BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of the Exposition
Metro Line Construction Authority for an order
authorizing the construction of a two-track Application 06-12-005
at-grade crossing for the Exposition Boulevard (Filed December 6, 2006)
Corridor Light Rail Transit Line across Jefferson
Boulevard, Adams Boulevard, and 23rd Street, all
three crossings located along Flower Street m the
City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles,
California.

Application 06-12-020
{(Filed December 19, 2006)

Application 07-01-004
(Filed January 2, 2007)

Application 07-01-017
(Filed January 8, 2007)

Application 07-01-044

And Consolidated Proceedings. (Filed January 24, 2007)

Application 07-02-007
(Filed February 7, 2007)

Application 07-02-017
(Filed February 16, 2007)

Application 07-03-004
(Filed March 5, 2007)

Application 07-05-012
(Filed May §, 2007)

Application 07-05-013
(Filed May 8, 2007)

AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION NO. 07-05-013

Pursuant to Rule 1.12 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure (Rules) of the California

Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) and the CPUC’s Decision No. (D.) 09-02-031, the
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Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority (Expo Authority) respectfully submits this
amendment to its Application No. (A.) 07-05-013, which originally sought CPUC authorization
to construct an at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue in the City of Los Angeles. In D.09-02-
031, the CPUC stated that grade-separated crossings provide a higher level of safety than at-
grade crossings and found that it is practicable to construct a grade-separated pedestrian crossing
at Farrndale Avenue. On that basis, the CPUC denied Expo Authority’s application for an at-
grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue but kept this proceeding open to allow Expo Authority to
present a future request for a Farrndale crossing by filing amendments or a new application for
that purpose. D.09-02-031, at 39.

This Amendment supplements Expo Authority’s original request for authorization of
a two-track at-grade crossing for the Exposition Boulevard Corridor Light Rail Transit Line
(Expo Rail) across Farmdale Avenue on Exposition Boulevard with a set of four new options for

that crossing. The four options are as follows:

1) A grade separated pedestrian over-crossing with Farmdale Avenue closed to

vehicular traffic north and south of the Expo Rail right-of-way.

2) Expo Authority’s original plan for an at-grade crossing, as modified in the
course of this proceeding, subject to a permanent “Stop and Proceed”
procedure for all light rail vehicles (LR Vs) approaching the Farmdale

Avenue crossing,

3) Expo Authority’s original plan for an at-grade crossing, as modified in the
course of this proceeding, subject to construction of a station with “near-
side” platforms east and west of Farmdale Avenue at which all LRVs would

come to a full stop on approach to the Farmdale Avenue crossing.
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4) Expo Authority’s original plan for an at-grade crossing, as modified in the
course of this proceeding, subject to a temporary “Stop and Proceed”
procedure to apply to all LRVs approaching the Farmdale Avenue crossing,
until construction of a station with “near-side” platforms east and west of

Farmdale Avenue has been completed.

In support of this Amendment, Expo Authority’s presents the following information;

QOption 1); A Pedestrian Over-Crossing with Farmdale Avenue Closed

This option would close Farmdale Avenue to vehicular and pedestrian traffic at the
north and south sides of its intersection with Exposition Boulevard and would construct a new
Farmdale Avenue pedestrian bridge immediately to the west of that intersection over both the at-
grade two-track rail alignment along the Expo Rail right-of-way (ROW) and the roadway of
Exposition Boulevard.

By this option, Expo Autherity would construct a two-track grade-separated crossing
below the proposed Farmdale Avenue pedestrian bridge located in the City of Los Angeles,
County of Los Angeles. This Amendment is accompanied by supplementary Exhibit B-1.1
(conceptual plan for the street closure and pedestrian bridge) and Exhibit B-1.2 (pedestrian
bridge elevation). Expo Authority also is in the process of preparing, in cooperation with the
Environmental Permitting Section of the Commission’s Energy Division, an Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment (“IS/EA”), pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (Cal. Public Resources Code §21100, et seq.). The IS/EA will document the effects on
various environmental factors of closing Farmdale Avenue at Exposition Boulevard and

constructing a new pedestrian bridge over the Exposition ROW, and also will include
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consideration of several alternative crossing designs considered by Expo Authority, including the
station with “near-side” platforms provided for in Options 2) and 4), and the environmental
impacts of those alternatives. The IS/EA will be supported by an updated “Traffic Study for the
Exposition Light Rail Transit - Farmdale Avenue Crossing,” performed by the traffic consultants
Fehr and Peers for Expo Authority, and other reports prepared by environmental review
consultants ICF Jones & Stokes addressing other areas of environmental review. Expo Authority
intends to submit the [S/EA to the Environmental Permitting Section of the Commission’s

Energy Division on or before September 1, 2009.

Option 2): An At-Grade Crossing Subiject to a “Stop and Proceed” Procedure

By this option, Expo Authority would implement a plan for construction and
operation of an at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue based on its original proposal, as modified
in the course of this proceeding and fully described in the existing evidentiary record, and subject
to a permanent “Stop and Proceed” procedure for all LRVs approaching the Farmdale Avenue
crossing. The “Stop and Proceed” condition would be binding on the system operator, which
will be the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authonty (LACMTA).
Supplemental Exhibit B-2.1 provides a diagram of the proposed at-grade crossing identical to
Exhibit B, which is already in evidence, except that Exhibit B-2.1 shows the approximate lines
at which the LRVs will stop when approaching Farmdale Avenue from either direction.

It can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the addition of a “Stop
and Proceed” procedure to the existing plan for an at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue will
have a significant effect on the environment not already addressed in the Final Environmental

Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/EIR) relating to the Expo Rail
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project.” Therefore, no further environmental impact assessment is required to be conducted in

connection with the Commission’s consideration of Option 2).

Option 3): An At-Grade Crossing Subject to Construction of a Station with
“Near-Side” Platforms

By this option, Expo Authority would implement a plan for construction and
operation of an at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue, based on its original plan as modified in
the course of this proceeding and fully described in the existing evidentiary record, subject to
construction of a station with “near-side” platforms east and west of Farmdale Avenue at which
all LRVs passing in either a westerly or easterly direction would come to a full stop prior to
crossing Farmdale Avenue. Supplemental Exhibit B-3.1a and Exhibit B-3.1b provides a diagram
of the proposed at-grade crossing identical to Exhibit B, which is already in evidence, except that
Exhibits B-3.1a and B-3.1b arc in a reduced scale in order to provide an extended view showing
the proposed locations of the station platforms and the approximate points along those platforms
at which the LRVs will stop.

The Initial Study/Environmental Assessment, discussed above, will document the
effects on the various environmental factors of adding a new station with “near-side” platforms
at Farmdale Avenue. Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, the IS/EA will
include considerations of the impacts of diverted traffic and station patronage from the two

adjacent stations at La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard.

Option 4); An At-Grade Crossing Subject to a “‘Stop and Proceed Rule”
Pending Construction of a Station with “Near-Side” Platforms

By this option, Expo Authority would implement a plan for construction and

operation of an at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue, based on its original plan as

! The FEIS/EIR is discussed in Section IV, below.
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modified in the course of this proceeding and fully described in the existing evidentiary
record, with a station with “near-side” platforms to be constructed cast and west of
Farmdale Avenue at which all LRVs would come to a full stop before crossing Farmdale
Avenue as provided for in Option 3 and with a “Stop and Proceed” procedure to apply to
all LRVs approaching the Farmdale Avenue crossing as provided for in Option 2 until
construction of the station has been completed. Under Option 4, authorization of the
proposed at-grade crossing would be subject to the “Stop and Proceed” procedure until
the Farmdale Avenue Station has been constructed, and would thereafter be subject to

operation of LRVs at and through the station and the crossing as described in Option 3.

Supplemental Exhibits B-2.1, B-3.1a and B-3.1b described above, provide diagrams
of the proposed at-grade crossing showing the approximate lines at which the LRVs will stop
when approaching Farmdale Avenue under the “Stop and Proceed” procedure as well as the
proposed locations of the station platforms and the approximate points along those platforms at
which the LRVs will stop. The Initial Study/Environmental Assessment described above in

connection with Option 3 will be equally applicable to Option 4.

Il
Applicant’s exact legal name is Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority, and
its principal place of business is located in the Aon Building at 707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite
3400, Los Angeles, California 90017.
Expo Authority was created by the Legislature of the State of California through the
enactment of Section 132600 et seq. of the California Public Utilities Code (PU Code) for the
purpose of awarding and overseeing final design and construction contracts for completion of the

Expo Rail Project (the Project) from Los Angeles'to Santa Monica. This Amendment to A.07-
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05-013, seeking CPUC authorization of a grade-separated crossing for Expo Rail below a
pedestrian bridge is submitted in recognition of the CPUC’s regulatory authority with respect to

the safety of public transit guideways pursuant to Section 99152 of the PU Code.

111
Correspondence in regard to this application should be addressed to:
Mr. Richard D. Thorpe
Chief Executive Officer
Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority
707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 3400

Los Angeles, CA 90017
Tel.: (213) 243-5501

Y

In response to the Legislature’s mandate to create an efticient and safe transportation
system in southern California, LACMTA has constructed and is operating a light rail transit line
called the Metro Blue Line between the Cities of Los Angeles and Long Beach; has constructed
and is operating a heavy rail subway transit line called the Metro Red Line between Los Angeles
Union Station (LAUS) and Lankershim Boulevard/Chandler Boulevard in North Hollywood,
with a branch to Wilshire Boulevard and Western Avenue; and has constructed and is operating a
light rail transit line called the Metro Green Line between the Cities of El Segundo and Norwalk.
The Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority has constructed and
LACMTA is operating the Metro Gold Line between LAUS and the City of Pasadena.
LACMTA currently is constructing and will operate the Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension

from LAUS to Third Street and Atlantic Boulevard in East Los Angeles.
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To further satisfy public transportation needs, Expo Authority is engaged in the Expo
Rail project to extend light rail transit service on the west side of Los Angeles County. The

Expo Rail project is described in the Los Angeles Mid-City Westside Transit Cornidor / Mid-City

Exposition Light Rail Project Final Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental Impact

Report (FEIS/EIR), dated October 2005, prepared under the direction of LACMTA and the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) as joint lead agencies. The public need to be served by the
Expo Rail project is set forth in detail in the FEIS/EIR, in Section S-3 History, Purpose and Need

for the Project, beginning on page 4 and is quoted in part:

The need for high-capacity transit service improvements has been long
recognized in the Mid-City/Westside area of Los Angeles. The Mid-
City/Westside Study Area is located in western Los Angeles County and
encompasses approximately 112 square miles. It is roughly bounded by the
Pacific Ocean on the west; Sunset Boulevard and the Hollywood Freeway (US
101} on the north; Hope Street and Figueroa Street on the east; and Slauson
and Manchester Boulevards on the south. Portions of the City of Los Angeles,
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County (e.g., Baldwin Hills), and the
Cities of West Hollywood, Beverly Hills, Santa Monica, and Culver City are
within the Study Area. Since the 1970’s, the Metro and its predecessors the
Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) and the Los Angeles
County Transportation Commission (LACTC) have conducted numerous
transportation planning and environmental impact studies that have
established the need for, and environmental impacts resulting from, improved
cast-west oriented transit service in various parts of the Study Area.

“This [Expo Rail project] is referred to as Alternative 3 and 3a in the 2001
DEIS/EIR. This alternative offers significant, long term transportation benefits
through implementation of a light rail transit system. Light rail vehicles
operating on existing tracks or in the Exposition ROW would connect
Downtown Los Angeles, USC, Exposition Park, and Harbor Freeway
Transitway from key centers in Santa Monica, West Los Angeles, and Culver
City. This alternative has less frequent disruption of intersections and adjacent
properties when compared with the BRT? and has the capacity to serve post-
2020 demand. Alternative 3 is identified as a full alignment LRT along the
Exposition Corridor from Downtown Los Angeles to Santa Monica.
Alternative 3a is identified as a Minimal Operating Segment (MOS) from
Downtown Los Angeles to Culver City along the Exposition Corridor.

?BRT - Bus Rapid Transil
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For the purposes of this FEIS/EIR, no other alternatives are being considered
west of the LPA’s’ western terminus at Culver City. The Metro Board,
however, adopted a “vision and intent to complete the LRT line to Santa
Monica” as a future project, at the same time the LPA to Culver City was
adopted. Therefore, for the purposes of this document, the Project and its LPA
are also known as the Mid City / Exposition LRT Project. The Exposition
Corridor refers to the entire right-of-way, from Downtown Los Angeles to
Santa Monica. Mid City/Exposition LRT Project refers to the LPA from
Downtown Los Angeles to Culver City. This Project is part of the Mid
City/Westside Transit Corridor Study area.

V

As its Option 1, described in Section I, above, Expo Authority requests authorization
to construct the two tracks of the Expo Rail project under a pedestrian bridge at Farmdale
Avenue in the City of Los Angeles. The attached Exhibit B-1.1 shows the conceptual plan for
the street closure and a pedestrian bridge crossing over two light rail tracks. Exhibit B-1.2 shows
the elevation of the pedestrian bridge crossing over two light rail tracks. Geographic coordinates,
in-lieu of legal descriptions of this grade separated crossing, is attached as Exhibit C-1.1

The details of these exhibits demonstrate that the proposed construction of the grade-
separated Farmdale Avenue crossing is in compliance with the applicable General Orders of the
CPUC. Since the proposed crossing is a pedestrian overpass, the proposed CPUC crossing

number would be:

Grade Crossing Grade Crossing Number

(N Farmdale Avenue Pedestrian Overpass 84S-105.00-AD

Alternatively, as its Options 2, 3 and 4, also described in Section I, above, Expo
Authority requests authorization to construct the two tracks of the Expo Rail project at-grade

across Farmdale Avenue in the City of Los Angeles. Exhibit B to A.07-05-013 shows the plans

1 LPA — Locally Preferred Alternative
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and profiles of the propose at-grade crossing and geographic coordinates, in-lieu of legal
descriptions of this at-grade crossing, are shown in Exhibit C to that application. As noted
above, Supplemental Exhibit B-2.1 shows the approximate lines at which the LRVs will stop
when approaching Farmdale Avenue under the “Stop and Proceed” procedure of Options 2 and 4
and Supplemental Exhibits B-3.1a and B-3.1b show the proposed locations of the station
platforms and the approximate points along those platforms at which the LRVs will stop under
Options 3) and 4).

The details of these exhibits demonstrate that the proposed construction of an at-grade
Farmdale Avenue crossing under Options 2, 3, or 4 is in compliance with the applicable General

Orders of the CPUC. The proposed CPUC crossing number is:

Grade Crossing Grade Crossing Number

(N Farmdale Avenue At-Grade Crossing 84S5-105.00

VI

CPUC General Order 143-B provides for the operation of light rail transit lines on
rights-of-way of different types, including within street ROW. It is proposed in connection with
each of the four options to adopt the most economical and logical type of operation for the
Project that will meet the requirements of safe operations. Specifically in connection with
Option 1, it is proposed, pursuant to Section 9.04(a) of General Order 143-B, to close Farmdale
Avenue and construct the Farmdale Avenue pedestrian bridge over the Expo Rail ROW and the
Exposition Boulevard roadway.

The FEIS/EIR for the Los Angeles Mid-City Westside Transit Corridor - Mid-
City/Exposition Light Rail Project was released on October 12, 2005 and certified by the

LACMTA Board on December 15, 2005. It is available for review on LACMTA’s web-site at
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http://www.metro.net/projects_studies/exposition/feis.htm. The FTA issued its Record of
Decision (ROD) for the same project on February 27, 2006. The ROD provided a detailed
discussion and history of the project. A copy of the ROD was included as Exhibit D to A.07-05-
013.

For purposes of Option 1 and pursuant to the Master Cooperative Agreement among
Expo Authority, LACMTA and the City of Los Angeles, attached as Exhibit E to A.07-05-013,
Expo Authonty, LACMTA, and the City’s Department of Transportation have cooperated and
concurred in the closure of Farmdale Avenue at Exposition Boulevard and the design of a
pedestrian bridge across Exposition Boulevard at that location as illustrated by Exhibits B-1.1
and B-1.2 to this Amendment. If the CPUC authorizes construction of Option 1, Expo Authority
will immediately proceed with a request to the City of Los Angeles for vacation of Farmdale
Avenue at Exposition Boulevard. This closure and the construction of the grade-separated
pedestrian bridge structure are proposed based on past experience and current guidelines as one
means of providing a safe environment at the crossing for motor vehicle and train operation and
for pedestrians, consistent with the CPUC’s D.09-02-031.

D.09-02-031 explored four options for grade separating Farmdale Avenue, providing

the following analysis and conclusions:

1} Pedestrian Bridge with Farmdale open to traffic
The CPUC found that this option is not practicable, stating as follows:
Most (if not all) witnesses on the subject testified that pedestrians generally
will ignore any signs or signals regarding use of the bridge, and instead will

use the open at-grade roadway to cross Exposition Boulevard and the rail
night-of-way in the center median.
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The CPUC also was concerned that motorists on Exposition may not be expecting
pedestrians on a roadway not marked for pedestrians, so this option may be even less safe than a

marked at-grade crossing. [2.09-02-031, at 27,

2)  Train Undercrossing
The CPUC recognized that “[c]onstructing the rail line below ground level (tunnel or

trench) is not practicable for engineering reasons, cost reasons, and project delay time.” D.09-
02-031 cited Expo Authority’s analysis as showing that “a below-ground rail line in this area
would need to be 3,200 feet long, and include special engineering and construction
considerations associated with two large storm drains crossing under and adjacent to the rail
right-of-way. The CPUC considered that the “additional cost of such a project, $100 million,
also is prohibitive, not only when compared to the cost of an at-grade crossing, but also when
compared to the pedestrian bridge with Farmdale closed option, or the train flyover.” D.09-02-

031, at 27.

3) Train Flyover
In considering the practicability of a train flyover at Farmdale Avenue, the CPUC
noted that this was the preferred option of Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)
because it would not require closure of Farmdale and would provide full separation of the train,
automobiles, and pedestrians. Citing Expo Authority’s table of design options (Exhibit Expo
14}, the CPUC recognized that “this option also may result in permanent unmitigable adverse
environmental impacts related to visual impacts and historical resources.” However, the CPUC

stated that “we neither concur nor refute this assertion.” D.09-02-031, at 27.
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The Decision also noted the following evidence:

Raising the tracks above the roadway would require an aerial structure
approximately 1,500 feet long and 20 feet high. With sound walls and the
necessary overhead catenary . . . structure, the overall height would be 40-45

feet. Expo Authority’s visual impacts study concluded that permanent
adverse unmitigable impacts would result with the flyover.

Dorsey is a historical resource under CEQA and listed in the California
Register of Historical Resources. Expo Authority’s Historical Resources
study determined that the flyover would not change the Dorsey campus or the
resource itself, but substantially would obstruct the views to Dorsey and
[diminish] the integrity of its location. The study also determined that the
other design options for Farmdale would not cause significant impacts of this

type.
Id. at 28. The CPUC concluded its discussion of the Train Flyover option by noting that “the
additional cost of a train flyover, $28 million, also is of concern when compared to the additional
cost of the pedestrian bridge with Farmdale closed, at $9 million, as both of these options would
provide the same level of safety, and complete separation with respect to the interface of the

trains with vehicles and pedestrians.” /d.

4)  Pedestrian Bridge with Farmdale closed to traffic
The CPUC found that construction of a pedestrian bridge with the roadway closed to

traffic at Farmdale Avenue “is a practicable alternative to an at-grade crossing at Farmdale.”
The CPUC observed that such a crossing “would be completely grade-separated in order to
enhance safety for the pedestrians (particularly the school age pedestrians), would not cause
significant unmitigable adverse environmental impacts, and is cost-effective when compared to
the cost of an at-grade crossing at the same location.” D.09-02-031, at 28. The CPUC also noted
that, in order to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Expo Authority
provided in its analysis that “‘any pedestrian bridge would be accessed by an elevator and stairs

on each side of the bridge.” /d.
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The CPUC concluded its discussion in Decision 09-02-031 of options for grade
separation at Farmdale by finding that “it is practicable to construct a grade-separated pedestrian
bridge and close the roadway to traffic at Farmdale Avenue, because the grade-separated
pedestrian bridge will eliminate the potential safety hazards of a large number of school age
pedestrians crossing the road at-grade.” /d. at 29. The CPUC also found that closing Farmdale
Avenue will not cause adverse unmitigable impacts and is therefore feasible, and that the cost of
constructing the pedestrian bridge (with Farmdale closed) is cost-effective. fd.

In summary, Expo Authority’s Option 1 proposal for a grade-separated pedestrian
crossing at Farmdale Avenue is consistent with the CPUC’s findings in D.09-02-031. Options 2,
3, and 4 are enhancements to the at-grade crossing at Farmdale Avenue that the CPUC
disapproved in D.09-02-031, and are designed to address the CPUC’s, school officials’ and the
community’s concerns about the safety of the proposed at-grade crossing by strictly governing
the operation of LRVs in the vicinity of the crossing. The Initial Study/Environmental
Assessment will address the environmental factors associated with Option 1, which adds a
pedestrian bridge while closing Farmdale to traffic across the Expo Rail ROW, as well as
Options 3 and 4, which add a station at Farmdale Avenue with “near-side” platforms. All four
options are consistent with the FEIS/EIR for the Project that was approved following lengthy
public review; have been designed based on past experience and current guidelines to provide a

safe environment; and will be fundable by Expo Authority.

Vil
The Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact

Report (DSEIS/SEIR) as well as the Final EIS/EIR for the Expo Rail Project were submitted to
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the Commission as evidenced by the DSEIS Distribution List and the FEIS Distribution List,
which were attached to A,07-05-013 as Exhibits F and G, respectively.

The Final EIS/EIR for the Project was certified by the LACMTA Board on December
15, 2005. A copy of the applicable section of the Board minutes was attached to A.07-05-013 as
Exhibit H. The Notice of Determination, Record Number 05 0018166, was filed at the Los
Angeles County Clerk’s office on December 16, 2005, and a Finding of Exemption by the
California Department of Fish and Game was filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk’s office
on December 15, 2006. Copies were attached to A.07-05-013 as Exhibits 1 and J, respectively.

The Initial Study/Environmental Assessment regarding the proposed closure of
Farmdale Avenue and the construction of the Farmdale Avenue pedestrian bridge over the
Exposition ROW, as Option 1, and addressing the proposed station with “near-side™ platforms at
Farmdale Avenue in conjunction with an at-grade crossing, as Options 3 and 4, will be
submitted, with supporting technical studies, for review by the Environmental Permitting Section

of the Commission’s Energy Division.

VIII
Temporary traffic control during construction of the tracks, the pedestrian bridge,
and/or the station at Farmdale Avenue as proposed in connection with the four options addressed
in this Amendment will be in compliance with Section 8A-5 of the California Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CMUTCD), and work site traffic control plans will be

developed by the contractor subject to acceptance by the City of Los Angeles.
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1X
The cost of design and construction of the project shall be borne by Expo Authority
and the project will be maintained and operated by LACMTA in accordance with the Master
Cooperative Agreement between LACMTA and the City of Los Angeles, attached as Exhibit E

to A.07-05-013.

X
Construction of the portion of the Project involving the pedestrian grade separation at
Farmdale Avenue proposed in connection with Option 1 would be scheduled to begin during the
first quarter of 2010. Construction of the portion of the Project involving the at-grade crossing
and station at Farmdale Avenue proposed in connection with Options 3 and 4 that include the
Station with “near-side” platforms would be scheduled to begin during the first quarter of 2010
with the installation of all the utilities associated with the platform, but construction of the

platform itself and the rest of the equipment for the station might not begin until a later date.

WHEREFORE, Applicant, Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority,
respectfully requests that:

1. The Public Utilities Commission of the State of California issue an order
authorizing one of the following options for the construction of light rail tracks at Farmdale

Avenue in the City of Los Angeles:

a. A grade-separated crossing with Expo Rail tracks running below a
pedestrian bridge and with Farmdale Avenue closed to traffic north and

south of the light rail right-of-way.
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b.  An at-grade crossing subject to light rail vehicles operating under a “Stop

and Proceed” procedure at all times.

¢.  An at-grade crossing including a station with “near-side” platforms at
which light rail vehicles will stop before crossing Farmdale and proceed at

low speed through the crossing at all times.

d.  An at-grade crossing planned to include a station at which light rail
vehicles will stop and proceed at low speed through the crossing, with
light rail vehicles operating prior to completion of the station under a

“Stop and Proceed” procedure at all times.

2. The CPUC’s order authorize one of the four proposed options for a Farmdale

crossing upon terms and conditions as set forth above.

3. The CPUC provide such further relief as it deems proper.

. -
Dated at Los Angeles, California, this w> day of \\WL\& , 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

By

Richard D. Thorpe, PE
Chief Executive Officer

Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority
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VERIFICATION

[, Richard D. Thorpe, on behalf of the Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority, am
authorized to make this verification. The statements in the foregoing document are true to my

own knowledge, or believed by myself to be true.

[ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct.

-n
Executed on Mﬁ , W)OCL at Los Angeles, California.
R '

¥

Richard D. Thorpe, PE
Chief Executive Officer

Exposition Metro Line Construction Authonty
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jeannie Wong, hereby certify that on this date | will serve the foregoing
AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION NO. 07-05-013 by electronic mail, first class U.S.
mail or hand delivery on the attached service list for Application No. 06-12-005, et

al.:

By electronic mail:

cprince@sonnenschein.com; bpalmer@strumwooch.com; mstrumwasser@strumwooch.com;
Iheller@hellerandedwards.com; fkranz@coxcastle.com; psb@cpuc.ca.gov;
isamson@sonnenschein.com; mmattes@nossaman.com; damienwg@gmail.com; lark@chc-inc.org;
millerjo@metro.net; khawaniv@metro.net; csimmons@successnet.net; eolson@exporail.net;
glenn.striegler@lausd.net; jokazaki@exporail.net; jsandberg@exporail.net; rthorpe@exporail.net;
aracelyalvarado@sbcglobal.net; zaldivar1231@netzero.net; cwood@strumwooch.com;
meshkati@usc.edu; darrell@dclarke.org; mzischke@coxcastle.com; gg1@cpuc.ca.gov;
jffp@cpuc.ca.gov; jenny.wood@asm.ca.gov; klk@cpuc.ca.gov; bon@cpuc.ca.gov;
ndw@cpuc.ca.gov; vdl@cpuc.ca.gov; dar@cpuc.ca.gov; tas@cpuc.ca.gov; dam@cpuc.ca.qov;
jaime.delavega@lacity.org; utucslb@mindspring.com; shelburneb@metro.net

By hand delivery:

Hon. Kenneth L. Koss Hon. Timothy A. Simon
Administrative Law Judge Assigned Commissioner

California Public Utilities Commission California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue, 5™ Floor 505 Van Ness Avenue, 5" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102 San Francisco, CA 94102

Executed this 28" day of July, 2009, in San Francisco, California.

/S JEANNIE WONG
Jeannie Wong
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR: UNITED COMMUNITY ASSOCIATIONS INC.

INFORMATION ONLY

DAMIEN GOODMON

3062 STOCKER PLACE

LOS ANGELES, CA 90008

FOR: SAVE LEIMERT NEIGHBORHOOD
COALITION/EXPO. COMMUNITIES UNITED

GEORGE CHEN

LA DOT

555 RAMIREZ STREET, SPACE 315
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JOHN C. MILLER
PROJECT ENGINEERING MANAGER
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METRO TRAN.
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA
LOS ANGELES, CA

AUTHORITY

90012

BEVERLY GROSSMAN PALMER
STRUMWASSER & WOOCHER LLP
10940 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD,
LOS ANGELES, CA 90024
FOR: LOS ANGELES UNIF SCHOOL DISTRICT

STE 2000

LAWRENCE E. HELLER

HELLER & EDWARDS

9454 WILSHIRE BLVD., STE 500
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212

FOR: NEIGHBORS FOR SMART RAIL

PATRICK S. BERDGE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FOR: CONSUMER PROTECTION SAFETY DIVISION

MARTIN A. MATTES

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NOSSAMAN, LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 34TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4799

FOR: EXPO METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHY

LARK GALLOWAY-GILLIAM
SAVE LEIMERT NEIGHBORHOOD COALITION

3731 STOCKER STREET, SUITE 201
LOS ANGELES, CA 90008

JEFFREY L. RABIN

LOS ANGELES TIMES

202 WEST 1ST STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

JOHN E. FISHER

CITY OF LOS ANGELES, DOT

100 S. MAIN STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

FOR: CITY OF LOS ANGELES, DOT



VIJAY KHAWANI

DIRECTOR OF CORPORATE SAFETY

LA COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANS.
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA, 18TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-2952

ERIC R. OLSON
CHIEF PROJECT OFFICER

AUTHORITY

EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTH.

707 WILSHIRE BLVD. SUITE 3400
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

CLINT SIMMONS

EXPO COMMUNITIES UNITED

3416 REDONDO BLVD.

LOS ANGELES, CA 90016

FOR: EXPO COMMUNITIES UNITED

GLENN STRIEGLER
LAUSD OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH &
333 SOUTH BEAUDRY AVENUE, 20TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

FOR: EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTH.

JAMES OKAZAKI

EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTH.

707 WILSHIRE BLVD., 34TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

RICHARD D. THORPE
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTH

707 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 3400
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

JOEL SANDBERG

DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION
EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTH.

707 WILSHIRE BLVD., 34TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

ARACEL ALVARADO

3783 DEKER AVE.

LOS ANGELES, CA 90018

FOR: EXPOSITION METRO LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHY

TERESA ZALDIVAR
1454 EXPOSITION Bl
LOS ANGELES, CA 90018

FEDERIC D. WOOCHER
STRUMWASSER & WOOCHER LLP
10940 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD,
LOS ANGELES, CA 90024

SUITE 2000

FOR: LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

DARRELL CLARKE
FRIENDS 4 EXPO TRANSIT
PO BOX 913

SANTA MONICA, CA 90406

STATE SERVICE

GEORGETTA GREGORY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATL TRANSIT AND CROSSINGS BRANCH
320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

FOR: CPSD

JENNY PUNSALAN WOOD
ASSISTANT

OFFICE OF KAREN BASS,
5750 WILSHIRE BLVD. SUITE 565
LOS ANGELES, CA 90036

ASSEMBY MAJ.

LEADE

CHRISTINE WOOD
STRUMWASSER & WOOCHER LLP
10940 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD,
LOS ANGELES, CA 90024

SUITE 2000

NAJMEDIN MESHKATI

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
KAPRIELIAN HALL NO. 224D

LOS ANGELES, CA 90089

MICHAEL H. ZISCHKE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COX CASTLE & NICHOLSON

555 CALIFORNIA STREET, 10TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-1513

JOSE PEREYRA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATIL SAFETY & CROSSING BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

FOR: CPSD

KENNETH L. KOSS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5041

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214



MARIA L. BONDONNO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4300

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

VIRGINIA LAYA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RAIL SAFETY & CROSSING BRANCH
AREA 2-B

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NATALIE WALES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5141

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAREN S. GILBERT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATIL SAFETY & CROSSING BRANCH

515 L STREET, SUITE 1119
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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