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Fw: My speech & PDF's

From niki77@verizon.net <niki77@verizon.net>

Date Fri 10/24/2025 1:34 AM

To Natalie Champion <natalie@southbaycities.org>

5 attachments (22 MB)

TorranceRefinery_DEIR_letter.pdf; Torrance Logistics Pipeline Letter DEIR.pdf; TorranceRefinery Metro response.pdf;
TorranceRefinery MarathonPipeline Metro Response.pdf; Torrance Logisitcs Metro's response.pdf;

Hi Natalie, it was bugging me so I went and piece mealed pretty much verbatim what I said at
the BOD meeting as follows:

COG Board of Directors 10/23/25
Niki Negrete-Mitchell, Redondo Beach ROW stakeholder, Gardena Mohican alum class of 77 and 4th generation South Bay
native.
Thanks to Hermosa Beach for voting 4-1 to support Redondo, Lawndale and City of Hawthorne on no to ROW and yes on
Hawthorne Bl. Especially thank you to Ray Jackson for your kind words.

Do you realize that anyone supporting the ROW Hybrid route are supporting putting more than 300 65+ at risk of displacement?
Impacts from construction for 6 yrs 24/7 alone is enough to shorten lives. This includes me in a trenching zone. I have a
compromised immune system.

Are you aware that on their own letterhead Torrance refinery and Torrance Logistics pipeline owners sent letters to Metro raising
objections on the proposed project due to concerns of breaching internal safety protocols and severe risk to public safety. The
refinery refers to possible “incidents”, aka explosions/fires. This warrants serious consideration. 
The FEIR offers no consolation, only that Metro refined their footprint lessening encroachments on the refinery but does not
change significant impacts. They indicate they have not worked out pipeline issues yet, which poses risks to operations at
LAX.  
It’s illogical to think a transit agency knows better than the actual gas and refinery industry professionals. 

The Dodger stadium gondola project was certified, but the state court of appeals ended up rejecting the FEIR as
environmentally non compliant, demonstrating that issues raised by the public are meaningful and thereby validated.
Another is a union station project build which just got certified but with conditions or supplemental EIR.

The Metro Board may certify the C-line extension, but we are fairly certain with the concerns raised by the refinery and pipeline
companies validating our public concerns, there is very little chance they should be able to just straight up certify and push the c
line extension project through as currently is. 
The only solution to all of the above is to route the extension down Hawthorne Bl, and consider ending at the galleria to avoid
the refinery. We already have housing planned at the galleria and along Hawthorne in the city of Lawndale so this would be a
reasonable compromise. A LOT of Torrance residents would be relieved. Plus that location is highly toxic.

I encourage all of you when you go back to your cities, write a letter supporting the Hawthorne Bl option and send it to
greenlineextension@metro.net.

Thank you.

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: niki77@verizon.net <niki77@verizon.net>

mailto:greenlineextension@metro.net


To: Natalie Champion <natalie@southbaycities.org>
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2025 at 11:37:47 PM PDT
Subject: My speech & PDF's

Hi Natalie,
Thank you so much for your kindness tonight. I really appreciate it.
Here's my speech and below are PDF's of the letters from Torrance Refinery and Torrance
Logistics pipelines. Also are some of Metro's responses to them, but certainly not all. That
FEIR section is so cluttered that the important things are needles in a haystack. (one of the
PDF's may be a repeat, sorry)

Now I just accidentally deleted my whole speech from tonight. I’m just too exhausted. But
thanks again and sorry about my lost speech.

Niki
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5.4 RESPONSES TO GROUPS AND ORGANIZATIONS 

Submission 8 Teri Shinde, Torrance Logistics Company LLC 

8-1 The Draft EIR comprehensively addresses the potentially significant environmental impacts 
of the project. The presence of natural gas lines and petroleum pipelines, their potential 
impacts, and applicable regulatory requirements are addressed in Sections 3.9, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials, and 3.11 Utilities and Service System, of the Draft EIR. Potential 
impacts of the LPA in this context are evaluated in Chapter 4, Evaluation of Alternatives, of 
the Draft EIR. In addition, Section 4.13, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR expands 
on the analysis in Section 3.9-4.2.1 of the Draft EIR by clarifying the protocols, construction 
techniques, regulations, and standards with which the project would comply. Also see MR-
7: Utility Relocation and Hazardous Materials Safety and MR-8: Light Rail and Freight Train 
Safety. Section 3.1, Transportation, of the Draft EIR evaluates hazards related to geometric 
design and emergency access. As concluded in the Draft EIR, impacts associated with such 
hazards would be less than significant.  

To address the specific comments raised by both Torrance Logistics Company (TLC) and 
Torrance Refining Company (TORC), Metro has refined the project footprint to minimize the 
area of property affected by the proposed BNSF access road. In the Draft EIR, the access 
road alignment extended into the TORC property. In the Final EIR, the access road has been 
shifted to the west such that it remains entirely outside TORC’s property, and within the 
existing Metro ROW, except where it connects to the existing BNSF access road parallel to 
Del Amo Boulevard. This adjustment minimizes the encroachment, preserves access for 
logistics and contractor activities, and maintains TORC’s security perimeter. This refinement 
also helps reduce construction-related nuisances by moving construction activities farther 
from critical refining operations and eliminates the need to relocate the TLC pipeline in this 
area.  

This minor adjustment does not result in new or substantially more severe significant 
environmental impacts not already disclosed in the Draft EIR. See Chapter 3, Design 
Refinements, and Appendix B, Select Advanced Conceptual Engineering Drawings for the 
Hybrid/Locally Preferred Alternative, of the Final EIR for more details on the revised access 
road. Metro has been coordinating and would continue to coordinate with TLC through 
future phases of the project. 

8-2 See response to Comment 8-1. The Draft EIR considers the implications of the project’s 
proximity to the refinery, particularly with respect to hazards, emergency access, and utility 
coordination, to the extent such issues fall within the scope of CEQA. For example, Section 
3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, evaluates the potential for the project to create or 
exacerbate hazardous conditions in the project area, including in proximity to existing oil 
and gas pipelines and industrial uses, such as the refinery, which is identified as a recognized 
environmental condition (see Map ID No. 19 in Table 3.9-1, Sites of Concern (RECs), of the 
Draft EIR).  

 As noted in response to Comment 8-1, Metro has refined the design of the project to reduce 
encroachment onto the refinery’s property and to maintain access and security perimeters 
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(see Chapter 3, Design Refinements, and Appendix B, Select Advanced Conceptual 
Engineering Drawings - Locally Preferred Alternative, of the Final EIR).  

Additionally, alternatives to the project are analyzed in Chapter 4, Evaluation of 
Alternatives, in the Draft EIR, including the CEQA-mandated No Project Alternative, a High-
Frequency Bus Alternative, and the LPA (referred to in the Draft EIR as the 170th/182nd 
Grade-Separated Light Rail Transit Alternative). Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15126.6(d), each alternative was evaluated in sufficient detail to allow meaningful 
evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the Elevated/At-Grade Alignment (including the 
route options).  

8-3 The Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with CEQA to ensure a thorough environmental 
analysis, and public input has been an integral part of the process. Metro initiated 
coordination with TORC and TLC in 2022, prior to the release of the Draft EIR. Since the 
publication of the Draft EIR, Metro has met with TLC and TORC multiple times to discuss the 
project. Metro has been coordinating and would continue to coordinate with TLC and TORC 
throughout future phases of project design and construction to minimize disruptions to 
operations. Proposed pipeline relocations are limited to those that are necessary for project 
construction. 

Construction impacts resulting from pipeline and utility relocations have been analyzed in 
the Draft EIR, as they have been included within the assumptions regarding construction 
equipment and duration of construction. The Hybrid Alternative was selected as the LPA in 
May 2024, but the Metro Board has not yet made final decisions regarding the project. For 
additional information regarding selection of the LPA and the next steps in the review and 
approval process, see MR-1: Selection of Alternatives.  

8-4 See responses to Comments 8-1 and 8-3.  

Metro initiated coordination with TORC and TLC in 2022, prior to the release of the Draft 
EIR, and Metro continues to coordinate with both parties. As described in response to 
Comment 8-1, the project has been refined to avoid the portion of the TLC pipeline located 
within the TORC property. While the Final EIR analyzes the environmental impacts 
associated with construction and operation of the proposed access road, some engineering 
details would be finalized during the Preliminary Engineering and Final Design phases,  
including the final utility protection measures, construction engineering methods, and safety 
coordination protocols. Design and engineering would be conducted by qualified 
professionals with experience designing and constructing infrastructure adjacent to active 
refining and pipeline facilities or equivalent. Metro would continue to closely coordinate 
with TORC and TLC regarding site-specific operational needs, utility protection measures, 
and compliance with all applicable health, safety, and environmental regulations. 

8-5 As noted by the commenter, Metro initially identified five locations along the Metro ROW 
where relocation of the jet fuel pipeline could be required to accommodate the project. 
Since the Draft EIR’s publication, Metro has continued to refine the project in consultation 
with TLC. As a result of these refinements, the potential relocation locations have been 
reduced from five to four. As described in Section 3.11, Utilities and Service Systems, of the 
Draft EIR, pipeline relocations would be conducted in compliance with industry safety 
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standards and in close coordination with the affected utility owner. Where feasible, utilities 
would be protected in place to avoid relocation. Metro would continue to work closely with 
TLC throughout future phases of design to further minimize potential disruptions to their 
pipeline and to explore additional opportunities to reduce the extent of required 
relocations. During construction, Metro would work with TLC to schedule construction 
activities that minimize operational downtime and disruption to pipeline service to the 
greatest extent possible. 

Potential construction impacts, including those associated with pipeline and utility 
relocations, have been analyzed in the Draft EIR. These impacts were incorporated into the 
assumptions regarding construction activities, including equipment use and duration. For a 
description of the construction assumptions utilized in the Draft EIR, see Appendix 2-B, 
Construction Methods Memorandum. For additional information regarding utility 
relocations, see MR-7: Utility Relocation and Hazardous Materials Safety. 

8-6 See MR-1: Selection of Alternatives. In May 2024, the Metro Board directed the staff to 
prepare the Final EIR, fully respond to all public comments on the Draft EIR, and refine costs 
and funding for the LPA. With respect to piecemealing, Metro did not defer the analysis of 
reasonably foreseeable and potentially significant impacts associated with the project to a 
later date. Rather, the Draft EIR evaluates and identifies the potentially significant impacts 
that could occur as a result of all components of the project, including those identified by 
TLC. Additionally, this Final EIR provides supporting details and clarifications that reinforce 
and amplify the Draft EIR’s analyses and conclusions. For the potentially significant impacts, 
the Draft EIR includes mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts to less than 
significant to the extent feasible. If an impact cannot feasibly be mitigated to a less than 
significant level, the impact is identified as significant and unavoidable.  

Since the publication of the Draft EIR, Metro has refined the project design as discussed 
above. Following the release of the Final EIR, the Metro Board, as the decision-making body 
of the Lead Agency, will consider whether to certify the Final EIR and approve the project, 
taking into account all public comments and feedback received from public engagement. 

Submission 45 Tony Dolim, South Bay Estates 

45-1 The commenter’s opposition to the alignments along the Metro ROW is noted. All 
comments have been shared with the Metro Board for its consideration. See MR-1: 
Selection of Alternatives. Also see responses to Comments 45-2 through 45-6. 

45-2 Metro has worked diligently to develop feasible and effective mitigation measures to 
address the potentially significant impacts of the project. Metro is also committed to 
integrating safety into all Metro rail operations. The project would comply with relevant 
safety standards, including the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the 
California Department of Transportation Highway Design Manual, the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA), and Metro’s Grade Crossing Safety Policy. The LPA, selected by the 
Metro Board in May 2024, the Trench Option, and the Hawthorne Option would fully grade 
separate light rail from all roadways, thereby avoiding potential light rail train conflicts with 
pedestrians or cyclists. Existing freight crossings would be upgraded with safety 
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