue is 

currendy being discussed with CPUC and 

additional analysis is expected before die 

final decision is reached. 

Tlie LPA would result in die loss of on-

sheet parking. Widi the removal ofthe 

frontage road diat parallels Crenshaw 

Boulevard, die existing bus stops would 

be relocated. Relocating the existing 

bus stops would result in die removal 

of additional on-street parking spaces 

on Crenshaw Boulevard. Based on 

advanced conceptual engineering designs, 

there would be a permanent loss of 142 

nordibound and 166 southbound on-street 

parking spaces between 48th Street and 

60th Street. 

The proiect is expected to result in only 

a minor loss of off-street parking under 

the LPA. This loss would ocair in die 

Harbor Subdivision portion ofthe transit 

corridor and be limited to private off-

street lots where die land woidd be used 

for station development. These private 

off-street parking lots woidd be acquired 

by Metro prior to construction. Wliile 

the final number of parking spaces 

provided at any proposed park and ride 

lots lot will be determined at a later time, 
it is assimied diat die proposed station 
parking would provide suffident capacity' 
to accommodate die anticipated parking 
demand for the LPA. which is expected to 
be approximately 100 spaces per station. 
At otiier stations along the corridor where 
ofl-street parking would not be provided, 
spillover parking to die adjacent streets 
may occur, but is likely to be minunal 
based on projected parking demand at 
stations widi park-and-ride facilities. 

CS.') Kvalii;itioi> o l P i o j f i l 

.Aiigjiinriit :IIKI SLition.s 

Tlie FEIS/FEIR analyzes die 

environmental impacts and consequences 

associated with the implementation of 

the project alignment and stations. The 

environmental impacts and consequences 

assodated widi die maintenance fadlity 

for die project are discussed in Chapter 

5.0 ofthis FEIS/FEIR, where detailed 

technical infonnation and regulatory 

requirements used to evaluate die impacts 

of die proposed project are uiduded in the 

appendices of diis doaiment. Discussion 

of eadi environmental topic is generally 

organized by the following structural 

headings: 

Affected Environment/Existing 

Conditions describes the existing physical 

environment and baseline setting wherein 

die proposed project would occur. 

Environmental Impacts/Enviionmentai 

Consequences describes die anticipated 

changes that would result from 

implementation of die proposed project 
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Sites of approximulfly IS acres or mare are desirable A rariirly of sites adjacent to comJor routes were revuaied. 
Four 5il« iivrt- ronsidc'fi{/or A'atiiation in tlif Fimil EIS/EIR. 

and a federal detemiination of significance 

is made based on the relative change 

from die baseline conditions (No-Build 

Alternative). 

Mitiption Measures provides measures 

that would reduce or eliminate die 

significant or adverse impacts. 

CEQA Determination evaluates die 

anticipated changes diat would result from 

implementation ofthe proposed project 

against CEQA dircsholds and a State 

detenninatiou of significance is made 

based on die relative change from the 

existing conditions. 

Significant Impacts Remaining After 

Mitigation states the effectiveness of 

mitigation measures in reducing die 

impacts identified. A final determination 

is made to whether an identified 

impact can be reduced to a Icss-than-

significant level, or remains significant 

and unavoidable after mitigation. While 

CEQA requires diat only effects that 

have a "significant impact" be identified 

in an Environmental Inipact Report, 

the National Environmental Polic>' Act 

(NEPA) rcqiures diat all adverse hnpacts 

ofa proposed project be analyzed. 

Accordingly, in this joint federal and state 

enviroimiental document, reference to 

"significant impacts" is made to fulfill 

this requirement under CEQA, pursuant 

to standards of Califomia 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. 

H.S.(> Fvaliiattoit orNf:itiiteiiaii(t> 
Site Allernallves 

In die analysis ofthe additional 

Maintenance FacUity Site Alternatives, 

a total of 17 sites were identified for 

consideration. Tliis consideration resulted 

in die selection of die four maintenance 

facilit}' sites that were evaluated in 

the SDEIS/RDEIR. The impacts and 

consequences ofthe four maintenance 

facility site alternatives was analyzed 

in the same format as the project 

alignment and stations 'widi the same 

headings and environmental topic 

areas. Metro has selected Site 14 as 

die preferred maintenance site for die 

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 

A Maintauince and Operalions Facility is necessary to ensure Hiat the project can continue 
to fimction on a daily basis witftoiK service interruptions or delay. These activities include 
Ihe maintenance needed to keep lite transit vehicles in peak operating condition, as well as 
emergency repairs necessary if a veliide becoines inopemble. Storage is necessary for the 
vehicles witen they are nol in operation and are being repaired, orfiir rsplactmenl vehicles 
that become temporarily inoperaMe. 
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at the April 2011 Board of Directors 
meeting. 

I'S,7 St'ilifMi i(t) L'v.ilu.')lioji 

Section 4(f) protects publidy-owned 

land of parks, recreational areas, and 

wildlife refiiges. 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 desaiption ofthe proposed 

action, a list of eligible properties for the 

National Register of Historic places, and 

an cvakiatbn of individual parklands or 

historical resources potentially impacted 

by the Project, Tlie evaluation ofeach 

resource indudes information on the 

location and of die propert)' impacted, 

impacts ofthe project on the property, 

measures to mitumize harm, and 

coordination widi the agency having 

jurisdiction over the resource. 

Tlie project would not result hi die direct 

use of any parklands or recreational areas. 

Tliree ofthe four parklands are evaluated 

for potential constnictive use based on 

the nature of die use and-their proximity 

to the alignment. Tlie Project would not 

result in die direct use of any Nationally-

Eligible property. Tiiere are no wildlife or 

waterfowl iefi.iges in the Project area. 

Tlie Alternate Southwest Portal at the 

Crenshaw/King Station would result 

in a de minimis use to one Section 

4(f) icsource, the Broadway building 

(Walmart) at die Baldwin Hills Crenshaw 

Plaza. Pursuant to 23 CFR Part 774.3, 

die FTA has preliminary detennined diat 
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Srciion 4(f) resources within proximity lo (lie Crenshaiv/LAX Tninsil Corridor alignment. 

the use ofthe property, including any hS.S roiiunii t i i t) Oiihi'acli 

measure{s) to minimize liami (such as 

any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, '"pliis FEIS/FEIR has been prepared to 

or enhancement measures) committed to J . meet the requirements of NEPA and 

by the applicant, will have a de minimis CEQA. As required by diese laws, the 

inipact, as defined in J774.17, on the environmental review process must be 

property. 
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completed before the proposed project can 
be approved by Metiro and die FTA. Tlie 
goal of both legislative acts is to ensure 
that local and federal decision-makers are 
aware ofthe environmental consequences 
ofa project before making a decision 
wtietiier to proceed, 

One of die 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 

die proposed project and invited comment 

on issues diat would be addressed in 

die environmental document. A Notice 

of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR, die 

CEQA equivalent of die NOI, was also 

prepared and cirailated by the State 

of California on September 28,2007. 

In addition to dicsc notices, various 

odicr means were used to iiwite public 

comment on the project. Tliree public 

scoping workshops were held and letters 

of invitation were mailed to addresses 

widiin a 1/4-mile radius of die Crenshaw/ 

LAX Transit Corridor alignment. Articles 

and advertisements were published in a 

number of local newspapers induditig 

several non-English announcements and 

electironic mailings (e-mail blasts) were 

sent to vanous stakeholders. Metro also 

dLstribiited bus pamphlets atid placed 

postings in community and coimcil 

district newsletters. Tlie 30-day public 

scoping comment period svas extended 

until November 20,2007, and all 365 

comments diat were received on the 

project were documented and reviewed in 

the preparation of dus document. 

Metro initiated a second round of public 

comments with the release ofthe DEIS/ 

DEIR. Durhig the 4S-day public review 

period for die DEIS/DEIR, die document 

was placed in local public libraries and 

odier repository sites, and made available 

on die Metro website (www.metro.net/ 

crensliaw). Information about.public 

hearings and other ongoing project 

activities was available via the project 

hodine at (213) 922-2736. For a detailed 

description of die environmental review 

process, and related public involvement 

opportimities, please refer to Chapters 

2.0 Altematives Considered and 7.0 

Community Participation of diis 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 Meh-o 

Board considered public comments 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 

ImpactStatement/Kecirculated Draft 

Environmental Impact Report (SDEIS/ 

RDEIR) that was required for die 

evaluation of new maintenance facility 

sites. This process is further described 

in ES. 11 Locally Preferred Altemative 

Selection Process. Metio also conduaed 

community briefings and presentations 

with more dian 40 different groups in 

the Crenshaw/LAX TVansit Corridor. 

Introductory briefings were conducted 

with each of die jurisdictions located 

within die project corridor. City, county. 

,Ae,: 
'Pf/M\ 

state and congressional representatives 

and their stafi°were invited to participate in 

working groups during die develpoment 

ofthe project, Legislative briefings were 

conducted with die Cities of Ingle^vood 

and Los Angeles. Mundily tedinical 

ad%'isory committee meetings were held, 

in which key stakeholders from die 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 diroitgliout die project area and 

those located adjacent to the potential 

maintenance facility sites or who could 

be direcdy affected by implementation of 

the project. Stakeholders were notified 

of public station planning workshops, 

focused on uiban and stieetscape design 

concepts and station area planning for 

the proposed stations along the project 

corridor. Workshop partidpants were 

involved in group discussions and were 

given the opportunity to provide feedback 

to the project team. In addition to die 

station planning workshops, stakeholders 

were invited to participate in a public 

woikshop which initiated die additional 

analysis for new alternative maintenance 

i£ir*-i4 ^ ' r f i ? ^ 
' .^/<ifsii 

^ j j l ^ ^ g b ^ 

M . ^ 

^\A'A\J 
J^itmeroHS coiniiiiinity niKfiiigs have been held as pari 
ofthe Alternatives evaluatioii and pf0je-.t fonniilalion 
process. 
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facility sites. Responses to public 
comments received during die circulation 
period have been incorporated into the 
r EIS/FEFR. .Metro and die FTA cannot 
initiate the proposed project until die 
FEIS/FEIR is certified widi all necessary 
mitigation measures and a Mitigation 
Monitoring Program is adopted. 
Following ccitification of die FEIR by 
the Metro Board, the FTA will consider 
die I'LIS and issue a public Recoi'd of 
Decision (ROD) to complete the final step 
ill die eimronineiital review of die project. 

I:S.9 Cosl iiiut Pt'ironnajijcc 

The cost ofa transportation 

investment falls into two categoi ies: 

capital costs, and operating and 

maintenance (O&M) costs. Capital 

costs are die start-up costs fbr the 

project, including the costs of guideway 

construction, vehicles, and any system 

facilities necessary before the project 

can begin to operate. O&M costs are 

the costs associated with the day-to­

day nmmng of the new transportation 

system. Costs, such as labor, vehicle 

maintetunce, and overall facility 

maintenance fall into this category. 

This section summarizes both types of 

costs and presents die proposed capital 

financing plan, and evaluates Metro's 

ability to afford the altematives under 

Table ES.2. Estimated Cost For Proiect Elements 

n Var.itions 

Optional Partially-COTered 1 AX Trciicli 

LPA 

Estimated Cost 

SI .589.154.000 

Optional Vernon Station iPesign Option 5) 

Optional Manchester Station (Aerial) 

Optional Cut-atidCover Ciossins at Centinela Ave (Dcsipn Option 3) 

Minimiini Operable Segineiit-Metro Green Line to King Station (MOS-Kinĝ  

Miiiiiiiuin Operable Segment-Exposition Station to Century Station 

(MOS-Centiirv̂  

Maititenatice Facilit\' (cost for Crensliaw/LAX Proiect) 

Project Definition (includes Partially-Covered LAX Trrncli Design Option 

5(40.964.0001 

S 106.306.000 

S66.5 00.000 

S20.599.000 

SI.331.6)4.000 

Sl.466.i04.000 

S13R.413.730 

SI.548.140.000 

consideration. The estimated cost in 2010 

dollars for the LPA (wliicli includes a Fully-

Covered LAX Trench) is $ 1,589,154,000, 

compared to $1,331,634,000 for die MOS 

from die Metro Green Line to King Station 

and $1,466,304,000 for Ihe MOS from 

Exposition Boulevard to Centiiry Station. 

The estimated cost in 2010 dollars for die 

Project Definition, which includes die 

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. 

Ri(tt*isliip 

Projed ridership in year 2030 for die 

LPA is 12,625 daily boardings, as 

sho^vn in Table ES.-3. The incorporation 

Table ES.3. Projected Ridership and Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) - 2030 

Alternative Daily Boardlnes iStudy Area VMT ReEional VMT 

LPA 

No Build 

DIFFERENCE 

12.623 

0 

+ 12,625 

5.126.000 

5,128.000 

(2.000) 

454.402.000 

454,428.000 

<26.0001 

of die Crenshaw/Veinon Station into the 

LPA would inaease ridership by adding 

an additional station at Vernon Avenue 

which would expand die service along 

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 o\'ciall ridership, 

fiS.lO ls.sue.s Re.soKc(l 

Based on die outcome of die 
alternatives analysis and screening 

process and tedinical transit planiung 
considerations, in addition to input 
leceiwd during the comment period, a 
series of issues (listed below) at the time 

TJie selection ofthe Locally Preferred 
Ahemative (LPA) by the Metro Board 
considered a wide variety of variables 
including dir performance, ridership. 
costs, benefits. r.tii'ironnicHtiit impacts, 
and pubtc input. 

m HMPK J 
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of die circulation ofdie DEIS/DEIR were 
identified. These issues have since been 
addressed and resolved as the project 
moved forward through the environmental 
review process. 

Community Acrcplaiice ofdie TSM and 

BR7' Alternatives as a Credible Mobility 

Improvement Over Existing Metro Rapid 

ittis Ser>'tccas the Longl^rm (nvestment 

Crenshaw Boulevard currendy features 

Metro Rapid Bus seivice that supplements 

local bus service along the corridor. Tlie 

TSM and BRT Alternatives described 

in 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 iri nifaced traffic. The 

Metro Board has determined tiiat diese 

options are not viable long-term solutions 

to mobility needs in die Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor. Tlie Metro Board of 

Directors considered engineering and 

environmental documentation, as well 

as public comments and concems to 

dctcmiine that the LRT Alternative is die 

LPA. 

Coriiniiiiiily Meeliiig. 

Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor 

Conncciion to die Metro Purple Line/ 

Metro Purple Line Extension 

Tlie Alternatives Analysis process 

conducted for the Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor screened out a LRT 

connection to the Metro Purple Line due 

to cost effectiveness considerations. Tlie 

connection would have to be entirely 

underground due to the narrow right-of-

way on Crensliaw Boulevard, making the 

option cost prohibitive. If a connection 

is to be achieved between a Crenshaw/ 

LAX Transit Corndor LRT Altemative 

and the Metro ftirple Line, a Metro 

feasibility study has found diat an LRT 

connection towards die west, such as 

die Wilshiie Boulevard/La Brea Avenue 

intersection radier than Crenshaw/ 

Wdshite Boulevards intersection woidd 

be the most attractive option, Tlie Metro 

Board deterinined diat the LPA would 

be designed hi order to facilitate a future 

connection to the Mehx5 Purple Line, 

which would include a below-grade 

connection to Exposition Boulevard. Tlie 

connection ofthe LPA to the Metro Purple 

Line is a separate project and is outside the 

scope ofthis FEIS/FEIR. 

Crensliaw/LAX Transit Corridor Liglit Rati 

Alteniatiw Connection to the Expo.sitioii 

Liglit Rail 

Due to unmitigable traffic impacts, 

physical consiaints. and required right-

of-way acquisition, the LPA's at-grade 

configuration from 39th Stireet to 

Exposition Station was determined to be 

infeasible. Tlic below-grade connection 

Exposition line Coiinrctioii at tlie Crenshaw/ 
Exposition Boulevards I'nifrsrction. 

to the Exposition/Crenshaw Station is 

hicorporated into die LPA subject to its 

financial feasibility. 

As defined in die LPA. die ultimate 

northern terminus (Exposition Station), 

had an at-grade configuration as die 

base condition as well as a below-

grade design option (Design Option 6) 

which bodi underwent ftirther analysis 

during die 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 widi staff from die CPUC 

(which oversees approval to operate over 

at-grade crossings), die Community 

Redevelopment Agency of Los Angeles 

(which owrsees approved development 

projects m the area), and the î os Angeles 

Department of Transportation indicate 

diat an at-grade approach would not be 

acceptable to these agencies. Tlie extent 

ofdie impacts for at-grade approadi to die 

Exposition Luie also residted in a higher 

cost estimate than previous estimates. In 

addition, there was a substantial amount 

of support for a below-grade alignment 

along diis segment. It may be necessaty 

to consider either a teuiporar)' interim 
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PoJi'ntiul changes to Lciinfrl Park Viliaj;; that 
may be induced by a nearby light rail stiilion hciv 
tiiif'f.'i-il Ui a loial roiueni. 

iiordicrii terminus ofthe Crenshaw/ 

LAX line at die King Station (MOS-King) 

or a tempoiaiy soudiern temiinus at die 

Centiir)' Station (MOS-Century). MOS-

King would connect widi die Metro 

Green Line at the southern end but would 

have potentially degraded serNice to the 

Exposition Line at die northern end. 

MOS-Cenhir}' would connect widi the 

Metro Exposition Line at die nordiem 

end but would have potentially degraded 

seivice at die southern end. 

Light Rdil Station Area Development 

Potential ConsLstciit with Coinmiitiity 

Coals and Objectives 

One key aspect m obtaitting federal 

funding fbr transit improvements is 

whether local communities encourage 

transit-supporting or transit-oriented land 

uses. Similariy. California, with impetus 

from Senate Bill 375, has also focused on 

transit-supporting land uses as a means 

to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

Transit-supporting land uses often result 

in an increase in dcwlopnient densit)-

and intensity, The Metro Board niiist 

weigh Federal and State mandates against 

commumty concerns regarding over­

development or changes in die diaiactcr 

of corridor communities. Although all 

proposed station areas are subject to diis 

concern, Leimert Park Village residents in 

particular have expressed concern about 

increased dei'elopment. Station area 

]>!anning workshops were held to identify 

the types of development that would be 

supported by die local community, as well 

as diose that would be consistent witii land 

use policies of tlie applicable jurisdictions. 

Tlie results of diese worksliops have been 

considered and incorporated into die 

design ofthe LPA. 

Light Rail St<ilioii Localion(s) Between 

Martin Luliier King Jr. Boulevard and 

Vernon Avetuie 

Related to die issue of transit-supporting 

land use and induced groiMh is the 

pending location ofdie LRT station 

between Martin Lutiier King )r. 

Boulevard and Vernon Avenue. Tlic 

LPA indicates two below-grade LRT 

stations; a station at Martin Ludier King 

jr. Boulevard and an optional station 

at Vemon Avenue, adjacent to Leimert 

Park. These prospective station locations 

are approximately 1/2-mile apart. An 

additional station would increase LRT 

travel times. As proposed widi the Design 
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Stntion Pro.\imity. 

Option, one station would serve die 

Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza shopping 

center and the odier would seT\'e Leimert 

Park Village. Community comment 

indicated support for only stations at die 

main intersections at Martin Ludier King 

jr. Boulevard and/or Vernon Avenue and 

no station in betivecn. Tlie Metro Board 

has considered whether two stations 

are nccessar\' and whether the added 

expense ofa Leimert Park Station (near 

Vernon Avenue) is warranted. Since 

die alignment is undei^round at this 

location, die cost of an additional station 

is significant and exceeded die project 

budget. As a result the station was carried 

fonvard as an optional station, should 

funding become avaibbic at a later date. 

Wfiat is n grade separation? A crossing ofa roadway and a railroad ot different ekvations, 
sudi as a bridge stt iicture carrying the hi^tvay owr the raifrvcitf or vice versa. A grade separa­
tion can also be created by placing railroad or transit line in an undercrossing or timnel lo 
separate ilfrom a roadway or another rail line. Grade separations reduce pedestrian safety 
related impacts and eliminate impacts to traffic Ihat may be ctiustd by an intersection between 
the railroad and a roadway. 

I . 

it 
I 
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Light Rail Underground Constmction 

Mediod Between 39th Street and 48(h 

Street 

Two methods of underground 

constmction may be used: cut-and-cover 

and tunnel boring machines. The cut-and-

cover method requires excavation of die 

underground traich. and then temporarily 

coveruig the tirench with wooden planks or 

concrete or metal panels while the subway 

is constructed beneath. In the section 

of Crenshaw Boulevard between 39th 

Street and 48di Street, diis constiuction 

technique would likely have adverse effects 

on traffic flow and to die accessibility 

for local businesses. The tunnel-boring 

technique would be less disruptive to 

the community, but requires stations to 

be located deeper than widi the cut-and-

cover method. This tedmique involves 

an underground machine that creates 

die subway stmcture without disrupting 

die surface. Tlie construction mediod 

is envisioned to be determined by die 

design-build contractor. It is important to 

note that even if hmnel boring is selected, 

the segment from Victona to 60th Street, 

die Crensaliw/Martin Ludier King Statbn 

i,rji?j.~-..a:l:.-E 

Cut and Cover Conslniilion GoMliiii: Eastside Eiten-
SIOU 

and die optional Crenshaw/Venion 

Station would continue to be constiiictcd 

with the att-and-cover technique. The 

segments ofthe alignment between 

Exposition Boulevard and 39th Street and 

39th Street to 4Sth Street were analyzed as 

cut-and-cover constructino as a worst case 

scenario. 

Light Rail Northem Portal Location and 

Baldwin HilLs Crenshaw Plaza Access 

Because die at-grade alignment betNveen 

Exposition Bouchard and 39th Street was 

detennhied to be infeasible, there is no 

longer a transition portal at 39di Street 

between the at-grade and below-grade 

alignments. King Station would be located 

at the soiidieast corner of Crenshaw 

and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, 

however, an additional portal kicated at the 

soudiwest comer of Crenshaw and Martin 

Ludier King Jr. Boulevard is being carried 

forward for consideration. 

Treatment of FronLige Roads and Parking 

From Coliseum lo Martin Luther King )r. 

Boule\'ard and from 48th Street to Slan.son 

Avenue 

In a number of segments along Crenshaw 

Boulevard, north of Slauson Avenue, the 

street features one-way frontage roads 

that are separated from the main traffic 

lanes of Crenshaw Boulevard by a raised 

median. To maintain die current number 

of traffic lanes and to accommodate 

LRT in semi-exdusive rights-of-way, die 

frontage roads would be reconfigured 

or eliminated. The at-grade segment 

betiveen 48th Street and 60di Street would 

Mature Trees In Crfiishaiv Median. The LRT would 
remove tins landscaping and provide eutdilional 
landscaping along a widened sidewalk 

require the removal of diese frontage 

roads, however, the sidewalks would be 

widened and a bikepath would be created. 

Tliis diange has implications for the loss 

of curb parking along Crensliaw Boulevard 

and alteration in street landscaping. 

Access to curb parking would remain, 

however, parking adjacent to die divider 

median between Crenshaw Boulevard 

and the adjacent frontage roads would be 

removed. 

Slreelscape and Urban Design 'J'reatmeiils 

to Mitigate Ihe Lass of Mature Median 

Trees Between 48lli Street and S4th Street. 

Since die 1960s (after the termination 

ofdie streetcar service on Crenshaw 

Boulevard), die median of Crenshaw 

Boulevard has been landscaped from 48di 

Sti:eet to S4di Street. Along diis section 

ofthe Crensliaw Boulevard median are 

inteivals of mature trees that provide 

visual relief from the wide Crenshaw 

Boulevard riglit-of-way and contribute to 

aesdietic features of Crenshaw Boulevard 

as a scenic highway designated by the 

City of Los Angeles fbr the section north 

of Slauson Avenue. LRT improvements 
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in diis section of Crenshaw Boulevard 

would require die removal of these trees. 

Mitigation has been incorporated into the 

design ofthe LPA to replace the median 

trees. A landscape maintenance program 

will be de\'eloped in order to determine 

appropriate treamients. 

Pedestrian Safety Improvements at Nearby 

Schools 

A number of private and public schools 

are either adjacent to or near Crenshaw 

Boulevard. Tiiere is also a private 

school near die Harbor Subdivision and 

Centinela Avenue crossing. Based on 

comments siting community concem for 

pedestrian safety, numerous pedestrian 

safety measures have been incorporated 

into die design ofthe at-grade crossmgs 

along Crenshaw Boidcvard. Tiiese 

indude. but are not limited to, fencing, 

warning signs, raised median, and 

adequate pedestrian queuing areas. Metro 

also has an on-going safety program that 

is given to local area schools. Additional 

mitigation measures are provided in 

Section 4.14. Safety and Security ofthis 

FEIS/FEIR to ensure pedestrian safety is 

achieved. 

West Boulevard Station Location 

Under die LPA, a station is located 

west of West Boulevard in the City of 

Inglewood. Commimity input received 

from residents in the Hyde Park 

community favor moving die station 

eastward toward Crenshaw Boulevard to 

provide a better comiection widi transit 

services on Crenshaw Boulevard and on 

Florence Avenue potentially providing 

improved access fi'om communities to the 

south along Crenshaw Boulevard, such 

as Morningside Park. Such a location 

may provide for revitalization along a 

corridor between Crenshaw Boidcvard 

and West Boulevard. Some community 

residents in the City of Inglewood favor 

the continued location ofdie station west 

of West Boulevard, where there may 

also be transit-oriented development 

opportunities on vacant parking lots and 

other under-utdizcd parcels. Design 

coordination meetings were held to 

evaluate die two station options and it was 

Schools adjacent to tlu LRT ra'ise ihe aimreiirs; 
regarding pedestrian safity and measures lliat must be 
ill plan toenstiresaje LRT optralions and pedestrian 
paths. 

Potential Florence/West Stalion locations. 

determined that die location ofa station 

adjacent to West Boulevard would be most 

appropriate and could be perceived as a 

catalyst to change along West Boidevard 

diat has remained dormant for many 

years. 

Connection to Hollywood Park 

Redcvclopmctil 

As discussed above, Metro received 

comments during meetings in die City of 

Inglewood diat the alignment should be 

re-directed to serve die City of Inglewood's 

focus and invesmient in die Hollywood 

Park area. Metro reviewed ridership 

and cost data and concluded diat the 

proposed LPA alignment along the Harbor 

Subdivision that does not direcdy connect 

to die Hollywood Park Redevelopment 

area remains die most viable and cost-

effective option. Tlie LPA alignment serves 

downtown Itiglewood employment with 

a proposed station near La Brea Avenue. 

Itwas determined diat the connection 

from Hollywood Park to die LPA would 

be adiieved dirough the enhancement of 

local transit connections and coordination 

widi local developers regarding the 

provision of shuttle service. 
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Ku(!]iv(\iil Park Rcdei'elopiiieni. WitAiii the Cilyef 
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Itiiriingtoit Noillieni Santa Fc Use of the 
Hariior Subdivision Railroad 

One ofthe most significant constraints 

to tiansit use ofthe Harbor Subdivision 

is die issue of whethei Burlington 

Northern Santa Fc (BNSF) will mainiaiii 

railroad operations within the right-of-

way. Maintaining BNSF operations in 

llie Harbor Subdivision would require die 

relocation ofthe railroad tracks to allow 

for LRT operations. The continued use 

by BNSF also adds to constmction cost, as 

well as a nevv element to grade crossings, 

where crossing signals would need to 

serve botii LRT vehicles and railroad 

ojieiations. .Metro has had discussions 

with BNSF to detemiiiie whedier the 

.Hiirjipr SKbiiitisioii Coiitiiiiirri/rWj;')! u v oftlie 
I liirbor SukHi: mon piKts many I'oistniintt lo 
the i/nv:'i)fM>ri-nt of I RT Ininsit r̂ nirf tvillii'r. tin-
iiiili.Hiii ngJil-o/ii'ny. 

abandonment (during constmction and/ 

or permanendy) of die Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor portion ofdie Harbor 

Subdivision (Crenshaw Boulevard to 

Imperial Highway) is possible. Tiiese 

discussions are ongoing and die issue is 

yet-to-be resolved, it is ciirFcndy assumed 

in the FEIS/FEIR diat the "third track' is 

preserved. 

Grade Separjlion at Cenlinela Avenue 

Tlie appticatbn of MetrcTs Giade 

Crossing Policy is presented in the 

condusLonsof die FEIS/FHIR. At this 

stage in die analysis, the assessment 

concludes diat no grade separation is 

needed at Centinela Avenue and die 

Harbor Subdivision adjacent to Florence 

Boulevard. Comments received through 

the community outreach process indicated 

community concerns regarding access 

to Edward Vincent )r. Park (Centinela 

Park), a nearby private school and diuich 

dtat may be addressed through a grade 

separation. The grade of Centinela 

Avenue affects the operation of vehicles 

through die intersection. Tlie FEIS/ 

FEIR contains a design option for a grade 

separation at Centinela Avenue to address 

these concems. Sudi grade separation 

may require more extensive construction 

in die short term and may create some 

impacts to the palm trees adjacent to die 

additional railroad right-ofway. Itwas 

detennined that there were no significant 

traffic impacts associated widi an at-

grade crossing at Centinela Avenue, and 

a grade separation is not warranted. Tlie 

incorporation ofa grade separation at 

Centinela Avenue will be subject to the 

Mew ofCeiiliKila Aiviiiie nl Floreme Ave/Harbor 
Sukrfivisi'oii Traffic irioi><-iiii*iil$ along u'ltli ftntrslrinii 
yioivs lo a nearby V'uiceni Park, chunh and school are 
major hia l loiicrnis. Vic crossing it at Ihe top ofa 
sligi'it inijiiit-. 

final detemiination ofthe California 

Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). 

Specific Effects on Landmark PdhtiTree.s 

Near Centinela Avenue and Mitigation 

Option.s 

One ofthe most noticeable visu<il 

elements along the Harbor Subdivision in 

die Cit)' of Inglewood is die dual row of 

palm trees. Tlie inner row of palms mark 

die southern boundaiy of Edward Vincent 

Park. Tlie guideway requirements were 

diought to require die removal of some 

portion ofdie northern most row of palm 

trees. Metro held foaised community 

urban design and stalion area meetings 

in Inglewood to address this issue and 

design measures to mitigate the vnsiial 

unpact. The design ofthe LPA will be 

Vie BNSF Railway is an 
Ainericim freight railroad company 
headquartered in Fort Worth, 

Texas, and is one ofthe largest 

transcontinental f re i^ i t networks in 

North America. 
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I andmark Palms along Florenct Avenue, near 
Edward Vincent Jr. Park. 

constructed to maintain die majority of 
diesc landmark trees. 

La Brea Avenue Crossing 

Tlie LPA defined an elevated aerial 

stmchtre and station on the west side of 

La Brea for the Fbrence/La Brea Station. 

During advanced conceptual engineering, 

preliminary geotedmical investigations 

indicated an eardiqitake fault crossing at 

diis location. To address this seismic 

condition, a below grade crossing was 

proposed. Tliis refinement provide for 

greater safety and an easier recovery in 

case of an earthquake. Additional "fauh 

finding" work was undertaken to confinn 

die location ofdie fault so diat die station 

can be placed in a safer location. The 

Ff^^P^ 

•f.;:J..I:-».».«!^. \ 
_ L - ^ - L... J i — t - H-] j t J f e ; 

Tlif La Bren Stntion ii'OuM bt iiii at-grade station 
(oi-ali-d tiist of Market Street. 

station was ultimately placed to the east 

and nordi ofthe intersection of Market 

Street and Florence Avenue in an at-

grade configuration which is located in 

a depression at a lower elevation dien 

Fbrence 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 Eucalyptus Streets only to 

provide a transition from the higii elevated 

alignment at La Brea Avenue. Tiiese 

crossings did not require grade separation 

on their own. Tiiese two at-grade 

crossings have been disaissed widi CPUC 

staff. This new trench alignment is less 

expensive than die base design. 

Grade Seixiration at Manchester 

The application of Metro's Grade 

Crossing Policy to the Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor Project indicates that a 

grade separation was necessary for the 

Mandiester Boulevard intersection with 

the Harbor Subdivision. 

Role ofthe Aviation / Manchester Stalion 

Located at die edge ofdie Westdiester 

district tadier than its center, the proposed 

Aviation / Manchester has one ofthe 

lower potentials fbr ridership growdi 

among the stations along die proposed 

transit inveshnent. The unmediate 

area lacks a cohesion as it includes a 

mix of commercial and industrial uses 

at the border betiveen die Cities of Los 

Angeles and Inglewood. Curves of 

the alignment and die potential for an 

Grade Crossing al Manchester. 

elevated crossing make die location 

ofthis station at Manchester difficult. 

Nonetheless, diis location woidd be the 

most convenient location for residents of 

Westdiester to access the Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor. If diere 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 

automobile / 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 

Century and Avi'niioii. 7Iiis 'oration is thegpteivay to 
LAX Metro anticipates llial on Autouialed People 
Stover system to be constructed operated by ihe airport 
wilt i<Itiiiiat<Iy provide a convenieul connrctum la the 
airport tenninols. 
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harbor a n a via South Los Angeles, LAX, and ihe South Ba). Vie Crensliaw Comdor may affect or enuble future 
projects along Ihe Harbor Snbdi'i'iiioii. 

gitideway could be re-configured m die 
fiiture to accommodate a station, albeit 
at some expense. It was determined diat 
ridetship would not be higli enough to 
justify a station at Aviation Boulevard 
and Manchester Boulevard, and that an 
aerial station on die Manchester over-
crossing would be more likely to enhance 
connectivit}' widi bus lines. 

Metro Harbor Sulxllvision Allernatives 

Analysis Study 

The long term use ofthe Harbor 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way has been 
studied by Metro. Decisions related to die 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project 
will have an effect on fiiture planning 
for the entire Harbor Subdivision. Tlic 

-''•ii^Ki^u^-^ifCt'T^T--^' •'•"-•' 
• " -1——i ... - v - H . t ^ . ' - i ' * - - - ? <•'„•*%'%:'•• ' • ' • • f •! 

Metro Board, in its deliberation on the 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project, 
considered opportunities and Umitations 
that may be imposed on connections 
to the Soudi Bay and more broadly the 
entire radroad corridor from downtown 
Los Angeles to die harbor area. Future 
planning for the Harbor Subdivision is 
concenti'ated in die soudi project area 
and planning ofthe line will not preclude 
ftitiire connections which would enhance 
fiiture connectivity to the Soudi Bay. 

Connection Between Crenshaw/LAX 

Transit Corridor Project and the Los 

Angeles International Airport 

Tlie lack ofa convenient connectioii to 

LAX from Metro's rail transit system 

has been under discussion for many 

years. Tlic nearest rail transit stop to 

LAX is die Aviation/Imperial Green Lhie 

station (approximately 1.S miles from 

die LAX terminals). The Crenshaw/ 

LAX Transit Corridor Project creates the 

opportunity to bring a transit connection 

closer to lAX. Tlie FEIS/FEIR proposes 

a LRT station at Centiiry Boulevard and 

Aviation Boulevard. Metrt/s coordination 

widi LAX indicates that an "automated 

people mover" from the tenninal area 

may be planned to connect to diis area 

at some time in die fiiture. Metro 

IS currently studying an additional 

connection from die Metro Green Line 

uito the central temiinal area as part of 

a separate project. The Metro Board, as 

part ofthe consideration ofdie LPA, must 

consider the certainty and tune frame of 

construction ofthis important connecnon. 

Tlie Metro Board is coordinating «idi 
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LAWA to ensure a seaiidess connection 
between the LPA and die automated 
people mover An aerial station at Cenmry 
Boulevard and Aviation Boulevard has 
been incorporated into the LPA to facilitate 
thLs connection. 

Provision of .1 Mainlenance Facility 

Tlie LPA requires a new iiiaLiitenance 
facility to service die expanded rail vehicle 
fieets. Adequate size sites are difficult to 
find. Two candidate sites were initially 
identified in the DEIS/DEIR. Tlie Mefaro 
Board eliminated diese sites during the 
selection of die LPA. 

. . '^A. 7J>'^^^^.l«? *SS^T^>5i5ifi^*F•^»^-.• e l^ . J 

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

The information presented in these 
tables is a summary ofthe analysis 
contained in this FEIS/FEIR in Chapter 
3.0 through 6.0. 

A new maintenance facihty site search 

was conducted and four potential sites 

were selected adjacent to die Harbor 

Subdivision. Tlic four potential sites are 

located in industrial areas; two of which 

are adjacent to .soudiern end ofthe LPA 

alignment between Manchester Avenue 

and Centiiry Boulevard, and two of which 

are located iiirdier down die Harbor 

Subdivision, in the Citj'of Redondo Beach. 

The preferred maintenance facility site is 

Site 14. located in an industrial area in 

the City of los Angeles. Tlie site is soutii 

of Arbor Vitae Street and west of Aviation 

Boulevard. 

S»iiiiiirir) ()( Itiip.'Kt?: 

Table ES.4 on the following 
page summarizes the potential 

impacts ofdie No-Build, the LPA, 
MOS 1 and 2, the Design Options, 
and the mniutenance facility. Table 
ES.5 summarizes the impacts and 
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•̂ ' PotCLilially Significant Impacts per CTteria ofdie Los Angeles Department of Transportation at one intersection, depending upon die ultimately 
selected signal timing. 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA 

Environmenlal Criteria 

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 no changes in street geometry 
that would reduce itnpacts.Tlie parking analysis presented above indicates diat the 
LPA would not result m inadequate parking. Impacts associated uidi spillover 
parking to die adjacent streets would be minimal. However, parking restrictions 
and pridng strategies along the adjacent streets are leconiniended to discourage 
long-term parking by tiansit patrons. With implementation of mitigation, no 
adverse effects are antidpated. 

11 Metro shall coordinate with the local jurisdictions to designate and identify 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 traftic in 
and arotmd the construction zone. This traffic management plan sliall identify a 
community liaison and shall include the following measures: 

Schedule as much of construction-related travel as possible (i.e., deliveries, liauling, 
and worker trips) during the off-peak hours; 
Develop detour routes to facilitate tralHc movement through construction zones 
without significantly increasing cut-through traffic in ad)acent residential areas: 
Where feasible, temporarily re-siripe roadway to maximize the vehicular capacity' at I 
those locations affected by constmction closures; 
Where feasible, temporarily remove oti-stceet parking (o maximize die vehicular 
capadty at those locations affected by construction dosures; 
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 
die constmction process and planned roadway closures; 
Develop and implement a program with business ouners to minimize impacts 
to businesses during construction activity, mcludhig but not limited, to signage 
programs. 

T3 Metro shall include in die traffic management plan measures diat minimize any 
potential adverse effects to pedestrian movement in the cocridor and to mcixiniizc 
pedestrian safety to the extent Eeasible. 

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

TS Project contractors shall provide alternate off-street parking for dieir employees 
during the construction period, in order to minimize die loss of parking to adjacent 
commercial districts. 

T6 Project contractors shall prohibit parking for their employees in adjacent residential 
neighborhoods, in order lo minimize the impacts to nearby residents. 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued) 

I and Use and Development No impact, no mitigation required. 

Displacement and RelocatLon Impact: The LPA would require the acquisition of up to 97 total parcels, including 5<) 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 
%vould 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'. Witii iinpiemenlation of mitigation, no 
adverse effects are anticipated. 

DR1 Metro shall provide relocation assistance and compensation, pursuant to die Uiufoi m 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Polides Act and tlie Cahfornia 
Relocation Act, to diose wlio are displaced or wliose property is acquired as a result ofthe 
CreiishawyLAX Transit Corndor Project. 

Community Cohesion No irnpact. no mitigation required. 

Visual Quality Impact: The loss of landscaping and vegetation would result in an adverse effect to visual 
quality to residences along La Colina Drive and the along Crenshaw Boulevard 
from BOdi to 48th Street. Widi implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are 

VI To minimize visual clutter, integrate system components, and reduce die potential 
for conflicts between the transit system and adjacent commiinities, design ofthe 
system stations and components shall follow the recommendations and principles 
developed in die project urban design explorations. These principles include, but are 
not limited lo: 1) preserve and enhance the unique cultural identity ofeach station 
area and its surrounding community by implementing art and landscaping; and 2) 
promote a sense of place, safety, and walkabilit>' by providing street trees, walkways 
or sidewalks, lighting, awm'ngs, public art, and/or street furninite. Prior to final 
design, community input shall also be used to help achieve diese guidelines. 

V2 At locations where existing land uses or vegetation is removed and neighboring 
uses are ei^posed to new views ofthe nansit system, additional landscaping sh.-in be 
provided widiin the right-of-way or in remnant acquisition parcels to create a buffer 
behveen 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. 

V3 Mature trees that are iemo\'ed during construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit 
Corridor Project shall be relocated or replaced widi a tree of similar species, or if 
inappropriate for climate conditions, a species that is low-water use and compliant 
with tlieapplicable Ci t /s landscape ordinance. Replacement should occur in 
consultation with the Los Angeles Bureau of Street Services Street Tree Division and 
widi the City of Inglewood Deparmient of Public Works. 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures For the LPA (continued) 

Visual Quahty 

Air Quality 

Noise and Vibration 

Ecosystems/Biological Resources 

V4 Where practical and appropriate, additional landscaphig and enhanced design 
features will be used to minimize the visual image of the TPSS sites and other 
ancillary facilities. 

V5 For the Centinela Avenue cut and cover crossing design option, screening that is 
consistent with die existing area and Edward Vincent Jr. Park shall be installed on 
the north side of die trench to the extent feasible to reduce die adverse effects on die 
soudi-facing view ofthe trench. 

V6 Should the alternate soudiwest portal at the King Station be selected, die structure 
for the portal will be designed to compliment the Streamhiie Moderne st>'le ofthe 
Broadway Department Store consistent widi the Secretary of Interior standtirds. 

No impact, no mitigation required. 

impact: The LPA woukl exceed die vibration cnteria at 16 locations (Table 4-20). With 
miplemcntation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. Warning signal noise 
would exceed die significance aitcna at S7th Street and West Boiilevaird grade aosstng. 
Widi implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. Moderate passby 
noise impacts along La Colina Drive. No feasible mitigatioii. 

Nl Warning device noise levels shall not exceed 103 dBA at 50 feet, subject to approval by the 
Califbmia Ihiblic Utilities Commission. 

N2 Further site-speciiic testing shall be perfonned during (lie Final Design where potential 
for adverse vibration and groimd-borne effects has been identified. Wliere adverse 
vibration and ground-borae effects are still predicted, die vibration and ground-borne 
energy transmitted into die ground shall be decreased using design feahires such 
as, but not limited to high-iesilience fasteners, ballast mats, or floating slab trackbcd. 
Vibrartoii-and groimdbonie reducing design specifications for die track sections shall 
be detemiiiied in consultation witli a qualified vibration scientist or engineer during die 
design phase. The features shall reduce tlie vibration levels below die FTA tlireshoids 
identified in Table 4-21 and Table'4-22. 

impact: Tlie LPA would require die removal or disturbance of mature trees along Crenshaw 
Boulevard. Removal or disturbance of vegetation during the nesting season coidd .iffect 
the habitat and bird species that are present. With implementation of mitigation, no 
adverse effects are anticipated. 

EB1 Two biological surveys shall be conducted, one 15 days priot and a second 72 hours prior 
to construction dul woidd remove or disturb suitable nesting liabitat. Vcis sun'eys shall 
be perfonned b)- a biologist widi expenence conducting breeding bird surve>'s. The 
biologist shall prepare survey repoits documenting die presence or absence of protected 
nabve bird in tlic habitat to be removed and odier sudi habitat within 300 feet of the 
consmiction work area (widiin 500 feet for raptors). Ifa pratected native bird is found, 
surv-eys will be continued in order to locate nests. If an active nest is located, conshfuction 
widiin 300 feet oftlie nest (SOO feet for rap>j)r nests) will be postponed until the nest is 
vacated and |uveiiiles have fledged and when diere is no evidence ofa second attempt at 
nesting. 

EB2 If construction ofthe project requires pmning of native tree species, die priming shall be 
performed m a manner tliat does not cause pemianent damage or adversely affect tlic 
health oftlie trees. If construction of the proiect requires tlie removal ofa native tree 
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued) 

Ecosystems/Biological Resources species, the affected tree species shall be relocated or replaced in consultation widi 
appropriate jimsdiction. 

Ceotechnical/Subsurface/Seismic/ 
Hazardous Materials 

Impact: Potential for ground dcfomiation to have an adverse effect for the LPA. Widi 
implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. 
Tlic LPA is susceptible to liquefaction in two areas. The first area mapped as being 
susceptible to liquefaction is south ofthe MO Freeway, along the eastern slopes 
ofthe Baldwin Hills. The second area is die portion ofthe LPA along the Harbor 
Subdivision. Tlieiefore, there would be a potential for liquefaction in these areas. 
With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. 

CE01 A soil mitigation plan sliali be prepared after final construction plans are prepared 
showing the lateral and vertical extent of soil excavation during constmction The 
soil mitigation 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 
pLin shall include a provision that during grading or excavation activities, soil 
shall be screened for contamination by visual observations and field screening for 
volatile organic compounds with a photo ionization detector (PID). Soil samples 
that are suspected ofcontamination 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. 

CE02 All hazardous materials, drums, trash, and debris shall be removed and disposed 
of in accordance with regulatory guidelines set forth by die Department of Toxic 
Substances Control in Tide 22 Division 4.5 ofdie California Code of Regulations. 

CE03 A health and safety plan shall be developed for persons with potential exposure 
to the constituents of concern identified in the preliniinar}' Geotechnical Report 
contained in Appendix H. 

CE04 Historical and present site usage along (he many areas ofthe proposed alignment 
included businesses that stored hazardous materials and/or waste and used USTs, 
from at least the 1920s to die present. It is possible that areas with soil and/or 
groundwater impacts may be present diat were not identified in this report, or were 
considered a low potential to adversely impact the subject property. In general, 
obseivatioiis should be made during future development activities for features 
of concern or areas of possible contamination such as, but not limited to, the 
presence of underground facilities, buried debris, ̂ vaste drums, tanks, soil staining 
or odorous soils. Futdier investigation and analysis may be necessary, should such 
materials be encountered. 

CEOS Best Management Practices (BMPs), identified in Appendix F.required as part of 
die 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.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued] 

Environmental Criteria 

Geotechnical/Subsurfacc/Seisimc/ 
Hazardous Materials 

Watei Resources 

CE06 

include, but are not Umited to, scheduling excavation and grading activities during 
dry weather, covering stockpiles of excavated soils widi tarps or plastic sheeting, and 
debris traps on drains. 

The design of the project shall adhere to die design specifications ofthe geotechnical 
study for inaintaining structural integrity under static and seismic loading .ind 
operational demands. 

impact: The below-grade segment for the LPA, which is approximately 50 feet below die 
ground surface, is located widiin a liquefaction zone diat spans along Crenshaw 
Boulevard from the MO Freeway in the north to Vernon Avenue in the south. 
Areas of liquefaction are known to have high waier tables which add to the 
instability ofthe soil. Groundwater levels at Exposition Boulevard are as higli as 
16 feet below ground surface and gradually decline to more than 75 feet at Vernon 
Avenue. Dewatering activity would likely be required .ilong tins segment. With 
implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are anticipated. 

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

WQ2 Tlie flood capacit}' of existing drainage or water conveyance features within the 
project-study comdor shaU not be reduced in a v̂ -ay that causes ponding or flooding 
during storm events. A drainage control plan shall be developed dunng project 
design to ensure that drainage is properly conveyed from the study area and does 
not induce ponding on adjacent properties. 

WQ3 A dewatering permit shall be requited if groundwater is encountered during 
construction. The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where potential 
groundwater contamination may exist. If contaminated groundwater is encountered 
during constiuction, the contractor shall stop work in the vicuuty ofdie suspect 
find, cordon off the area, and contact die appropriate hazardous waste coordinator 
and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and inunedialely notify 
die Certified Unified Program Agencies {City of Los Angeles Fire Department, 
County of ILos Angeles Fire Department, 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 remediation plan for expedited protection of 
public health and environment. Contaminated groundwater is prohibited from 
being discharged to die storm drain system. Tiie contractor shall properly treat ur 
dispose of any hazardous or toxic materials, according to local, state, and federal 
regulations). 

WQ4 Tlie study area currently drains indirectiy to Ballona Creek and Doniinguez Creek 
through tiie Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4). Treatment control 
BMPs shall be incorporated into the project design, llie project shall consider 
placing the treatment BMPs in series or m a complimentary system to increase die 
control of pollutants lo the maximum frYlcnt practicable. The systems shall be 

Page ES-48 



CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT FEIS/FEIR 
iti^/••>.-i t.''-•'•';'•'•»'-".'Kf^'i-'p:--; ." 

t -'• -i—:X ?>*" - . • . • • . • • . . ' '-
: --,-. - ••'•'=-yA:--̂ ^K-\- •' A-.'--' • , A 

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

Water Resources designed to efiiciendy and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weather flows to 
die maximum 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. 

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

Energy No impact, no mitigation required. 

Historic, Archaeological, and Paleontological 
Resources 

Impact: Discovery of unknown archaeological or paleontological resources is possible during 
excavation activities. With implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects are 
antidpated. 

CR1 Treatment of Undiscovered Archaeological Resources 

Constmction personnel shall be informed ofthe potential for encountermg 
significant archaeological and paleontological resources along Crenshaw Boulevard 
in the vicinity ofthe Crenshaw/King Station, and instructed in the identification of 
fossils and other potenti.il resources. All construction personnel shall be informed 
ofdie need to stop work on the project site until a qualified archaeologistor 
paleontologist lias been provided the opportunity to assess the significance oftlie 
find and implement appropriate measures to protect or scientifically remove the 
find. Monitors with Native American qualifications shall be used at a niuunium 
for construction within a Vt. mile ofthe Crenshaw/King Station. If human remains 
are encountered during construction, all work shall cease in tiic area of potential 
affect and die Los Angeles County Coroner's Office sliall be contacted pursuant 
to procedures set forth in Public Resources Code Section 5097 et seq. and Health 
and Safety Code in Sections 7050.5,7051, and 7054 widi respect to treatment and 
removal. Native American involvement, burial treatinent, and re-burial, if necessary. 

A detailed would be prepared pnor to implementation ofthis project, similar in 
scope to the CKMMP that was prepared for Metro's Eastside Gold line Transit 
Corndor (Glenn and Gust 2004). Implementation ofa CRM.MP during ground 
disturbance in highly sensitive archaeological areas would ensure that culhiral 
resources arc identified and adequately protected. If cultural resources are 
discovered or if previously identified resources are affected in an unanhcipated 
manner, the Monitoring Plan would also ensure that such resources receive 
mitigation to reduce the impact to less-than-significant levels. This plan would 
indude, but not be limited to, the following-elements: 

• Worker training 
• Archaeological monitoring 
• The scientific evaluation and mitigation of archaeological discoveries 
• Native American participation, as needed 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures fbr the LPA (continued) 

Historic. Archaeological, and Paleontological 
Resources 

• Appropriate treatment of human remains, if applicable 
• Reporting of monitoring and mitigation results 

CR2 Paleontological Monitoring 
A qualified paleontologist sliall produce a Paleontological Monitoring and Mitigation 
Plan (PMMP) for die proposed project and supervise monitoring of construction 
excavations. Paleontological resource monitoring shall include inspection of exposed 
rock units during active excavations within sensitive geologic sediments. The monitor 
shall liave authority to temporarily divert grading away from exposed fossils to 
professionally and efficiently recover the fossil specimens and collect associated data. 
All efforts to avoid delays in project schedules shall be made. 

All project-related ground disturbances diat could potentially affect previously 
undisturbed Quaternary older alluvial deposits shaU be monitored by a qualified 
paleontological monitor under die supervision ofa qualified paleontologist on a full-
time basis because these geologic units are determined to have a high paleontological 
sensitivity. Very sliallow surficial excavations (less than 5 feet) within areas of 
previous disturbance or areas mapped as Quaternary younger alluvial deposits 
or Artificial fill shaU be monitored on a part-time basis to ensure tiiat underlying 
sensitive units (i.e. older aUuvium) are not adversely affected. The location of 
subsurface sensitive sediments shall be determined by the qualified paleontologist 
upon review of project grading plans. 

Paleontological monitors shall be equipped with the necessary tools for the rapid 
removal of fossils and retrieval of associated data to prevent construction delays. 
This equipment shall include handheld global positioning system (GPS) receivers, 
digital cameras and cell phones, as well as a tool kit containing specimen containers 
and raatrbi sampling bags, field labels, field tools (awls, hammers, chisels, shovels, 
etc.) and 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 collected and submitted for analysis. 

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

The qualified paleontologist shall prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report 
to be filed, at a minimum with Metro and die repository. The final report shall 
include, but not be limited to, a discussion ofthe results ofthe mitigation and 
monitoring program, an evaluation and analysis ofthe 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 witii locality 
maps and photographs, an appendix of curation agreements and odier appropriate 
communications, and a copy ofthe project-specific paleontological monitoring and 
mitigation plan. 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures fbr the LPA (continued) 

Environmenlal 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 Tlie project sliall incorporate Metro Design Criteria standards for sidewalks to ensure 
die safe flow of pedestrians. Metro shall coordinate with the City of Inglewood Public 

Economic and Fiscal Impacts No impact, no mitigation required. 

No impact, mitigation included to ensure impacts remain less dun adverse-Safety and Security 

551 All stations and parking facilities shall be C(]uippcd with monitoring equipment and/ 
or be monitored by Metro 5eciirit>' personnel on a regular basis. 

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

553 All stations shall be lit to a standard of no less than two footcandlcs to minimize 
shadows and ensure that aQ pedestrian pathways leading to/from sidewalks and 
parking facilities sliall be well illuminated. 

554 Metro sliall coordinate and consult with the LAPD, the LA County SherifTs 
Department, die Inglewood Police Department, and the LAX Police to develop safety 
and security plans for the alignment, parking faciUties, and station areas which satisfy 
the requirements necessary for the appropriate policing jurisdiction to effectively 
patrol the area. 

555 Tlie station design shall be undertaken to avoid obstructions to visibility or 
observation and discrete locations favorable to ciimc; pedestrian access to at-grade, 
below-grade, and above-grade station entrances/exits shall be accessible at giound-
level witii clear sight lines. 

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

557 Metro shall conduct a Hazard Analysis before die start of Final Design, using current 
safet>' anal)'sis as a reference. The Hazard Analysis shall deteinune a design basis for 
warning devices as required by the California Public Utilities Commission. 

SSS Vehicular and pedestrian warning measures, such as signage, shall be provided along 
the length ofthe platfocnis of tiie LRT Stations. Gates shall be provided at pedestrian 
crossings of die LRT and/or BNSF trades witiiin the Harbor Subdivision. These 
markings will be provided to alert motorists and pedestrians to potential conflict in 
the area. 

SS9 To discourage crossing tlie alignment and enhance safet)', such as near the Faithful 
Central Bible Churdi, Metro shall provide fencing along either side ofthe alignment, 
between the parking lot and diurdt buildings and ensure adequate pedestrian safety 
devices at designated crossings. 
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Table ES.5. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

Constmction Impacts Impact: Temporary constmction lighting may potentially affect residential areas by exposing 
residents to glare from unshielded Uglit sources or by increasing ambient nighttime 
light levels. Widi implementation of mitigation, no adverse effects would occur. 

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

The LPA would generate fugitive dust and equipment emissions from excavation 
activity and NOX emissions associated with tlie transport of excavated materiaL 
Widi implementation ofmiligation, 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. It is passible that contaminated soil and/or 
groundwater may be encountered in the areas ofthe proposed at-grade. below-
grade, and aerial alignments along the entire section. With implementation of 
nutigation, no adverse effects would occur. 

Disruption from cut-and-cover coiistniction 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 parking would 
be greater, Tliesc 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 visibly sensitive areas and, whenever 
possible, not be visible from die road or to residents and businesses. 

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

CON4 Water or a stabitizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient 
quantity to prevem.generatiqn of dust plumes. 

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

CON6 Contractors shall be required to utdize at least one ofthe 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 vchides exit the project site. 
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Environmental Criteria 

Construction Impacts CON 7 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall maintain at least 6 
inches of freeboard in accordance with California Vehicle Code Section 23114. 

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

CON9 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to IS mph. 

CONIC Operations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph. 

CON11 Heavy equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog 
alerts. 

CON12 On-site stockpiles of debris or rust)' 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 not being used. 

CON13 Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in 
proper tune per manufacturers' specifications. 

CON14 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or 
gasoline generators, as feasible. 

CON15 Heavy-duty trucks shall be prohibited from idling in excess of five minutes, botii on-
and off-site. 

CON16 Construction parking shall be configured to minimize traffic interference. 

CON17 Constiuction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to 
off-peak hours, as feasible. 

CON 18 Construction staging and vehicle parking, Includhig workers' vehicles, shall be 
prohibited on streets adjacent to sensitive receptors such as schools, daycare centers, 
senior facilities, and hospitals 

CON 19 Tlie construction process shall utilize an on-site rock crushing facility with water 
control to suppress dust, when feasible. 

CON20 Portable generators shall be low-emitting and use ultra low sulfur diesel (<15 parts 
per million) at gasoline. 

CON21 Construction equipment sliall use a combination of low sulfur diesel (< 15 parts per 
million) and exhaust emission controls. 1 

CON22 The construction process shall use equipment having the minimum practical 
eiiguie size (i.e., lowest appropriate horsepower rating for the intended job). 

CON23 Contractors shall be prohibited from tampering witii construction equipment to 
increase horsepower or defeat emission control devices. 
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures fbr the LPA (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

Construction Impacts CON 24 Metro shall designate a person to ensure die implementation of air quality 
mitigation measures dirough direct inspections, records reviews, and complaint 
investigations. 

CON2S The construcnon contractor shall develop a Noise and Vibration Control Plan 
dcmonstratuig how to achieve tiie more restrictive ofthe Metro Design Criteria 
noise limits and die noise limits of the city noise control ordinance. The Plan 
shoidd also sliow how to achieve FTA vibration limits. The Plan shall include 
measurements of existing conditions, a list ofthe major pieces of construction 
equipment that will be used, and predictions ofthe noise and vibration levels 
at the closest noise-sensitive receptors (residences, hotels, schools, diurches. 
temples, and similar facilities). The Noise and Vibration Control Plan will need 
to be approved by Metro prior to initiating construction. Where the construction 
cannot be prerfoimed in accordance with the requirements of Metro, die contractor 
shall investigate alternative construction measures that would result in lower noise 
and vibration levels. The contractor sliall conduct monitoring to demonstrate 
compliance witii contract noise limits. In addition, die contractor shall coordinate 
with tbe View Park Preparator>' Accelerated and St. John the Evangelist School 
administrators to avoid disruptive activities during school hours. 

CON26 The construction contractor shall utilize a combination ofthe following options of 
best management practices for noise abatement to comply with the Metro Design 
Criteria: 

• Tlie contractor shall utihze specialty equipment equipped vi-itii enclosed engines 
and/or high-performance miifHers as commerdally available. 

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

• The contractor shall limit unnecessary idling of equipment. 
• The contractor shall install temporary noise barriers as determined by die Noise 

Control Plan. 
• ITie contractor shall linut unnecessary idluig of equipment. 
• The contractor sliall install temporary noise barriers as deterinined by die Noise 

Control Plan. 
• The contiactor shall reroute construction-related truck traffic away from 

residential streets to the extent permitted by the relevant municipality. 
• Hie contiactor shall avoid impact pile driving near noise-sensitive receptors 

(residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities) where 
possible. Where geological conditions permit their use, drilled piles or a 
vibratory pile driver is generally quieter. 

CON27 Soil Mitigation Plan - A soil mitigation plan should be prepared after final 
construction plans are prepared showing die lateral and veitical extent of soil 
excavation during construction. The soil mitigation plan should establish soil 
reuse criteria, establish a sampling plan foi stockpiled materials, describe the 
disposition of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines 
for imporied materials. The soil mitigation plan should include a provision that 
during grading or excavation activities, soil should be screened for contaminatioti 
by visual observations and field screening for volatile organic compounds with a 
PID. Sod samples diat are suspected ofcontamination based on field observations 
and PID readings shall be analyzed for suspected chemicals by a California certified 
laboratory. If hazardous soil is found, it shall be removed, transported to an 
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Table ES.S. Mitigation Measures for the LPA (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

Construction Impacts 

Growtii-lnducing Impacts 

Cumulative Impact 

Environmental justice 

approved disposal location, and remediated or disposed according to state and 
federal laws. Otiier contaminated but iionhazardous soil may be reused on site 
applications such as bridge embankments or underncatii paved areas provided the 
public is piotected 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 commercial property owners shall be notified of tiie 
schedule for specific planned construction activities, changes in tratTic flow, and 
required short-term modifications to propeity access. 

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

CON30 Methods shall be developed by whIdi business owners can convey their concerns 
about construction activities and die effectiveness of mitigation measures during 
the construction period so activities can be modified 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 low-
use penods of tiie day. 

CON32 Construction activities shall be planned lo mintmize effects on community 
gatherings, special celebrations, or otiier similar events. 

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

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

No inipact, no mitigation required. 

No impact, no mitigation required. 

No impact, no nutiatioti required. 
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility 

Environmenta Criteria 
Traffic 

Land Use and Development 

Displacements and Relocation of Existing 
U.ses 

Coniniunity and Neighborhood Impacts 

Visual Quality 

Air Qualit)' 

Noise and Vibration 

Ecosystems/Biological Resources 

Geotechnical/Subsurface/Seismic/Hazardous 
Materials 

None Required 

None Required 

S-ORl Metro shall provide relocation assistance and compensation, per the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act and tlie California 
Relocation Act, to those who are displaced or whose property is acquired as a result 
ofa mainlenance facilit>' for the Crenshaw/L\X Light Transit Corridor Project. 

S-0R2 Metro shall set up a business relocation process to oversee die relocation needs 
ofthe businesses tiiat would be displaced as a result ofa maintenance facilit>' for 
tiie Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project. In addition. Metro shall attempt to 
minimize disruption to overall producnon of businesses tiiat are connected with 
airport activities by relocating in as close proximity to IJVX as possible. 

S-DR3 Metro shall work with Los Angeles World Airpoits (LAWA) to ensure tiiat potential 
displacement and relocation of rental car businesses are compatible with tlie long 
term implementation ofthe LAX Master Plan consolidated rental car center. 

None Required 

None Required 

None Required 

None Required 

None Required 

S-CE01 All hazardous materials, drums, trash, and debris shall be removed and disposed of 
in accordance with regulatory- guidelines. 

S-CE02 A healtii and safety plan shall be developed for persons witii potential exposure to 
the constituents of conceni, prior to construction of die Project.. 

S-CE03 Historical and present site usage along die many areas ofthe proposed alignment 
included busuiesses tiiat stored hazardous materials and/or waste and used 
imdergroimd storage tanks, from at least the 1920s to die present. It is possible that 
areas with soil and/or groimdwater impacts may be present that were not identified 
in tliis report, or were considered a low potential to adversely Impact the subject 
property. In general, obser\'ations should be made during any fiiture development 
activities for features of concern or areas of possible contamination such as, but 
not limited to, the presence of underground facilities, buried debris, waste drums, 
Unks, soil staining, or odorous soils. Phase II assessments slull be conducted for 
die properties within the selected alternative site and any contaminated sites shall 
be remediated lo a level suitable for industrial development. 
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facilit]f (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

S-CE04 There is a potential for lead based paint and asbestos contaiiung buildmg materials 
to be present at the maintenance facility sites. An asbestos survey and lead based 
paint survey shall be conducted on alt sites where on-site structures would be 
demolished or significantiy renovated. 

S-CE05 Best Management Practices (UMPs), required as part of tiie National Pollutant 
Discharge EUmination System (NPDES) permit program and application ofthe 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403, shall be 
implemented for any ofthe selected site alternatives to not only reduce potential soil 
erosion, but also to maintain soil stabilit)' and integrity during grading, excavation, 
bclow-gtade construction, and the installation of foundations for aerial structures, 
and mamtenance and operations facilities. BMPs would comply with appUcable 
Uniform Building Codes and would include, but not be limited to. scheduling 
excavation and grading activities during dry weather, covering stockpiles of 
excavated soils witii tarps or plastic sheeting, and debris traps on drains. 

Water Resources S-WQ1 During project construction and operation, remediation should be required at 
mainteiiance faciUties and vehicle storage areas, where a potential exists (oi grease 
and oil contamination to flow into storm drains. Various t)'pes of ditch structures, 
including grease traps, sediment (raps, detention basins, and/or tcmporaty dikes, 
may be used to control possible pollutants. These faciUties shall be constructed 
pursuant to guidance published in Section 402 ofthe Clean WaterAct (CWA) and 
shall follow die most current guidance within the NPDES permit program for any of 
die site alteinatu'es. 

S-WQ2 The flood capacity of existing drainage or water conveyance features within the 
project study conidor sliall notbe 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 die study area and does 
not induce ponding on adjacent properties. 

S-WQ3 A dewatering permit shaU be requited if groundwater is encountered during 
constmction. The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where potential 
groundwater contamination may exist. If contannnated groundwater is encountered 
during construction, the conti-actor shall stop work in the vicinity ofthe suspect 
find, cordon off die area, and contact die appropriate hazardous waste coordinator 
and maintenance hazardous spill coordinator at Metro and immediately notify 
the Certified Unified Program Agencies (City of Los Angeles Fire Department. 
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality 
Control Board or RWQCB) responsible for hazardous matenals or waste incidents. 
Coordination witii die Los Angeles RWQCB shall be initiated immediately to 
develop an investigation plan and remediation plan for expedited protection of 
public health and environment. Contamuiated graiindwatei is prohibited from 
being discharged to die storm drain syslem. The contractor shall properiy treat or 
dispose of any hazardous or toxic materials, according to local, state, and federal 
regulations). 

S-WQ4 The study area currentiy drains indirectly to Ballona Creek and Doniinguez Creek 
through the Municipal Separate Stoim Sewer System (MS4). Tieatment conirol 
BMPs shall be incorporated into the pro|ec( design, ihe project shall consider 
placing the treatment BMPs in series or in a complimentary system to increase die 
control of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable. The systems shall be 
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures for the Maintenance Facility (continued) 

Environmental Criterja 

Energy 

E listoric. Archaeological, and Paleontological 
Resources 

Parklands and Community Facilities 

Economic and Fiscal Impacts 

Safety and Security 

Construction Impacts 

designed to efficientiy and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weather flows to 
die maximum extent practicable. A Standaid Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) and appropriate drainage control plan sliall be hnplemented to select and 
place appropriate permanent treatment BM Ps. 

S-WQS During construction ofthe project, on-site integirated management strategies tiiat 
employ green uifrastructure stiategies to capture runoff and remove poUulants shall 
be used. Green infrastructure strategies combine a variety of physical, chemical, 
and biological processes tiiat focus on conveying lunoff to bioretention areas, i 
swales, or vegetated open spaces. 

None Required 

None Required 

None Requued 

S-DR1 Metro shall provide relocation assistance and compensation, per the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Propeity Acquisition Policies Act and the Cahfornia 
Relocation Act, to those who arc displaced or whose property is acquired as a residt 
ofa maintenance facility for the Crenshaw/LAX Tiansit Corridor Project. 

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

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

S-SSl All stations shall be lit to a standard of no less than ^vo footcandles to minimize 
shadows and ensure that all pedestrian padiways leading to/from sidewalks and 
parking facilities shall be well ilhuninated. 

S-SS2 Metro shall coordinate and consult with the LAPD, (he Hawthorne Police 
Department, the Inglewood Police Department, or the Redondo Beach Police 
Depaitment to develop safety and scciicity plans for (he alignment, parking 
facilities, and station areas, where such facdities fall within die specific jurisdiction. 

S-CON1 Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover, 
and straw bales shall be removed as soon as die 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-C0N3 For security lighting during construction, lighting shall be aimed at the dowiw-ard 
and away from residential and other sensitive uses adjacent the maintenance site 
alternatives, to the extent feasible. 

1 
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Table ES.6. Mitigation Measures fbr the Maintenance Facility (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

S-CON4 Contractor shall maintain a clean and neat work envuonmeiit at all tunes. 

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 tiie conclusion of each workday. 

S-CON7 Contractors shall be required (o utilize at least one ofthe measures set fordi in 
SCAQMD Rule 403 Section (d)(Sj to remove bulk material from tires and vehide 
undercarriages before vehicles exit the proiect site. 

S-CON8 All haul Inicks hauling soil, sand, and other loo.se materials shall maintain at least 6 
inches of freeboard in accordance witii 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 otiier enclosures tliat would reduce fugitive dust emissions). 

S-CON10 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be Uinited to 15 mph. 

S-CON11 Opierations on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph. 

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

S-CON13 On-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusiy materials shall be coveied or watered at 
least two times per day. 

S-CON14 Contractors shall maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and m 
proper tune per manufactiireis' specifications. 

S-CON15 Contractors shall utilize electricity from power poles ratiier than temporary diesel or 
gasoline generators, as feasible. 

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

S-CON17 Construction parking sliall be configured to minimize traffic interference. 

S-C0N18 Constmction activity that affects traffic flow on the arterial system shall be limited to 
off-peak hours, as feasible. 

S-C0N19 During project construction, remediation shall be required at maintenance facihties 
and vehide storage areas, where a potential exists for grease and oil contamination 
to flow into storm drains. Venous types of ditch structures, including giease traps, 
sediment (raps, detention basins, and/or temporary dikes shall be used to control 
possible pollutants. These facilities shall be constructed pursuant to guidance 
published in Section 402 ofthe 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 Ricility (continued) 

Environmental Criteria 

S-CON20 Tlie maintenance site alternatives currentiy drain indirectiy to Ballona Creek 
and Doniinguez Channel through the MS4. TVcatment control BMPs shall be 
incorporated into tiie project design. The project shall consider placing the 
treatment BMPs in series or in a complimentary system to increase the control 
of pollutants to die maximum extent practicable. The systems shall be designed 
to efficientiy and effectively handle and treat dry and wet weatiier flows to the 
maximum extent practicable. A SUSMP and appropriate drainage control plan shall 
be implemented to select and place appropriate permanent treatment BMPs. 

S-CON21 Nearby business owners and commercial property owners shall be notified of die 
schedule for specific planned construction activities, changes in traffic flow, and 
required short-term modifications to property access. 

S-CON22 Ardiitectutal coatings sliall be purchased from a compliant architectural coating 
manufacturer as identified by Uie SCAQMD. 

S-CON23 Corilractors shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Emissions from 
Demolition/Renovation Activities). The requirements for demolition activities 
indude asbestos surveying, notification. Asbestos-containing materials (ACM) 
removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and clean-up procedures. 

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

S-CON24 Noise barriers (e.g., sound attenuation blankets or solid walls) shall be placed sudi 
diat die line-of-sight is blocked between sensitive receptors (e.g.. residential and 
ins(i(utional land uses] and (he projcc( site, as feasible. 

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

S-CON26 The contractor shall comply widi Standard Specification 1565, FTA noise criteria 
and all local sound control and noise level niles, regulations, and ordinances that 
apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract. Each internal combustion 
engine used for any purpose on the job or related to the job shall be equipped widi 
a inufHer ofa type recommended by tiie manufacturer. No internal combustion 
engine shall be operated witiiout a muffler. 

S-CON27 Grading and construction contiactors shaU use quieter equipment as opposed 
lo noisier equipment (such as mbber-tired equipment ratiier than metal-tracked 
equipment] as mudi 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 tiie resident 
engineer before conslruction is hiitiated. The noise control plan shall indude an 
inventory of die equipment, Ihe estimated noise level at 50 feet for each major piece 
of equipment, calculations ofthe noise Levels at impacted sensitii'e receptors, and 
noise reduction measures for sensitive receptor locations whete die predicted noise 
levels exceed tbe ambient noise level by 5 dBA. 

Growth-Inducing Impacts None Required 
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Metro held a series of four public 

liearuigs in September/October of 2009 

to provide die public with an oppoilnnity 

to comment on die DEIS/DEIR which 

was circulated to the public for a 45-day 

period beginning on September 11,2009. 

Approximately 1,500 CDs containing die 

D[:IS/DE1R were mailed to stakeholders 

and 1V7 CDs containing the DEIS/ 

DEIR were mailed to public agencies, 

elected officials, and coniniunity groups. 

Hardcopics ofdie DEIS/DEIR was also 

made available at libraries widiin and 

adjacent to the corridor. Tlie four public 

hearings wete located in four different 

areas ofthe alignment to provide all 

residents and businesses an opportimity 

to attend. 

Tiiere were 1,234 cotnmeiits received from 

533 conunenters during die cirailation 

period for die DEIS/DEIR. Comments 

were received from federal, state, and local 

.agencies, elected officials, community 

organizations, transit advocates, and 

from members ofthe general public. 

Additional comments were received 

and recorded after the circulation period 

closed. Comments were received via fax, 

mail, e-mail, phone, and at each scoping 

meeting. Comments were recorded in a 

datab.ise widi the source, date, mediod of 

receipt, and issue area IdentiRed. 

Tlie majority of public comments received 

as 3 icsidt ofthe community outreach 

program expressed support for die LRT 

Altemative. A significant number of 

comments requested a below-grade 

alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard 
beuveen the Exposition Line and the 
Harbor Subdivision, especially the 
segment of the alignment between 48di 
Street and 59th Stieet. Tiiese comments 
sited traffic related impacts and pedestrian 
safety concerns, as well as street 
reconfiguration and landscaping. Public 
input reprding diis specific segment of 
Crenshaw Boulevard prompted a study 
ofa below-grade alignment dirough 
Park Mesa Heights between 48th and 
60th Streets. Based on the findings of 
this stiidy, it was determuied diat die 
emironmental effects of an at-grade 
alignment dirougli 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 conunenters and oral comments 

made by S3 speakers received dring 

the circulation period for the SDEIS/ 

RDEIR. Comments were received via 

mail, e-mail, phone, and the public 

hearings from federal, state, and local 

agencies, elected officials, community 

organizations, transit advocates, and 

from members ofthe general public. 

Tliey were recorded in a database widi 

the source, date, method of receipt, and 

issue area identified. One hundred 

ninety-seven ofthe total 198 comments 

received on the SDEIS/RDEIR were 

related to the Maintenance I'acilities, 

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 

i^^^!'^^''^-;,,t.~'^'?^!^.<^^;^''4' '-V' i ' 

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 U 





ffA/liVAr 
J o h n A. K m s , CP 
PwafegaT 
Law Oeparbnenf 

BNSP RaHway C»inpany 
2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3 
Foil Woitti, Te>as 76131-2828 

tel 817-352-2376 
tax 817-^52-2397 

Email - john.sl(nB®bntt.(»m 

May 11, 2012 

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

Re: %7B Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, Califomia 

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF") anticipates filing In the near future an exemption 
seeking Surface Transportation Board C'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 Oust south ofthe existing 
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles. 

As part ofthe 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 \Anth this abandonment has already been addressed 
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Conidor 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 ofthe 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/prolects/crenshaw com'dor/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 

Enclosures as stated 

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


cc via email: David Rankin - BNSF - david.rankin@bnsf.com 
Karl Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmorell@biHp.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Mark Norton - BNSF -mark.nortoniaibnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai@metro.net 

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


® 
Metrd 

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environment Impact Report 

Appendix K - Responses to Comments Received 

COMMENT: 10-16. Cityof Los Angeles, Department of Planning. 
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October 26.2009 

Mr, Roderick Diaz 
Project Manager, Crenshaw Tiansit Conidar Project 
Los Angeie$ County Metn^iolitan transit Authortty 
Ona Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

SUBJECT: DEPMITMEKT OF CITY PLANNING COMMENTS REGARDING 
THE CRENSHAW TRANSn CORRIDOR PROJECTDEISOJEIR 

The Los Angeles Department of Cl^ Planning (OCP> appracliales ttw opportunity to 
piovide commants relative to the D f ^ Environmentat impact Stafennent (OEIS) and 
Draft Environmentai Impact Report (DEIR) for condJdenaQon big the Lcs Angeles County 
^tet^apoEt^^ Transportation Authority (Metro) Board in s^ecSng a Locally Preferred 
Alternat'ive (IPA>fof flte Crenshaw Transit Confdor PrqjecL 

Tlie Crenshaw Transit Conidor Prpjeci, which is designed to traverse three of the City's 
39 Community Plan Areas (CPA)s will be predominately tocqted within ttte teundaciee 
of the West Adams - palciwin Hills - Leimert Community Ptan area. Thte pa r^ la r CPA, 
whk:h is currently tielna up(£atsd consislsnt with the Cit/« General Plan as part of Hie 
DCPs New Communfty Plan Ptogram, tdentifies.speclte goals, polictes and programs 
that seek to lioster tommuntly tiealth and $ustainab9jfy thnxigh the regeneration of 
complete neighixytioods where commeree and Industry are leuQalized, and historic and 
cultural N2en% are enhanced, alt through the creation of a n̂ hNOrtt of safe, muti-modat 
tinltages throughout the area. For this reason, the OCP strongly recommends thai the 
Project stifire to t>e consistent with tttese goals: t w ^ adopted and emerging-

Sased on levjew of the document and reoognizir^ ihe Prqtecfs potential to fadtitate 
attainment of these goals, the f X ^ connments are as fbUowst 

1. Altgnmant > The DCP strongly supports the implementation of thEs strategic 
norfh-aouOt franspottation faciti^ providing the critical tink toward further fiilf9Gng 
effective connectivity within the regionat iransiwrtation system as wett es 
enabling future oppdrtuncties for strat^c economic and sesQietic enhanoenient 
of the Crenshaw Corridor.: 

August 2011 
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Los AngeleB Department of City Planning 
Crenshaw Transit Conidor DEJSrOEIR Comments 
October 23.2O09 
Page 2 

2. Mode - Of the ft>ur dpGons consideted. the DCP befeves that a MgjM Rait Transit 
(LRT] atfernative over the No-Suild. Transportalion Systems Management f T ^ ) 
or Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) altematives should t>e vteMad, as the optimal mode 
toward achieving meaningful mass transit along Crenshaw Boulevapd. In this 
regard, Lf^T can provide Ow- putiDc with a high quality syslem offering speed, 
^(efy, access and convenient Snkages to existing LRT lines, and eEfectivety 
connecting swiounding neigMaorhoods to destinations throughout greater Los 
Angeles incftidir^ the International Adrport and downtown Los Angeles. 

Grade Separations - The OCP further recommends that, if eeonomicafty 
feasible, Metro construct the IRTmode beEoHr̂ cade within'ihe boundaries of the 
West Adanis - Baldwin Hilts - Leimert Comnurnity Flan area, and especially 
through the historic neighborhoods of Leirnert Patl< and Hyde Parfe 'as deilneabad 
through design opflons 4 and 6, as weU as Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, 
Victmia Park and osiers, shouM a northem ̂ gnment along Venice Boulevad to 
a station 9t Witehite/ l a Brea be selecfBd as a future phase. 

Furthermore, ihe DCP generalV opposes an aerial alignment as delinaated 
through the base LRT (and BR*^ aliematives as the. visual, noise, lighting and 
land use impacts to adjacent tow-scale neighboriwods would be sigruftoant If 
aeiial segments ate to be included in the LPA, their implementation within (he 
boundaries of the CPA should be limited only to tluse tight industr'tai and 
manufacturing areas located aksvg the Harbor Subdivision Railroad rfght-of^May 
where the elevated facility has the best potentfal to be adequately buffered fIrom 
nearby residential nei^iborhoods. 

To Bns end, DCP strongly recwnmends that Metro move to secure full 
.djandonment of ^ e)dsting Burilngfon Northem Sante Fe (BNSF) tracks within 
B»e Hartxir Subdivision Fiaitcoad right-of-way in order to accommodate an at-
grade and prdisrably tntow-grade design option in comtnnatlon with the creation 
of a greenway conidor, which would pnavide much needed lecreafitjnel open 
space for reskl^tts and employees in the area. 

Should at-grade LRT (or BRT) segments be included as part of the LPAi the 
highest consideration for safisty retat^e to pedestrian crossings, as welt as 
streetscape boautfTication that is consiistent vwlh the Crenshaw Conidor Specific 
Plan and iMid-Crfy Cren^iaw Vfision S tmpfementation PEan shouU be realized 
Owoughout the design and constiudipn of the pro|ecL Cn particular, 
implementaton of "green streef principles ftiat coordbiate landscaping, 
hacdscar^, street ligMing, street furniture and art in pubSc places, as welt as 
aie inclusioft of bilce lanes/rbutes Vhe& support the aty's adopted and emerging 
Bicycle Plan shoutd alt be addressed. 

Stab'on Area Planning - The DCP further favors the Indusioa of beiow-grade 
stations at Crenshaw/ Vemon as well as Cn&nshaw^ Martin LMier K I i ^ Jr. 
(Design Option &) to connect the Baldwin HiHs Crenshaw Plaza s i t t i n g oenEer 
and l.eimert Park VNiage to the Bne effectivety fn a context sensitive manner, tn 
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Los Angales Departm^ of City Planrdng 
Cranshaw Transit COiridor DEIS/DEIR Comments 
October 26,2009 
Pago 3 

this, .regard, stations should sicorporate the higttest degree of excellence .in 
archite^urat and envirpnmenial design and s a l ^ as wett a i adhere to a High 
level of quaiOy in cORStmctibn and material m^hods towant reinforcing the 
distint^e r^racter of esfabiehed neighbdihood districts. 

SimBarty, a betow-grade station at the Crenshaw/ Exposition Blvd. temiinus is 
afso recommended due to the severa traffic delays, safety concerns and 
aesthetic challenges assodated with an ^-^rade aUgnment as well as the 
potential negative impacts to fiiture development due to Ste encroachment ofthe 
nsquined turning radius-onto parcels directly ac^ccnt to the south across from the 
Expo LRT stafon portate. 

in conclusion, the OCP strongly supports the implementation of this impoFfBrft transit 
project ill that Jt will better arable Crenshaw Boulevard to function effectively as the 
fflijItE-madaii commerciat i ^ e of South Los Angeles and effectively Rnk nearby 
neighborhoods to numerous aciivity, recreation and emptoyment desHnatiocis 
throughout greater Los Anodes thereby ensuring equly ^ access toward future 
economic and environmental sustainabitify!«- ihe'ies^a 

Sincerely. 

S. GAlL GOLDBERG, AtCP 
Director of Planning 

Cc: Coundlmember Bernard Patlts, Council District 8 
CounctEmember Herti Wesson, Council District 10 
Cediia V. Estolano, Oiief Executive ORicer, Con'tfnunify Redevelopment Agency 
Rjta Robinson, General Manager, D^jartment of Transpottetlon 
Oebidi. B. Alien, General ti/tanager. Environmental Affairs Departmeni 

FAR:!lNC:ct 
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tfjt /£ î jK y John A. Sims, CP BNSF Hallway ComiMny 
^ ' ^ PaiB/flsra/ 2600 Lou Menk Drive-AOB-3 

LawOeparffnwir FortWorth.Taxas 76131-2828 
lei 817-352-2376 
fax 817-352-2397 
Email -Joto.slms®bn»f. com 

May 11, 2012 

Rlchaixj J. Bruckner, Director 
Department of Regional Planning 
County of Los Angeles 
1390 Hall of Records 
320 West Teinple 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 line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Mlle|x>st 
7.95 Gust north of West 67* Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 Qust south ofthe existing 
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles. 

As part ofthe 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 
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: 
httD://www.metro.net/proiects/crenshaw conidor/crenshaw-feis-felr/ 

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! 

)ohn A. Sims, CP 
Paralegal 

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


Enclosures as stated 

CO via email: David Rankin - BNSF - david.rankin@bnsf.com 
Kari Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmoreH@billD.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Mark Norton - BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai@metro.net 

mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmoreH@billD.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:mark.norton@bnsf.com
mailto:chanai@metro.net
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COMMENT: S.10-10. Richard J. Bruckner, Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Regional Planning 

Planning for the Challenges Ahead 
RichatdJ.Bmcfcner 
Director 

April 4, 2011 
S10-10 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Ik̂ anager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

RE: LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTIUIENT OF REGIONAL PLAt«iNtNG COIUIMENT 
ON CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSFT CORRtOOR PROJECT SDEtSJROEIR 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

Your agency requested the Department of Regional Planning to review and comment on ihe 
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project Supplemental Draft Environmental impact 
Statement/Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (SOEtS/RDEIR). Regional 
Planning has reviewed the SDEIS/RDEIR evaluation of four proposed maintenance facility 
sites and their potential impact on paddands and cultural resources listed or eiigibte for 
listing in the National Register of IHIstoric Places (NRHP) along Ihe proposed north-south 
light rail transit (LRT) corridor, 

Regional Planning concurs with the SDEIS/RDEIR analysis (hat the LRT corridor is suilat>Ie 
as the locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) and that any potential environmentat impacts 
from the four proposed maintenance facility sites on parldands or cultural resources will not 
be adverse. None of ttie four proposed maintenance faculty sites are located in the 
unincorporated County of Los Angeles, however, the Arbor Vitae/Beilanca and 
Manchester/Aviation sites are urithin a mile of the unincorporated community of Lennox and 
the Marine/Redondo Beach and Division 22 Northem Expansion sites are within a mile of 
the unincorporated community of Del Aire. While the communities are not physJcalty 
connected to the proposed maintenance facility sites, the SDEIS/RDEIR demonstrates that 
these sites are sufficiently distant from the unincorporated communities of Lennox and Dei 
Aire to have less-than-significant impacts on their existing land uses. 

Sincerely, 

Richer/J^^rucl(ner 
Direct! 

RJB:JS:MSH:msh 

320 WestTemple Street«Los Angeles, CA 90012 • 2 1 3 - 9 7 4 ^ 1 1 • Fax: 213-626-0434 • TDD: 213-617-2292 
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/ f J i / l iVA r JohnA..SimS) CP 

LawO^rfmenr 

BNSP RaMwiiy Company 
2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3 
Foit Worth, Texas 76131-282e 
tel 817-352-2379 
rax 817-352-2397 

Email john.simsQbnsr.com 

May 11, 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, Califomia 

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, Califomia, 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 ofthe requisite environmental report, BNSF needs to knovv 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, 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: 
httD://www.metro.neyDroiects/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 

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


Enclosures as stated 

CC via email: David Rankin - BNSF - david.rankin(@bnsf.com 
Karl Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmorelliS?l̂ llD.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Mark Norton - BNSF - mark.norton(abnsfcom 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai(5imetro.net 
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COMMENT: 10-07. Department o f Conservation, Division o f Oil, Gas and Ceothermal Resources. 

NA^Miftl gESOURCKAGtNCT 

lD-7 
ARIMOLO jCHWABZEMtCGEB, GOVMNOIt 

DEPARTMENT OF C O N S E R V A T I O N 
orvrstOM OF o a , GAS A N D GEOTHERMAL SESOOKCES 

SBItOwoBlsAvenue • W : « m • CfPHai.Cfi fOl i t i^.ntTlf- ' . r i ) 

PHONE T u i i H a t f m MX n * i a n - M a * WCtin; ccfowallsncogev 

Octoi>er30,2009 

Mr. Roderick Draz 
Los Angeles County Traneportatton Authortty 
One Gateway Pfaza. MS S9-22-3 
Los Angdbs, CA 90012 

Subfect Draft Enwonitientat Impact Report for tiie Crenstiaw Transft Corridor 
PraiecL SCH# 2007091148 

Dear TMr. Diaz: 

Tbe Department (^ Conservation's Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothennal Resburce« 
(Division) tias4«viewed the atjove referenced Draft Environmental Impact Report for the 
Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project We offer the following comments for your 
oonsideration. 

The Division is mandated t>y Section 310S ofthe PulilJc Resources Coda (PRO) to 
superv&e the drilling, operation, malntenanoe, and plugging wnd abandonment of weBs 
for the purpose of preventing-. (1) damage to life, heal^, property, and natural 
resources; (2) damage to underground and surface waters suitabte for irrigation or 
domestic use; (3) loss of o3, gas, or resenrofrenergy; and (4) damage to oa and gas 
deposits by infiltrating water and other causes, furthermore, the PRC vests in the State 
Oil end Gas Stqaervisor (Suparvleor) the aufiioiity to rogutate ̂  manner of drilling, 
operation, maintenance, and abandonment of oil and gas welis so as to conserve, 
protect, and prevent vrasf e of these resources, while at the same time encouraging 
operators to apply viable methods for the purpose of increasing the ultimate recovery of 
ojt and gae. 

The scope and content of Infonnafton that Is germane to the Division's responsibaity are 
contained in Section 3000 et seq, of the Public Resowcee Code {PRC>, and 
adminisfraiiva regulations under Tide 14. Division 2, Chapter 4, of the CafifornJa Code of 
Regulations. 

Tlie proposed prpject is located wftbin the administrative tjoundaries ofthe El Segundo, 
Potrero, Inglewood, and La Clenegas oil fwlds. There are numerous active. Idle, pt^gged and 
abandoned wetJs within or in proximity to the project boundaries. The weds are identified on 
Division maps SHid in Division records. The Division recomnwnda that all welts within or in 
close proximity to project boundaries be accurately plotted on future project maps. 

n * Dtpartmem ofConmnaOon's iwssitm ir n beltmce today's Aon& wiA /IWHWKIW'* diallengei emdjba&' htegigms. jBi*«dwHn 
anftsPaenil ttte ofCellfornUi 's ma^v. laui snJminerni ntseuinets 

August 2011 
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lUlr. Roderick Diaz, Los Angeles CountyTraneporfation Authority 
October 30,2009 
Page 2 

Buiidtng over or in the proximity of idle or plugged and abandoned vuefe should be avoided if at 
ati possible. If this is not pdssibte, tt may be necessary to plug or re-pfctg weHs to current 
Division specfGcations. Also, the Slate OS and Gas Supervisor is authorised to onier tiie 
reabandonment of previously plugged and abandoned wefls when construction over or in the 
proximity of wells could resuR in a hazard (Section 3208.1 of the Publio Resources Code). IF 
abandonment or reabandonment is necessary, the cost of operations is the responsibi% of 
the owner of the property upon which the structure wi8 be located. Finalty. if construction over 
an abandoned welt :& unavoidable an adequate gas ven&ig system should be placed over the 
well. 

Furfhemnore. if any plumed and abandoned or unrecorded wells are damaged or uncovered 
during excavation or grading, remedial plugging operaBons may be required. If such damage 
or discovery occurs, tfie Di\4slon's district office must be contacted to obtain information on the 
requirements for and approval to perfomn remedial operations. 

To ensure proper review of building projects, the Oitrision has pubUshed an informational 
packet entitled. "ConstrucBon Project Site f^evlew and Well Abandonment Pracedure" that 
outlines the infonnation a project developer must submit to the Orvision for review. Developers 
shoirid contact the Division Cypress district oftrce for a copy of the site-review p8cl<eL The 
locat planning department should verilV that final building plans have undergone Division 
review prior to the start of construction. 

Thank you for tiie opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Report tf you have 
questions on our oomnienls^ or require technical assistance or information, please call me at 
tho Cypress disfrict office; 6816 Consorate Avenue, Suite 200, Cypress. CA 90630-4731; 
phone (714) 816^847. 

Sincerefy, 

Paul Frost 
Associate Oil & Gas Engir^er 
Division of OS, Gas and Geothermai Resources 
District 1 - Cypress 

cc: State Ctearingliouse 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento. California 95ft12-3044 

Adele Lagomarsino - Division Headquarters 
Sacramento 

C R E N S H A W / L A X T R A N S I T C O R R I D O R P R O J E C T 
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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 endangered species that may occur within the 
footprint of a rail line abandonment project in Los Angeles County, California. We now liave an automated species list 
generator available for use by tfie public. Please use the following link to access this tool: 

http://ecos .fws. gov/ipac/ 

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 reconnnnend 
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 Wildlife Sen/ice 
6010 Hidden Valley Road. Suite 101 
Carlsbad. CA 92011 
(760)431-9440x307 
ionathan d snvder@fws.aov 

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


Sims, 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: pid 6413.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 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, Califomia 93003 
(805) 644-1766 ext. 316 
fax (805) 644-3958 

Forwai-ded by Rick Farris/VFWO/Rl/l~WS/DOI on 05/23/2012 09:17 AM 

ecos-
support@fws.gov Torick farris@fws.gov 

05/23/2012 06:47 cc 
AM 

SubjectOfficial Species-list requcsi 

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 has 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


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 infonnation for your project is available online and listed below for 
the following FWS Field Offices: 

CARLSBAD FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE 
6010 HIDDEN VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 101 
CARLSBAD, CA 92011 
(760) 431-9440 

VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE 
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B 
VENTURA, CA 93003 
(805) 644-1766 

Project Name: 
BNSF abandonment 

OS/23/2012 Infonnation, Planning, and Conservation SysWm (IPAQ Page I of 4 

Version 1.4 



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Natural Resources of Concern 

Project Location Map: 

Project Counties: 
Los Angeles, CA 

Geographic coordinates (Open Geospatial Consortium Weil-Known Text, NAD83): 
M U L T I P O L Y G O N (((-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) 

Version 1.4 
2 of 4 



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Natural Resources of Concem 

Endangered Species Act Species-list 

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

Species that may be affected by your project: 

Amphibians - , , • , ' 

Califomia red-iegged frog {Rana draytonii) 
Population: Entire 

Threatened species mfp Ventura Fish And 
1 Wildlife Office | 

Birds , ' 1 

Califomia Least tern {Sterna antillarum browni) 

Coastal Califomia gnatcatcher 
UjPolioptila califomica califomicd) 

Least Bell's vireo {Vireo beltiipusillus) 

Light-Footed Clapper rail (Rallus longirostris levipes) 
Population: U.S.A. only 

Southwestern Willow flycatcher 
{Empidonax traillii extimus) 

Westem Snowy plover 
(Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) 

Population: Pacific coastal pop. 

Endangered 

Threatened 

Endangered 

Endangered 

Endangered 

Threatened 

species info 

species info 

species infp 

species info 

species info 

species info 

Carlsbad Fish And 
1 Wildlife Office | 

1 Carlsbad Fish And | 
Wildlife Office 

Ventura Fish And 
[Wildlife Office 

[ Carlsbad Fish And 
Wildlife Office 

Ventura Fish And 
Wildlife Office j 

1 Carlsbad Fish And 
Wildlife Office 

[Crustaceans 

Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus woottoni) 

j Vemal Pool fairy shrimp {Brancitinecta fynchi) 

Endangered 

Threatened 

species info 

species info 

Ventura Fish And 
Wildlife Office, 
Carlsbad Fish And 
[wildlife Office 

Ventura Fish And 
[wildlife Office 

Flowering Plants 

Brand's phacelia {Phacelia stellaris) Candidate species info Carlsbad Fish And 
1 Wildlife Office 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Natural Resources of Concern 

Califomia Orcutt grass {Orcuttia califomicd) 

Spreading navarretia {Navarretiafossalis) 

Endangered 

Threatened 

species info 

species info 

Ventura Fish And 
Wildlife Office 

Ventura Fish And 
Wildlife Office 

Insects 

El Segundo Blue bulterHy (Euphilotes battoides allyni) Endangered species info Carlsbad Fish And 
Wildlife 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 Ofnce 

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) ofthe 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 infonnation is summarized below. 

Please reference onr 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 IPaC site at regular intervals during 
project planning and implementation for updates to species-lists and information. An updated 
list may be requested through the IPaC 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: / /wvw.fws.gov/endangered/esa-l ibrary/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 infonnation 
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 Ihe 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 

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 tlie following ofnce(s): 

VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE 

2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B 

VENTURA, CA 93003 

(805)644-1766 

TAILS consultation code': 08ECAR00-2012-SLI-O378 

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 at>andonment 

Project location map: 

UlilEf-i^!:^ 

Project coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-118.37773579 33.95901061,-118.3784152 33.9258671,-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 

Generated by ttie Infonnation, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05^3/2012 07:48 AM 
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•O^isr.?,-
United States Department of Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

Project name: BNSF abandonment 

Endangered Species Act Species-list 
Brand's phacelia (Phacelia stellaiis) 

Listing Status: Candidate 

California Least tern (Sterna antlllaivm brawni) 

Listing Status: Endangered 

Coastal California gnatcatcher (Pofioptila califomica califomica) 
Listing Status: Ttireaiened 

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

Light-Footed Clapper rail (Rallus longirostiis levipes) 
PoputatJon: U.S.A. only 

Listing Status: Endangered 

Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus woottoni) 

Listing Status: Endangered 

Western Snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) 
Population: Pacific coastal pop. 

Usting 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, Plaiming, 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, 08EVEN00-2012-SLI-0354, in future reference to this 
project to assist in expediting the process. 

http:/ /www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-l ibrary/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 infonnation 
reg^ding 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 biixis) in your project area. 
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United States Department of Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

Project name: BNSF at>andonment 

This Species-list document is provided tiy: 

VENTURA FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE 

2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B 

VENTURA, CA 93003 

(805)644-1766 

Expect additional Species-list documents from the following offlce(s): 

CARLSBAD FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE 

6010 HIDDEN VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 101 

CARLSBAD, CA 92011 

(760)431-9440 

TAILS consultation code: 08EVEN00-2012-SLI-0354 

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 

Project location map: 

Project coordinates: 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 counties: Los Angeles. CA 

Generated by (he Infonnation, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System on 05/23/2012 07:46 AM 
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' ^ ^ i 
^K United States Department of Interior 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

' ^ f i " ' ^ S ^ ^ Project name: BNSF abandonment 

Endangered Species Act Species-list 
California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia califomica) 

Listing Status: Endangered 

California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii) 

Population: Entire 

Listing Status: Threatened 

Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus) 

Listing Status: Endangered 

Riverside fairy shrimp (Streptocephalus tvoottoni) 

Listing Status: Endangered 

Southwestern Willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) 

Listing Status; Endangered 

Spreading navarretia (Navanetia fossalis) 

Listing Status: Tlireatened 

Vernal Pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) 

Listing Status: Tlireatened 
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ojm f f i/u^ K MMk A. Shns, CP BNSF Railway Company 
^ Paralegal 2600 Lou Menk Drive - A0B.3 

LawDepartment Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828 
tei S17-352-2376 
bx SI 7-352-2397 

Email -iohn.sini3@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 (SuthNo. 483X); BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, Califymia 

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSF") anticipates filing in the near future an exemption 
seelting Surface Transportation Board ("STB") authority in the above-referenced docicet 
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost 
7.95 Gust north of West 67* Street curbline) to Milepost 13.25 Qust 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 Conidor 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 ofthe 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 following 
web link: 
httD://www.metro.net/proiects/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 

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 - kmorell@billD.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Mark Norton - BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai@metro.net 
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COMMENT: 10-06.1. United States Department oflnterlor. 

10-6 

United States Department ofthe Interior 

EROQî ei 

OFPICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WMhingion, DC ^240 

FEB 1 & 201S 

9043.1 ^' 
PEP/NRIW 

:iecA 

Mr. Rodoffck Diaz, Protect Manager 
Los Angeles CourAy ̂ tetropontaR 

Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Ptaza, M/S 89-22-3 
Los Angeles. California 90012-2852 

Dear Mr. Diaz: 

The Department of the Interiar (Oepartment) has revtewed the Draft Environmental 
trrtpact Statement (DEIS) for Improvements to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project 
In Los Angeles County, CalifomiB. We appFeciate your cortsideration of our tale 
comments. 

Saetten 4fft Commants 

General Commonfs 

The Department defers to the State Historic Preservation Offlceir for historic properties 
listed or eligible for ttsting on the National {Registerof Histoifc Places. Therefore, our 
Section 4(f) comments concem reccealionsa resources only. No wUdfife or witctfbwi 
refuges have been tdentifted wllhin the project area. 

Although the DEIS Section 4Cf> analysis seamed to begin welt by identlCying and 
describing parte and their attributes, tiie atffilysis unfortunately did not progress into a 
thorough discussion regarding Impacts to parks. 

We regret that there are no pictures of the parks discussed in Section 4.12 of Rie DEIS. 
This section also does not contain any visual stmulations shomng the parks after project 
construction. If other parts of the DEIS contain such pictures or visuat simulations, these 
shoutd be cited in Section 4.12. Without pictures or visual slmuiations, it is very difficirit 
to vfsuaiize impacts. If any, lo parks. Moreover, as discussed beiow. visual impacts do 
not appear to have been considered at ali. 

Under Sectton 4.12.3.1 Methot^iogy on page 4-356, dirai^ impacts are narrowly 
defined as'phystcai aoquisitkin, dispiecementor leloca&in of psuitland....' end Indirect 
impacts!' are similariy defkied as Biose Invotvegng] changes (o pedestrran or vehicular 
access." Visual impacts ahouJd be added to the list under both definitions, because stR:h 
Impacts can be significant. 

Bus Rapid Transit AlternaUve ami LalmertPark, Edward Vincent Jr. Park, and 
Grovfltea Parit 

C R E N S H A W / L A X T R A N S I T C O R R I D O R P R O J E C T 
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Metro 

The Bus Rapid Transit {BRT) exciusiwe busway would be located on the southern edge 
of Edwaid Vtnoant Jr. Park. The DEIS stales that acquisition of a strip of parkterid 
adjacent to the exisGng railroad would be required and result in the removal of two rows 
of pajm trees. However, the DE4S does not state the actual acreage needed for 
acquisition, which wcxDd have been heipfid In quantrlying the percentage of tand needed 
con^ared with the overalt pafk size. 

The DEIS also states, "Tbe area within the park to be acquired consists of a heavJy 
landscaped edge that is not suitable for recreational uses." This appears to be a 
concliisory statement that Is not supported by further discussron of the ^nffioance and 
purpose of the patk, and how the landscaping may or may not contribute to a visitor's 
recreatkinal experience. Althou^ Unere may have been additona! discussion between 
flie proiect proponent and park owner/manager, which is not indicated in the DEIS, 
more thoughtful analysis is needed in ihe DEIS so that the publk; can weigh in on Ihe 
potential impacts. Characterizing the trees as "not suitable for <ecreational uses' 
disregards potential visual impacts to the park. In addition to visual Impacts, the 
proposed action shouki be analyzed in terms of the potential Impacts lo public 
recteaSonal use beyond the footprint of the acreage to be acquired. 

Edward Vincent Jr. Park has received Federal funding assistance from the Land and 
Water Consen/ation Fund (LWCF) Program and therefore may not be converted to any 
use other than public outdoor recreatton Without approval of Ihe Department of ttte 
Interior and the State Department of Parks and Recreation. Conversfon requirements 
for LWCF-assisted parks are found in 35 CF.R. Section SB and In the LWCF State 
Assistance Program Manual. These requirements include the replacement of parkland 
ihat is of at least equal fair market value and that is of reasonably equivalent usefulness 
and k>catk}n. As mentioned above, the analysis of park impacts is iiadequate to 
detenrtne the acceptability of the converston and the total conversion acreage. 
Although this EIS process shouM provide tho NEPArCompliant basis for a Federal 
decision on a conversion proposal, no discussion ofthis requirement has been prbvkJed 
In the DEIS. 

On page 4-358, the DEIS stales. "The Vernon Station woifld be kwated in dose 
proximity to Leimert Park, whreh could potenUally provide a benefit by increasing the 
park's accessibility." Rrel, II would be helpful if the DEIS stated the specific distances of 
the stations to ail of the parks within the 0.25-mae analysis corridor. Based on Figure 4-
4&, Vemon Station appears to be extremely close to Leimert Parte Second, the quoted 
language represents another condusory statement that ts not supported by specific 
evidence. WiBioul more informalion, one eouW just as easily cpnctude Ihat the parti wiH 
be inundated wtth riders in a concentrated area, impacting the recreational experience 
of the typtaal pari< visitor if no further planning and mWgatton occurs. We encourage tt>e 
prcgect proponent to lake into account the number of additional people boarding at or 
e)dtln9 Vemon Statfon and the Impacts this may have on L«mert.^h» especially 
because it appears to be a predominantly natural park, with f ^ J c tables, benches, and 
a decorative fountain, and is only 1.9 actes In size. 

We have similar concerns forGrevaiea Parti, whteh appears to be very ctose to La Brea 
Station; Edwaid Vincent Jr. Parts, which is dose to West Ststton; and Rogers Parit 

C R E N S H A W / L A X T R A N S I T C O R R I D O R P R O J E C T 
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Recreetion/'Communlty Center, which .appears to be approximately the same distance 
from La Brea Statton as Greviitea Park, based on Figure 4-4S. Notedly. Rogers Parti 
Recreatton/Community Center is not idenfified atong witli GreviHea Park as tmb\Q 
polent^l Impacts from La Brea Station. See Page 4-358, fourth full paragraph. Greviilea 
Park is a smaller 1.S-acre parti, and appears to be a predon^nantty natural parii; 
Sierefore, d o ^ proximity to La Brea Station could have potenSaily negative effecls. 

Finally, there Is very IRtle discusston of Harold A. Heniy Parti, Washington Irving Podiet 
Park, and Rogers Parti RecreatlonfCommunity Center. They are indiredly ment'oned In 
the statement; The remaining four parits widiin 0.25-nf)ile of the BRT alignment would 
not be adversely affected." See page 4^58. Washington in/Ing Pocket Park, a O.l-aoe 
natural park, is ftx^tod approximately 400 feel from the BRT aBgnment. Similarly, 
Harold A. Henry Parfi, a 3-acre parii with ehiidren's play area and picnk; tables is 
located approximately 1,000 feet ftom fha BRT aSgrnnent. 

Potential impacts could result, depending on a variety of factors, including the distance 
of the station from the parti, additional stops near the parii that are atong the alignment, 
the size of the park, and the paili's recreational attributes. These impacts should be 
covered In the DEIS. 

In short, the DEIS does not pmvide enough clear intormation to verify potential impacts. 
As noted above, without any pictures, more detailed maps, visuaE simulations of the 
patk, and additional discussion, it is difficuh to fully understand the potential impacts. 

Base LRT Alternative and Edward Vincent .fr. Parfc and GrevllEea Parti 

For this alternative^ we have concerns simitar to those stated above for the BRT 
Alternative. For exampte. the DEIS states that the proxinnty of West StaUon to Edward 
Vincent Jr. Park wlS 'potentially increasEej the park's accessibility." However, the DEIS 
does not further expound on this. Tlie DEIS makes a ̂ nilar statement about La Brea 
Station wKh regard to Greviilea Parti. 

Design Options 

For the LRT AttemaSve Design Option 3,. the DEIS states that existing palm trees Ihat 
rr^ht be removed are located in a "heaviy landscaped edge that Is not suiteble fbr 
recreational uses." Page 4-360. As we indteate above for ttie BRT Altemative, this 
stetement does not reflect any conskferatton of potential visual impacts. 

Mitigation Measures 

Tho DEIS concludes that there are no adverse Impacts; therefore, no mitigafon 
measures are required." hi our opinion, the Sectktn 4(f) analysis Is Inadequate and lacks 
enough information and fixKightfttI analysis. We are unatiie to agree that no n^igatlon 
measures are required. ~ We are also unable to agree to the ap^caiion of de minings 
without demonstrating any consMeralton of mitigatton measures to minimize impacts 
{e.g., su^esllng removal of the palm trees within Edward Vincent Jr. Parti wmxiut at 
toast replanting or revegetating the area). Pn^sing no mitigation measures at ali 
seems to miss tlie point of using de mSniims appropriatety to bypass the need for a ful 
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Section 4{f) altematives analysis, while responslt^ and adequately addressing Ennjasts 
to partis. 

Section S(i) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund A d <LWCF} 

As noted above, Edward Vincent Jr. Peili has received LWCF funding assistance. 
Therefore, no conversion of property to a non-recreational use may occur without the 
approval ofthe Department and the Gatlfomia Department of Partis and Recreatton. 
Also, r^iacement property of at least equal fair rnarket vakie and reasonably equivalent 
useMness and kxatton is required. To resolve this issue, ptease contact the California 
Department of Paries and Recreatton. dltce of Grants and Locat Senî tces, PO Box 
942896, Sacramento, CA 94296-0001; phone (916) 653-7423. You may also contact 
Mr David SiegenHialer. National Park. Sen/ice, Paciric West Regional Office, 1111 
Jackson Street, Suite 700, Oakland, CA 94607; phone: (&10) 817-1324, Fax: (510) 817-
1505; email: David SieQBnthafer<anos.qQV. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. For quesitons concerning 
these comments, please contect Ms, Kelly Powell,. Nattonal Park Servtoe, Pacific West 
Regional Offtoe-Seatae, 168 3. Jackson St, 2^" Ftoor. Seattle, WA 98104-2853; phone 
{206)220-4106, fax: (206)447-4246; email: tellv P 

Director, Oflice of Btvirol! 
Policy and Compliance 

cc: 
Mr. Ray TelQs 
Federal Transit Administiation, Region iX 
Los Angeles Metropolitan O^ce 
888 S. Figuenae St., Suite 1850 
Los Angeles. CA 90017 

Mr. idttn Kirk Mukri 
General Manager 
Qty of Los Angeles Department of 

Recreation and Parks 
221 N. Ffgueroa St., Suite 700 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Mr. Kevin L. Kawkfns, Director 
City of Engtewood 
Department of Partis^ Recreatton and 

Community Services 
One Manchester Bivd. 
Inglewood, CA 90301. 
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Pwaiwt'f 
LawDepament 

BNSF Ralhmiy Company 
2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3 
Fort Worth, Texas 7S131-2B28 

tel 817-3S2-2376 
fax 817-352-2397 

Email - john.sims@bnsr.eom 

May 11, 2012 

Ms. Christine Lehnertz, 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. 48330; BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, Califomia 

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 Oust south of the existing 
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles, 

As part ofthe 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 Con-idor Project in a Final Environmental Impact Report / 
Final Environmental Impact 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 ofthe subject railroad line and a list of agencies that were 
contacted in preparation ofthe report. The entire report can be viewed at the following 
web link: 
http.//www. metro, net/proiects/crenshaw conidor/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 

mailto:john.sims@bnsr.eom
http://http.//www
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Mark Norton - BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai@metro.net 
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COMMENT: 10-19. County o f Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation. 

COTJNT Y OP LOS A M G B L E S 

DFJ'AR'rMCNT OF fAlUCS AND RECREATJW 
'Creolinff Commonly Tltroagti P6opl», Partes and Pfogramsr 

Rust <juint>y. Director 

October 21.2009 

Sent VH tatiair. diqyod^rrokg&mefao.net 

Mr. Roderick Diaz 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County • 
Metropolitan Transpoita&in Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 00012 \ 

Dear KAr. Diaz: i 

DRAFT B i V l R O N M a f r M . fMPACT STATEMBIT/ 
DRAFT EN\nRONM£HTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEiS/OaR^ 

FOR THE C>»£NSHAW TRANSrr CORRIDOR 

Tha Department of Parks and Recreation has reviewed the atxive project for potential 
impact on the fadtities under the jutisdictton c f the Department. We have determined 
that the proposed project will not alTecf any Departmental tadiities. 

Thank you for inciudiing this Department in the environmentai review process. Ef v/e 
may be of further assistance, picase ccsjiact me at (213) 3$1-5't27 or 
|vom@oaffcs.lacountv.oov. 

Sincerely. 

Jr^- f^ 
Julie Yom 
Parte Planner 

JY:tts/(Baponse raojo 

c: Parks and Recreation (N. E. Garcia, L Ketnley. J. Rupert} 

<>i)inning tstA DevHofmooi Asenty • S10 South v«niuiiit Av« • lx» Ausples, CA 9Q07.O-39TS '(211') M u s i n 
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o^/fia/^y John A. Sima, CP BNSP Railway Company 
n j ^ f t - n ^ ^ r Paralegal 2500 Lou IMenK Dr ive-AOB^ 

Law Departrnent FoitWorth, Texas 76131-2828 
tel B17<352-2376 
bx 817-352-2397 

Email ioim.5irns@msf.co1n 

May 11, 2012 

U.S. EPA Region 9 
75 Hawthome Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

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

BNSF Railway Company ("BNSP) anticipates filing in the near future an exemption 
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") ai4thority in the above-referenced docket 
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, California, beginning at Milepost 
7.95 Oust 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 
CNPDES") pennits 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 ofthe report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link: 
http://www.metro.neVproiects/crenshaw con'idor/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, 

^U^-L-. 
John A. Sims, CP 
Paralegal 

mailto:ioim.5irns@msf.co1n
http://www.metro.neVproiects/crenshaw
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COMMENT: 1002. United States Environmental Protection Agency. 

0CT-26-28B9 HOB B3:12 PN llLS.£.P.ft m HO. 4tS9f?8026 P, 02/57 

# 4rfc % 

-J UNITED SPATES ENVUIONMGNTAL PAOTECTION AGENCY 
MOWNIk 

rs KawUioriM stioel 
San FHRciiM, CA 94»S-3mi 

10-2 

October 26,3009 

Mr.tUyTdiis 
Pedenl Tlwisrt AdministratioD 
1.0S Angeles MemqpoUtaii Oflice 
SBS S. FigueioA Street, Salte 1850 
Los Angeles, Ctli&Tnia 90017 

Subject: Draft EnvironmeHlsl IH^OCI Statement tot ihe CusnAaM Ttatatt Cocridor Projaci. 
Lo>A]igefw,Cahroma(CGC|«2009031S> 

DeacMr.TelUc 

Tbe Gavimnnenlal Pjvtoction Afibncy (EPA) l i u teviewed (be alnve^cfcceBced 
docometit panwxcA to the Natioiwl Ettvironmenfal Policy Act (NGPA},.Ccmncil cn 
&iwn»unBnUl.QoaIity (CEQ}iegulal)oiB (40 CFK ParU t SOO-1508). and Seeiion 309 of the 
Clean Air Act.O<ir4«Uitlcd comtFiMiittan enchMod. 

Wetonmiaad Oa FcdenO Ti»aut Admioisttjttion {FtA) wd (tue Los ADJJBICS County 
Metropoliisi TYanspoitation Authority (LACMTA) Ibr seeking A> inipmve publk ttaaj{ian9ition 
service, especially hi an vcA of hig^ tnuwl dDpandenco, h t ^ tnlBc cooseslion. wtt ia^tttteil 
air quality. 

We also aniteciats Ui«i the Draft Environmetitid Iinpact SUtount (DEIS) lUcs plain 
tangtiage and iUustnUve graphics to unHe 11M teclimcal iitfomiaiiao a n m easily vndeolood by 
tiifrpubUe. &I particulair, tho dieensiian orpreviaus and mgoiitg alternatives aoitjrsU ««t 
scicoaoft provides the pidilk and dcciiioamakvn wilb a gtiod siuianiary ortbe taaeSis and 
impacts of ^ » varioas altentativeg. bi tiie onfotng abcnaJi«es analysts puces*, SPA encouiagec 
FTA and LACMTA to eocisider the long-tena needs of. and pottatio! beneais to. the eommuiuty 
bi deteiminiiig tbe iouitty piefcned aOeautive £» the prefect 

EPA has aome concerns aboai Hie air ({lUtity anatsis fbr (he pwjecf and tias additional 
suggestions fof watet quality nopaet analysis aind miti^tioa. Thaetacci we have rated lisis 
dOGUmcne BC-S, Sanronmastel Concems, Jtisuffieieiil lufrnntition, Ple»« 5e« (he atlulied 
Jtailt^ Factors for a desciiptioA of ooi: rating system. 

/Hiimr«n KnftMn/rr 
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Wo ̂ prectite tlu oppoAwHy to reviaw this D ! ^ . VnMD the J%i^ EIS js reieaaed for 
public revMw, please send two copies to tha address above (mail code: CEB'S). Ifyoit have aiiy 
4ue£lJons.p[eatecQnt3ct'OuolynMalvthUl, the lead reviewer fiff this prc9e6l,ac415-947-3SS^ 
or nuiivAiIl.caroryti@epa.^v. 

Sincerely, 

^ KathleeitM.GoiSxft.Mana^r 
Baviromnenttl Review Ofiiec (CED'2) 

Ebclosures: 
Summary of SPA Rating OefinitioBS 
EPA's Detailed Ctxnioeais 

oc: Roderick Ditt, l4» Angetes Cooiity Melnpolitati Tnintpoitafion Authority 
Ray Sidcy$> Federal Trmiii Administralion 
Steve Smith, Soutii Coasl Air Quality Manaeement District 
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SPA DGTAlLBO COMMENTS ON l U S D R A T T BSiaftONhtEhnTAL INfPACT STAlBffi^Fr FOR 
TBE OtENSttAW tHAXSit OORSlQOIl PftOJECT, OCTOBER 36.20a» 

Ai r Quality 

Mr Quttti^ Momtoriag Data and Hoi ̂ e t A n d ^ 

Tbe Draft environmental Iiiqiscl Sfailement (DEIS) inetudes air quality 
monitoring data &r tbe years 2005 le 2007. Datff Ibr 2006 <o 200G is now avattabk and 
2007 to 2009 nay be available in lane for peblictdion of du Hnal £avinHnacidd IinpacI 
Staierneni (FCIS). Thia. updated dau will impocl ihe <leHsrtsinat(on of background 
conctauradonsofcaiboR moiiogtido(CO) and tubsdqucatbot^poi analysis. Mors 
'inlbrtnation ia available al ht̂ -yAvww.cBa.̂ ftv/ttiiiandsAHalBes.htmL 

In addition, while Table 4>26 indicates that die No Bii'dd, Trsnspoitatm Systems 
MaaagBumil (TSM), and Bu» Rapid Trinsit (BRT> altamatives would result in the same 
CO hot spot concentcatioitis the tsMo doesn't appear lib ineiude data for the Light EWI 
Transit (LRT) altemaUve. Ploase verify ia the FBtS what die 20J0 CO concegatraiiions 
would lie for tbe LRT altemative. 

BteommeaieSMia: 

« Ineiude up-Eo-dato numitorins daut in the FEIS. Update calculations of 
badc^FDond CO concenttstions and poietttial CO hot spots aiid iiiehide litis 
data, and sny measures to mittgale potential iraiMicts, in Hie fB£$. 

• Iitchide CO hot spot conccnbations Asuhing fiom ttio LRT alternative in tlw 
FEIS. 

Tbe DEIS does not iitoltide a paittoulafe matter (PM) hot spot analysis attd states 
that FHWA guidiuice says ihat *^ project may tosciveiudoal of tltoprojea-tevel 
analysis if the' build* vehicle ratks traveled (VMT) is less dtan at ci)aal to the 'no bwld' 
VMT." This statement tcfos lo a method that is no longer cutvent practice, A quaKiati ve 
PM hot spot analysis must be peifointBd tf a ptojeet is (ktennined to lie a '̂ project ofoHr 
quality concezB," See 40 CFK 9S.123 fornore infonnatian. 

kteommeailaSeM: 

* If tbe project lias beendeEermJaed to be a'^mjoct of air qutti^ concesn" then 
include in the FEIS a PM hot spot analysis aiid midgjUion measures proposed 
for any adverse impacts. 

Air Qualify CwfbemHy 

Tlie DEIS contains both general confonntty and tran^niiation confomii^ 
analyses. However, because the ptotiwct is proposed fo b» timdedin part by Fiedeed 
Toasit Adminisliatian (PTA) and federal Hl£^way Administration (FHWA) foiids. £FA 
believes tltal uansportation confonnuty tequitemems apply lo ttio pixijeci; rather tbax 

Page K-8 
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general coRfiirmity. We note Ihat both the thresholds listed in Table 4-24 and tCie 
detenonMaiton ofiui.aiLlveTse iiupaot î <mi LRT alicnialihw Npx'cnvissions; lefer to a 
ffaBfh\ confonnity aaalysisl The DEIS does not dearly identify what actins associaiod 
wtlh the {imposed project would xtquiR a general coofornuty discussion sod analysis, so 
H apptsm that the infotmatioa eeganlcng reglooal qperoliDg enilsatans is provided for 
purposes of disclosure. V/hile EPA apftrecioteslfae additional lAfonnsiioa provided for 
ifisctoswe, we note thai it is noia necessasy component ofthe conibrniity process for this 
pFcgect However, if additional funding, approval, or actioni by another ftdexal agency 
(besides FTA or FHWA) are antic^ated, tbe general coofonniiy analysis shoutd be 
included, 

f r FTA determines that a general confonnity analysis is in fact lequiredL then lite 
gcncial confonnity analysis on pages 4-1S3 and 4-1S3 chould be clanfied to discuss llie 
sowee ofthe tncrefisod NOy emissions fram thb pioposiHl rtgin. lait transit (LRT) line. 
FTA should also provide potential nHtigation neasuies for these impacts. 

XgeoHUKMAidttta: 

« IffcderalfiiDdJxigwadioa ton a fi:dersl agency otUeriban FTA and FHWA 
is aaticipated, piovidb flut infoiTaation in the FEJiS and include A general 
eoR&nuity analysis. Clari£|r the source of tBoeased HOic omissions fiom LRT 
and identify measures io reduce thoM impaecs. 

• IfFTAandFHWAanthoanty federal agoocies providing funding; approval 
or associated scuoJts fbr this prsject. a. geaciat conformity analysis is not 
necessary fez the picject. 

Greenhouie C^gr and Climate Ctenge 

Tbe section on glohsictiniMe cliang^ should be updated to xcllecc leceni actions 
by the Environmentat Protection Aĝ sncy (EPA). EPA recommeods thai ihe FEIS include 
the most cunent infonsaiion al the time of release of tlw FEIS. See 
litto://i>rwwjmtt.iMv/flimaiedhange/iniliativetftndex.htnil for cuireni infonnation. In 
particular, tbe following iidbmutioA sbonld b« included: 

• On June 30,2O09, HPA gcanled a waiver of Clean Air Ad preemption to 
(]Uifoniia for the state's g^venhouse gas (OHG) emission sfandaids for motor 
vehkfes begiRniRS with Ihe 2009 model year. 

• In Rsptmse to Ihe FY 200& Cottsoltdatod Appropriations Act (H.R. 2764; 
Piiblie Law 110-161), EPA has issued the final Mandatory Repoitiflg of 
OnenTiouse Gases Rule. Signed by the SPA Administracoar on September 22, 
2009, the rule requires that suppliers of fossil fttels and indtisfriat GHOs, 
manu&ctweis of vehicles and engine? outside ofthe )i£^t duty sector, and 
faoilitias that emit 25,000 melrie tons or mote of OHGs per year submit 
annaal loports to EPA; The rule is iiocnded to collect aeottraie and timely 
emissioiu data to guide luiture policy deersions on ctiraate change 

• On September IS, 2009,0>A and tlie DepacEmeat of Transportatioirs 
National Kigli«ray Tra£Ge Safety Admintsmtion (NHtS A) proposed a new 
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nauonalpcogBun that would reduce GHG emissioAS and improve .fuel 
economy forall new cars and tracks sold in «te United Stales. SPA proposed 
die Jfirsl national GHG emissions standards under the Cleaji Ait Act, and 
KHTSA proposed Coipocsto Aver^jje Fud Boonomy (CAFE) standards undcc 
the Energy Policy and Consecvafion Act. Thi» proposed natioii«t pro-am 
would allow automobile: manufochKcrs to build a singlo iighl-dttty aaiionat 
(leet Ihu satisges aH requiremnnrs under both Federal programs and the 
standards oCCalifotnia and othiSr stales. 

• Oo April 17,2009, aw EPA AdmlnislratorpioposSdtwoTelaiedFmding* 
under ilte Clean Air Act; an Bodangermera Finding tlut six key GHGs 
constitnte a tlveat lo human health and welfare, and a Cai^e and Coatrtbiue 
PindinA that four of ihcse O l G s aw emitted fiofn motor vehicles and 
comrtbuto to aui io^er ie concentrations, Tlfeconmeotperiod for ihis 
pnpo&af î loeed on Juoe23.2009. 

/taeommeudgtloH: 

m locltidft an updated discussion ofthe legulBtoryenvtioumeat for GHGs and 
climate Chang): i s the PBIS to tellect recent actions by EPA. 

Tbe DEIS atso stales diat tlift LRT aKeinattve would result in an tnerease in GHG 
emissions twmpabd w the Ko Build aUetnative. A ^ o a e oonvenatioa wilb Oc Los 
Angeles CoLuity l!t4elt«q>ob(aiT TVanspwtatioa Audiority (LACMTA) clarified Ihat Ihiŝ  
incnaso fluuld resuh from increased service firom "feeder buses" serving the LRT line. 
This expIanatioB should be included in the FEIS atone with suppcrting data and analyses. 
BPA also undersbnds that LACMTA has discussed tbe OHO modrilng results vititii die 
South Coast Air Quality ManagBment Dtslricl (SCAQMD) and that the modelins »«i l t s 
may be updated for tlie FEIS. Please include any apd»cd modeSng cesulis in the FEIS. 

Tbe dkcussion atso.3tales that new LRT stations would potentially lead to transit 
oriented developracnt (TO0> along Qu aUgmsBnt. encooraging increased use of the light 
tail s>«cin. The FEIS should discuss the tropfications thai TOD and increased transit 
ridership could have oa VMT and GHGs. 

SteommaufBtimn 

• bidude infbnnation Aout sourecs of GHGs associated with the LRT 
idteinative, any updated modeling results, and implications ofTOD OK GHG 
emissians in the FEIS. 

Mobile Source Ait Ttixies 

While flw project may decrease eonceoirations of nurbile sowce air toxics 
(MSATis) in ihe asea as a remit of inereaied transit tjdenhip imd lower automobile use, 
localised MS AT impacts may result ftom tncreaied cottgestioo at intecsectians whose 
level of service would decline as a i«sttlt of Ae project EPA encourages FTA and 
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LACMTA (0 consider wbcther sensitive roeeptois such as stboolt, faoSEHlals, or 
residential faeilitiee for ihe etderly, are located near Ibose intersections, and if so, 
implcmeat nutigatioi:! measures to proiea the impacted populations. 

ReaHnmenJatioufi 

• Delieixnioe whether incroased congestion at identiiied utteiscctions would 
result in MSAT impact! on any sensitive receptors in the vicinity of Uiose 
inteaections. 

» If advet se impacts would occur, pre^se initigaliou for tltose impacts and 
include this infomiation and mitigalion measures in the FEIS. 

Water Quality 

The DEIS stales tlutr (be study area drains indiiectly to Ballona. Creek and 
Domingae^ Crcelt, It alto states that Balloiut Creelc is a Clean Water Act (CWA) a03(d) 
listed impaired water body, but HM DEIS ooataitts m inciunpietB list of pollutants. 
Ballona Creek is currently CWA 303(d) listed as an impaired watedtody for cohfonm 
bactena, dissolved copper, cysulde. lead, selenium, toxicity, tnuh, viruses (enteric), and 
zinc. Balloiia Ctetk it no longec impaired by cadmiffia. Dominsuea Creek (tined p«ti(m 
above Vermoui Avenue) is CWA 303(d) listed for ammotiia, copper, diuinon, indicotor 
baeteda, lead, toxicity, and zinc. This ttpdsted iiifoiraAtum diotild be inehided in tbe 
FBIS. 

C«»uideting the existing impainaent of those local water bodies, EPA encoungu 
aggiessivfe effoits to miuiage stormwater runoff to miniuiize additionat introduction of 
polluioDla. EPA also encoungieii imptementation of "green infrastructure" in ona'ce 
stonnwater management. "Guen infiastnicturc'' mimics natural systems by abtoibing 
st«mwalef into tlu gratuut (infilttariim), using trees and other noiuraE vegeudoit to 
convert it to water vapor (evspotraiispiralion), and using tain banels or cisterns to capture 
and reuse stonnwatct. These natural piocosscs manage stormwaiter runoff in a way that 
indnlAins or restores the siic's nelunl bydiology. Feature; such as bioretcation areas, 
vegetated swales, poots pavemem, and Htler strips can serve as both stormwater 
treatoienl and visual eidiaaccmeDls in station areas. More deuiled infoanation on these 
fofflu of "green infrastructure" can be found at 
http:/fefpub.ena.eov/inidn8/lioiBe.cfia7orocram id°T2g&. 

KMommginlatioiif: 

• biclude cairent CWA 9Q3(d) inpatcment infomalioii in &tt FEIS. 
• bnpleinent aggressive stormwater management, iocludins green inirastrueture 

wliere possible and identify eommimients to ^ceifie stomiwata msnagemwt 
techniques in the FEIS. 
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Paralagal 
Law Dapailmenf 

BNSF Railway Compmiy 
2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3 
FortWorlh, Texas 76131-2828 

tel 817-352-2376 
fax B17-352-2397 

Email -John.sim8@bnsf.cOTn 

May 11, 2012 

California Department of Water Resources 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236 

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

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, Califomia, 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 
detennine 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 pennits under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.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 ofthe subject railroad line 
and a list of agencies tliat were contacted in preparation of the report. The entire report 
can be viewed at the following web link: 
http://wvi/w.metro.net/Droiects/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 

mailto:-John.sim8@bnsf.cOTn
http://wvi/w.metro.net/Droiects/crenshaw
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BNSF Railway Company 
2500 Lou Menk Drive - AOB-3 
Fort Worth. Texas 76131-2628 

tel S17-352-2376 
bx 817-352-2397 

Email - john.sims@t)nsf.com 

May 11, 2012 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
gi5Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1101 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Re: STB Docket No. AB 6 (Sub-No. 483X}; BNSF Railway Company -
Abandonment Exemption - In Los Angeles County, Califomia 

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 Qust south of the existing 
Metro Green Line structure), in the City of Los Angeles. 

As part ofthe 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 wetiands. 
Your assessment and comments are respectfully requested. In addition, if it is your 
determination that floodplains will be affected please furnish, if available, SVi" 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 ofthe proposed 
abandonment. 

The removal of the track associated with this abandonment has already been addressed 
by the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Conidor 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 ofthe report. The entire report 
can be viewed at the following web link: 
http://www.metro.net/proiects/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 - kmoreH@billp.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Marie Norton - BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - chanai@metro.net 

mailto:david.rankin@bnsf.com
mailto:kmoreH@billp.com
mailto:farah.ali@bnsf.com
mailto:mark.norton@bnsf.com
mailto:chanai@metro.net
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ffA/LWAr John A. Sims, CP 
Pwalegal 
LawDapartment 

BNSF Railway Company 
2500 Lou Monk Ochre - AOB-3 
Fort Worth, Texas 76131-2828 
tel 817-3S^2376 
fax 817-352-2397 

Email - john.siins®bntt.coni 

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 (SuthNo. 483)Q; BNSF Railway Company-
Abandonment Exemption - in Los Angeles County, Califomia 

BNSF Railway Company CBNSF") anticipates filing in the near future an exemption 
seeking Surface Transportation Board ("STB") autiiority in the above-referenced docket 
to abandon 5.3 miles of rail line in Los Angeles County, Califomia, beginning at Milepost 
7.95 Gust 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 tiiere 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 ofthe 
subject railroad line and a list of agencies tiiat were contacted in preparation of the 
report. The entire report can be viewed at the following web link: 
http://www.metro.net/proiects/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 vinth any questions 
or concems. 

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 
Kari Morell - Ball Janik LLP - kmorell@billp.com 
Farah Ali - BNSF - farah.ali@bnsf.com 
Mark Norton - BNSF - mark.norton@bnsf.com 
Joyce Chang - LACMTA - dianai@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 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
1725 23^ Street. Suite 100 
SACRAI\/IENTO, CA 95816-7100 
(916) 445-7000 Fax. (916) 445-7053 
calshpo@paftcs.ca.gov 
www.ohp.parks.ra.aov 

23 May 2011 

EDMUND 6 . BROWN. JR., Govemor 

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 letter 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 I 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/L/VX 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 sen/e 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. 
I 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 A and C 

40 were determined eligible for inclusion In the NRHP as part ofthis 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, perbd of 
significance 1947; 

mailto:calshpo@paftcs.ca.gov
http://www.ohp.parks.ra.aov


Roderick Diaz FTA110222A 
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4. Department 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 Nomian 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 fall within the APE: 

1) 3514-3520 West 39* Street 
2) 3904 Crenshaw Boulevard 
3) 3908 Crenshaw Boulevard 
4) 3916-3934 VS Crenshaw Boulevard 
5) 3936-3954 7% Crenshaw Boulevard 
6) 3964-397014 Crenshaw Boulevard 
7) 4030 Crenshaw Boulevard 
8) 4067 McClung Drive 
9) 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)4129-4231 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 Parit, 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 detennined 
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. 



Roderick Diaz FTA110222A 
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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. I concur with the 
determination. 

Thank you for considering historic properties in your planning process and i 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. 

Sincerely, 

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

MWD:ab 

CC: Ray Tellis, Federal Transit Authority 

mailto:ablosser@parks.ca.gov

