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FIGURE 5-18. BICYCLE FACILITIES RELEVANT TO THE STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREAS  

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2010) and City of West Hollywood Existing Bicycle Network (City of West 
Hollywood 2016) 
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TABLE 5-4. CITY OF LOS ANGELES 2010 BICYCLE PLAN – BICYCLE FACILITIES RELEVANT TO THE RESOURCE 
STUDY AREAS 

STREET NAME FROM TO MILES NETWORK STATUS 

3rd St San Vicente Blvd La Brea Ave 1.96 Backbone Lane: Future 

4th Ave Pico Blvd  9th St 0.63  Neighborhood  BFS 

4th St La Brea Ave Hoover St 3.74 Neighborhood  Route: Existing 

4th St Hauser Blvd Hoover St 3.83  Neighborhood  BFS 

7th St Rampart Blvd  Figueroa St 1.50  Backbone  Lane: Future 

Arden Blvd Wilshire Blvd  Arden Pl 1.43  Backbone  Route: Existing 

Beverly Blvd San Vicente Blvd Glendale Blvd 7.15 Backbone Lane: Future 

Burton Way Doheny Dr San Vicente Blvd 0.82 Backbone Lane: Future 

Cahuenga Blvd  Cole Ave  Yucca St 0.56 Neighborhood  Lane: Future 

Crenshaw Blvd Wilshire Blvd  79th St 6.91 Backbone Lane: Future 

Exposition Blvd Harcourt Ave Catalina St 3.27 Backbone Lane: Existing 

Fairfax Ave Hollywood Blvd La Cienega Blvd 4.60 Backbone Lane: Future 

Fairfax-Hauser Power Line 
Right-of-Way 

Adams Blvd La Brea Ave 1.72 Neighborhood  BFS 

La Brea Ave Romaine St Adams Blvd 4.01 Backbone Lane: Future 

San Vicente Blvd  Burton Way  Pico Blvd 2.77 Backbone Lane: Future 

San Vicente Blvd Beverly Blvd La Cienega Blvd 0.36 Backbone Route: Future 

San Vicente Blvd Pico Blvd Venice Blvd 0.17 Backbone Route: Future 

Santa Monica Blvd La Brea Ave Sunset Blvd 3.65 Backbone Lane: Future 

Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2010) 
BFS = Bicycle Friendly Street 

TABLE 5-5. CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD BICYCLE NETWORK 

FAIRFAX AVENUE – EXISTING  

Route: (Northbound and Southbound) Santa Monica Blvd to Willoughby Ave (Share the Road) 

SAN VICENTE BOULEVARD – EXISTING 

Route 1: (Eastbound and Westbound) Santa Monica Blvd to Pacific Design Center (Share the Road) 

Route 2: (Eastbound and Westbound) Pacific Design Center to Beverly Blvd (Bicycle Lane) 

SANTA MONICA BOULEVARD – EXISTING 

Route 1: (Eastbound and Westbound) San Vicente Blvd to Kings Rd (Bicycle Lane) 

Route 2: (Eastbound and Westbound) Sweetzer Ave to La Brea Ave (Share the Road) 

Source: City of West Hollywood Existing Bicycle Network (City of West Hollywood 2016) 
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TABLE 5-6. BICYCLE FACILITIES DESCRIPTIONS 

BICYCLE FACILITY  DESCRIPTION 1 

Class I: Bike Path  A paved pathway separated from motorized vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier 
and either within the highway rights-of-way or within an independent alignment 

Class II: Bike Lane  A striped lane for one-way bicycle travel on a street or highway.  

Class III: Sharrow2  A shared roadway specifically identified for use by bicyclists, providing a superior route 
based on traffic volumes and speeds, street width, directness, and/or cross-street 
priority, denoted by signs only. Caltrans refers to this facility as a Class III Bikeway – 
“Provides for shared use with pedestrian or motor vehicle traffic.” 

 Road markings used to indicate a shared lane environment for bicycles and 
automobiles. 

Class IV: Protected Bike Lane  Bicycle lanes that provide further protection from other travel lanes by the use of a 
physical roadway intervention 

1 LADOT Mobility Plan 2035  
2 NACTO Design Guide 

5.2.3.1 ALIGNMENTS AND STATIONS 

This section describes the bicycle facilities within the RSA of each proposed station, the design option, 

and the MSF.  

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 1: SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX 

Crenshaw/Adams Station: A Class II bike lane is striped along Adams Boulevard west of Crenshaw 

Boulevard. The bicycle facilities located around the proposed station are shown in Figure 5‐19. 
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FIGURE 5-19. BICYCLE FACILITIES IN THE CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2011)  
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Midtown Crossing Station: Multiple bicycle facilities are located in the quarter‐mile station RSA. A 

Class II bike lane on San Vicente Boulevard begins at Pico Boulevard and continues west. An additional 

Class II bike lane runs along Venice Boulevard. The Venice Boulevard facilities become a Class IV 

protected bike lane east of West Boulevard, in the westbound lane. The bicycle facilities around the 

proposed station are shown in Figure 5‐20.  

FIGURE 5-20. BICYCLE FACILITIES IN THE MIDTOWN CROSSING STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2011)  
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Hollywood/Highland Station: Existing Class III facilities are located in the station area on Orange Drive, 

Selma Avenue, and Yucca Street. The bicycle facilities around the Hollywood/Highland Station RSA are 

shown in Figure 5‐27. 

FIGURE 5-27. BICYCLE FACILITIES IN THE HOLLYWOOD/HIGHLAND STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2011)  
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Hollywood/Highland Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐27) 

and complete description of the station area. 

5.2.3.2 HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION 

Hollywood Bowl Station. No existing bicycle facilities are located within the station area. The planned 

bicycle facilities in the Hollywood Bowl Station RSA are shown in Figure 5‐30.  

FIGURE 5-30. BICYCLE FACILITIES IN THE HOLLYWOOD BOWL STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2011)  
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5.2.3.3 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY  

Figure 5‐31 illustrates the bicycle facilities within the quarter‐mile RSA of the MSF. The only existing 

bicycle facility in the RSA is a Class II facility along 96th Avenue.  

FIGURE 5-31. BICYCLE FACILITIES IN THE MSF RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (City of Los Angeles 2011)  
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5.2.4 PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

This section describes the key pedestrian facilities around each proposed station, the design option, 

and the MSF. 

5.2.4.1 ALIGNMENTS AND STATIONS 

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 1: SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX 

Crenshaw/Adams Station: The I‐10 Freeway to the north of the station is a physical barrier between 

north‐south movement. Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard have long blocks without 

crossings. Striping and signalized crosswalks are on all corners at the intersection of Crenshaw 

Boulevard and Adams Boulevard and the intersection of Crenshaw Boulevard and 28th Street, which 

are the intersections surrounding the proposed station. The sidewalks in the quarter‐mile RSA are 

mostly 15 feet wide and are on both sides of the surrounding streets. Information on sidewalk widths 

around the proposed station are provided in Figure 5‐32. 
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FIGURE 5-32. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022  
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Midtown Crossing Station: There are multiple pedestrian barriers in this area, including long blocks, 

sidewalk obstacles, street inclines, and empty street edges. Striping and signalized crosswalks are 

provided on all corners at the intersection of San Vicente Boulevard and Pico Boulevard. At the 

intersection of San Vicente Boulevard and Venice Boulevard, three of the four directions have 

crosswalks, with a section of Venice Boulevard being a barrier. Sidewalks near the station vary 

between four and 15 feet wide, and in some sections of Venice Boulevard are non‐existent. 

Information on sidewalk widths around the proposed station area is provided in Figure 5‐33. 

FIGURE 5-33. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT MIDTOWN CROSSING STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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Hollywood/Highland Station: Striping and signalized crosswalks are provided on all corners at the 

intersection of Hollywood Boulevard and Highland Avenue. Numerous signalized mid‐block crosswalks 

are located on Hollywood Boulevard around the station, and the block lengths are pedestrian‐friendly. 

At the intersection of Highland Avenue and Selma Avenue, two of the three directions have 

crosswalks, with a section of Highland Avenue being a barrier. A signalized mid‐block crosswalk is 

provided at the intersection of Highland Avenue and Hawthorn Avenue. Sidewalks near the station 

area are mostly 15 feet wide and occur on both sides of the surrounding streets. Information on 

sidewalk widths around the proposed station area is provided in Figure 5‐40. 

FIGURE 5-40. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT HOLLYWOOD/HIGHLAND STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 2: FAIRFAX 

Crenshaw/Adams Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐32) 

and complete description of the station area. 

Midtown Crossing Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐33) 

and complete description of the station area. 

Wilshire/Fairfax Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐34) and 

complete description of the station area. 

Fairfax/3rd Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐35) and 

complete description of the station area. 

Fairfax/Santa Monica Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map 

(Figure 5‐38) and complete description of the station area. 

La Brea/Santa Monica Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map 

(Figure 5‐39) and complete description of the station area. 

Hollywood/Highland Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐40) 

and complete description of the station area. 

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 3: LA BREA 

Crenshaw/Adams: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐32) and 

complete description of the station area. 

Midtown Crossing: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐33) and 

complete description of the station area. 

Wilshire/La Brea Station: Striping and signalized crosswalks are provided on all corners at the 

intersection of La Brea Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard, the intersection of La Brea Avenue and 6th Street, 

and the intersection of La Brea Avenue and 8th Street. Sidewalks near the station are generally wide and 

occur on both sides of the surrounding streets. Information on sidewalk widths around the proposed 

station area is provided in Figure 5‐41. 
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FIGURE 5-41. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT WILSHIRE/LA BREA STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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La Brea/Beverly Station: La Brea Avenue and Beverly Boulevard both have large gaps between 

pedestrian crossings. Striping and signalized crosswalks are provided on all corners at the intersection 

of La Brea Avenue and Beverly Boulevard and the intersection of La Brea Avenue and Oakwood 

Avenue. Sidewalks near the station are all more than 12 feet wide and occur on both sides of the 

surrounding streets. Information on sidewalk widths around the proposed station area is provided in 

Figure 5‐42. 

FIGURE 5-42. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT LA BREA/BEVERLY STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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La Brea/Santa Monica Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐39) 

and complete description of the station area. 

Hollywood/Highland Station: Refer to the San Vicente‐Fairfax subsection above for a map (Figure 5‐40) 

and complete description of the station area. 

5.2.4.2 HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION  

Hollywood Bowl Station: The US‐101 freeway is a physical barrier north of Odin Street. Striping and 

signalized crosswalks are provided on all corners at the intersection of Highland Avenue and Camrose 

Drive/Milner Road. A pedestrian tunnel is located near the entrance of the Hollywood Bowl/US‐101 

entrance ramp that allows for travel across Highland Avenue. A signalized crosswalk with striping is 

provided on Cahuenga Boulevard that provides access to Odin Street from the east. Sidewalks near 

the station range from seven to 15 feet wide. No sidewalks are provided on the east side of Highland 

Avenue north of Odin Street or on Cahuenga Boulevard northwest of Odin Street. Information on 

sidewalk widths around the proposed station area is provided in Figure 5‐43. 
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FIGURE 5-43. PEDESTRIAN SIDEWALK WIDTH AT THE HOLLYWOOD BOWL STATION 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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5.2.4.3 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY  

The MSF is located in an industrial area with a poor pedestrian environment and long block lengths. 

Sidewalk widths surrounding the MSF range from five to 10 feet. Signalized crosswalks are provided at 

Arbor Vitae Street/Airport Boulevard, Arbor Vitae Street/Bellanca Avenue, Arbor Vitae Street/Aviation 

Boulevard, Aviation Boulevard/Century Boulevard, 98th Street/Airport Boulevard, and 96th 

Street/Airport Boulevard. Figure 5‐44 illustrates the key pedestrian facilities within the one‐quarter‐

mile RSA of the MSF. 

FIGURE 5-44. PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES IN THE MSF RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: Google Earth 2022 
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5.2.5 EMERGENCY ACCESS 

Emergency access facilities within the RSAs include police, fire, and medical facilities. The emergency 

access service stations are listed in Table 5‐7 and the service providers are listed in Table 5‐8. 

TABLE 5-7. EMERGENCY ACCESS SERVICE STATIONS IN RESOURCE STUDY AREAS 

SERVICE FACILITY ADDRESS LOCATION/JURISDICTION 

Police  Los Angeles Police Department – Wilshire 
Community Police Station 

4861 W Venice Blvd Los Angeles  

Police  West Hollywood Sheriff Station 780 N San Vicente Blvd West Hollywood 

Fire  Los Angeles County Fire Department - 
Station 8 

7643 Santa Monica Blvd Los Angeles County 

Fire  Los Angeles County Fire Department - 
Station 7 (Battalion 1 Headquarters) 

864 N San Vicente Blvd Los Angeles County 

Medical  Cedars-Sinai Medical Center 8700 Beverly Blvd Los Angeles 

Source: Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department 2023; Los Angeles County Fire Department 2023; City of Los Angeles Police 
Department 2023 

TABLE 5-8. EMERGENCY ACCESS SERVICE PROVIDERS BY STATION 

SERVICE STATION SERVICE PROVIDER 

Police  Crenshaw/Adams LAPD Southwest Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 

Police  Midtown Crossing LAPD Wilshire Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 

Police  Wilshire/Fairfax LAPD Wilshire Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 

Police  Fairfax/3rd LAPD Wilshire Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 

Police  La Cienega/Beverly LAPD Wilshire Division 
West Hollywood Sheriff 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 
LACFD Battalion 1 

Police  San Vicente/Santa Monica West Hollywood Sheriff 

Fire LACFD Battalion 1 

Police  Fairfax/Santa Monica West Hollywood Sheriff 

Fire LACFD Battalion 1 
LAFD Battalion 5 

Police  Wilshire/La Brea LAPD Wilshire Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 
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SERVICE STATION SERVICE PROVIDER 

Police  La Brea/Beverly LAPD Wilshire Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 18 

Police  La Brea/Santa Monica  West Hollywood Sheriff 
LAPD Hollywood Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 5 

Police  Hollywood/Highland LAPD Hollywood Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 5 

Police  Hollywood Bowl LAPD Hollywood Division 

Fire LAFD Battalion 5 

Source: Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department; Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles County Fire Department; Los Angeles 
Fire Department, 2023 
LACFD = Los Angeles County Fire Department; LAFD = Los Angels Fire Department; LAPD = Los Angeles Police Department 

Police services in the RSAs are provided by the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) and West 

Hollywood Sheriff Station. The facilities in proximity to the station are shown in Figure 5‐45. Police 

facilities are located in the RSAs of the Midtown Crossing Station and the San Vicente/Santa Monica 

Station. 

Fire services in the RSAs are provided by the North and South Division Fire Battalion, Los Angeles 

County Fire, and Los Angeles County West Hollywood Central. The facilities in in the station RSAs are 

shown in Figure 5‐46. Fire stations are located in the RSAs of the San Vicente/Santa Monica and 

Fairfax/Santa Monica Stations.  

Medical facilities providing emergency service in the station RSAs are shown in Figure 5‐47. Cedars‐

Sinai Hospital is located in the La Cienega/Beverly Station RSA.  

As shown in Figure 5‐48, no police facilities are located in the MSF RSA.  

As shown in Figure 5‐49, no fire stations are located in the MSF RSA. 
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FIGURE 5-45. POLICE FACILITIES EMERGENCY ACCESS IN THE STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREAS 

 
Source: Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department 2023; Los Angeles Police Department 2023 
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FIGURE 5-46. FIRE FACILITIES EMERGENCY ACCESS IN THE STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREAS 

 
Source: Los Angeles County Fire Department 2023; Los Angeles Fire Department 2023 
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FIGURE 5-47. MEDICAL FACILITIES EMERGENCY ACCESS IN THE STATION RESOURCE STUDY AREAS 

 
Source: City of Los Angeles GeoHub, datasets: hospitals-and-medical-centers, 2023 
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FIGURE 5-48. POLICE FACILITIES IN THE MSF RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department 2023; Los Angeles Police Department 2023 
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FIGURE 5-49. FIRE FACILITIES IN THE MSF RESOURCE STUDY AREA 

 
Source: Los Angeles County Fire Department 2023 
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TABLE 6-8. LA BREA ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE – CONSTRUCTION EFFECTS ON METRO B, D, E, AND K LINE 
STATIONS 

STATION EFFECT DURATION 

B Line Hollywood/Highland 
Entrance 1 (Southwest) 

Partial station mezzanine closure; access to 
platform, entrance, and tracks not affected 

Occasional night and weekend closures 
over the course of six months 

B Line Hollywood/Highland 
Entrance 2 (Southeast) 

Partial platform closure; access to mezzanine, 
entrance, and tracks not affected 

Occasional night and weekend closures 
over the course of six months 

D Line Wilshire/La Brea Limited access to D Line entrance Occasional night and weekend closures 
over the course of six months 

K Line Expo/Crenshaw Single tracking from MLK Station or Leimert 
Park Station to Expo/Crenshaw Station 

Up to 20 weekends 

E Line Expo/Crenshaw E Line track closure across Crenshaw 
Boulevard between the westbound and 
eastbound Expo/Crenshaw Station platforms. 
Passengers would disembark the train and 
cross Crenshaw Boulevard on foot to transfer 
to a train at the other platform.  

23 weeks plus intermittent closures over 
the course of two years 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

As shown in Table 6‐8, partial closures would occur at the Metro B, D, E, and K Line stations, tracks, 

and access to entrances would be limited during construction. These partial closures would mostly 

occur during nights and weekends. The Metro B, D, and K Lines would remain operational during 

construction of the alignment alternative.  

As described in PM TRA‐2, a construction TMP would be prepared in coordination with all local 

jurisdictions affected by construction. The TMP would include BMPs requiring information to be 

posted regarding bus detours and relocated stops and about the partial closures and limited access at 

the affected Metro B, D, E, and K Line stations. Warning signs would also be installed to inform transit 

users of upcoming closures and the duration of such closures. The La Brea Alignment Alternative 

would be constructed per applicable state, Metro, and city design criteria and standards. Therefore, 

construction of the La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact to 

programs, plans, ordinances, or policies that address transit.  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS ON ROADWAYS 

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction of the La Brea Alignment Alternative, detours 

associated with temporary street and lane closures would change the vehicular circulation in the RSA 

and would result in temporary access limitations.  

The additional construction‐related traffic could result in queuing issues at the I‐10/Crenshaw 

Boulevard interchange exit ramps. The construction activities at selected areas such as 

Crenshaw/Adams Station and La Brea/Santa Monica Station, which are near Caltrans facilities, would 

require coordination with Caltrans.  
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The Construction Approach Memorandum (Metro 2023) prepared for this project identifies the truck 

haul routes to transport excavated materials from the construction zone to disposal sites. The 

proposed haul routes would access freeways through I‐10/Crenshaw Boulevard, I‐10/La Brea Avenue, 

I‐10/La Cienega Boulevard, US‐101/Santa Monica Boulevard, US‐101/Western Avenue, US‐

101/Cahuenga Boulevard, and US‐101/Highland Avenue/Cahuenga Boulevard interchanges. The 

proposed haul routes and truck freeway access locations would be finalized in coordination with 

Caltrans. It is anticipated that, due to the nature of the construction activity, the road network near 

the TBM launch sites would experience higher levels of construction‐related traffic.  

As summarized in PM TRA‐2, a construction TMP would be prepared in advance of any construction 

activity. The TMP would include information on street and lane closures, duration of these closures, 

and detour routes. Motorists would be informed about these closures and detours through signage. 

The La Brea Alignment Alternative would be constructed per applicable state, Metro, and city design 

criteria and standards. The La Brea Alignment Alternative would be consistent with Policy 1.6 from the 

City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 that states, “Design detour facilities to provide safe passage for 

all modes of travel during construction.” As described in PM TRA‐2, Metro would provide financial 

assistance to small businesses affected by the proposed construction activities through the Business 

Interruption Fund. Therefore, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant 

impact to programs, plans, ordinances, or policies that address roadway circulation during 

construction.  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS ON BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION 

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the La Brea Alignment Alternative would not conflict with 

the plans and policies that prioritize bicycle and pedestrian access and would not preclude expansion 

and improvement of bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the RSA. However, construction activity could 

temporarily restrict access to bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the RSA. Sidewalks in the RSA would 

be affected by either full or partial street closures. Construction of the La Brea Alignment Alternative 

could affect the following bicycle facility in the RSA:  

 Class II bike lane on San Vicente Boulevard (running southeast) approaching Pico Boulevard 

As summarized in PM TRA‐2, alternative routes would be identified in the construction TMP, and 

bicyclists and pedestrians would be informed of such closures and detours through signage. The La 

Brea Alignment Alternative would be constructed per applicable state, Metro, and city design criteria 

and standards. The La Brea Alignment Alternative would be consistent with Policy 1.6 from the City of 

Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 that states, “Design detour facilities to provide safe passage for all 

modes of travel during construction.” Therefore, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less 

than significant impact to programs, plans, ordinances, or policies that address bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities during construction.  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS CONCLUSION 

Based on the street closures and the impacts described in the above sections, construction of the La 

Brea Alignment Alternative would not conflict with programs, plans, ordinances, or policies addressing 



TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL REPORT 
CHAPTER 6 IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

 
 

K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 

JULY 2024 | PAGE 6-23 

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Therefore, the La 

Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact during construction.  

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

The La Brea Alignment Alternative would create a new transit connection and would increase mobility to 

communities in the region. As shown in Table B‐1 in Appendix B, the alternative is not in conflict with any 

regional or local jurisdictions’ policies and the Project is included in the Metro LRTP.  

The detailed evaluation of potential impacts on the RSA circulation system, including transit facilities, 

roadways, and bicycle and pedestrian circulation, is provided in the sections below. 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS ON TRANSIT FACILITIES 

Less Than Significant Impact. Jurisdictions in the region have set goals to improve mobility, encourage 

the use of transit, and provide affordable and efficient transit services through their plans and policies. 

The La Brea Alignment Alternative would extend the Metro K Line from the E Line to the D and B Lines, 

enhancing transit connectivity. The estimated ridership for the La Brea Alignment Alternative is 

forecasted to be 47,200 daily project trips in year 2045. The forecasted ridership demonstrates that 

operation of the La Brea Alignment Alternative would provide a measurable benefit to transit riders in 

the corridor. 

As detailed in Table B‐1 in Appendix B, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would be consistent with all 

the programs and policies addressing transit circulation in the RSA, including the following: 

 2020‐2045 SCAG RTP/SCS  

 City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 

 City of West Hollywood General Plan Mobility Element 

In addition, the La Brea Alignment Alternative is consistent with Metro plans and policies that address 

transit development and operations, including the 2020 LRTP, Vision 2028, and Measure M Guidelines.  

Therefore, operation of the La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact to 

programs, plans, ordinances, or policies that address transit. 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS ON ROADWAYS 

Less Than Significant Impact. The goals of jurisdictions in the region related to roadways include 

implementing complete streets features, improving mobility for all modes of transportation, and 

reducing VMT. As detailed Table B‐1 in Appendix B, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would not 

conflict with those goals and would advance the goals pertaining to reduction of VMT, as 

demonstrated in Table 6‐13. The La Brea Alignment Alternative would operate primarily underground, 

and operation of trains would not change vehicular circulation on roadways in the RSA. Parking 

facilities would not be provided at stations, and the majority of riders are anticipated to access 

stations via transit, walking, or bicycling (Table 6‐9). While some passengers would access stations via 

vehicular pick‐up or drop‐off, it is anticipated to be a small percentage of overall access, and curbside 
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drop‐off/pick‐up would be managed in accordance with local plans and policies per PM TRA‐2. 

Therefore, operation of the La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact to 

programs, plans, ordinances, or policies that address roadway access and circulation.  

TABLE 6-9. LA BREA ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE – DAILY MODE OF ACCESS BY STATION (RIDERS) 

STATION 
WALK 

ACCESS/EGRESS 
BUS 

ACCESS/EGRESS 
PICK UP/DROP 

OFF 
RAIL 

TRANSFER TOTAL 

Crenshaw/Adams 1,462 516 52 - 2,030 

Midtown Crossing 1,228 1,458 41 - 2,727 

Wilshire/La Brea 1,281 351 13 12,665 14,309 

La Brea/Beverly 1,573 216 24 - 1,812 

La Brea/Santa Monica 2,099 1,337 36 - 3,472 

Hollywood/Highland 1,576 179 25 3,308 5,088 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS ON BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION 

Less Than Significant Impact. Jurisdictions in the region have set goals to expand, improve, and provide 

an interconnected system of bikeways and support facilities, to provide and maintain high‐quality 

pedestrian access, and to implement a balanced transportation system through their plans and 

policies. As summarized in Table B‐1 in Appendix B, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would not 

conflict with plans and policies that prioritize bicycle and pedestrian access and would not preclude 

expansion and improvement of bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the RSA, including those identified in 

the following plans: 

 2012 Los Angeles County Bicycle Master Plan 

 City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 

 2010 City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan 

 City of West Hollywood General Plan Mobility Element 

 City of West Hollywood Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan 

In addition, as described in PM TRA‐1, Metro would engage in first/last mile planning with local 

jurisdictions to enhance safety of pedestrian and bicyclist station access. Therefore, operation of the 

La Brea Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact to programs, plans, 

ordinances, or policies that address bicycle and pedestrian circulation. 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS CONCLUSION 

Based on the impact evaluation described in the above sections, operation of the La Brea Alignment 

Alternative would not conflict with programs, plans, ordinances, or policies addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Therefore, the La Brea Alignment 

Alternative would have a less than significant impact during operation. 
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6.1.3.4 HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. Similar to the alignment alternatives, construction of the Hollywood Bowl 

Design Option would include temporary street or lane closures, possible relocation of bus stops, and 

restricted access to bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The potential street closures required for 

construction of the design option are summarized in Table 6‐10. The design option would result in 

fewer street closures than other proposed stations because it would be constructed using SEM, which 

would avoid cut‐and‐cover methods in the street.  

TABLE 6-10. HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION – STREET CLOSURES DURING CONSTRUCTION 

APPROXIMATE LOCATIONS 
CONSTRUCTION 

ACTIVITIES TYPE OF CLOSURE 
CONSTRUCTION DURATION  

(AT EACH SITE) 

 Cahuenga End Shaft 
(Cahuenga Boulevard 
near Pilgrimage Bridge) 

Pile Installation Partial Street Closures One to two months 

Initial Street Excavation 
and Street Decking 
Installation  

Full Street Closures, 
Full or Partial Intersection 
Closures 

Approximately three weekends (56 
hours, Friday evening through 
Monday morning) 

Street Decking Removal Full Street Closures Approximately three weekends (56 
hours, Friday evening through 
Monday morning) 

Surface Restoration Full Street Closures, 
Full or Partial Intersection 
Closures 

Approximately five weekends (56, 
hours Friday evening through 
Monday morning) 

Cross-passages  
 South of Hollywood Fault  

Ground Improvement Partial  Three to four weeks 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

As summarized in PM TRA‐2, the construction TMP would identify alternate routes and safe access for 

all users. Construction activities at the Hollywood Bowl Station would be near Caltrans facilities and 

would require coordination with Caltrans. The Construction Approach Memorandum (Metro 2023) 

prepared for this Project identifies the truck haul routes to transport excavated material from the 

construction zone to disposal sites. The proposed haul routes would access freeways through the 

interchanges identified for the alignment alternatives. The proposed haul routes and truck freeway 

access locations would be finalized in coordination with Caltrans. Construction staging activities would 

not be directly located at the current Hollywood Bowl shuttle drop‐off sites; however, because of the 

size of the proposed construction areas and the anticipated activity, Metro would need to coordinate 

with the Hollywood Bowl on circulation and access during construction of the design option.  

Per PM TRA‐2, a construction TMP would be prepared in coordination with all local jurisdictions 

affected by construction. The TMP would include information on bus detours and relocated stops. 

Warning signs would also be installed to inform transit users of upcoming closures and the duration of 

such closures. The design option would be constructed per applicable state, Metro, and city design 

criteria and standards. Therefore, construction of the Hollywood Bowl Design Option would not 
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potentially conflict with programs, plans, ordinances, or policies addressing the circulation system, 

including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities, and the design option would have a less 

than significant impact during construction.  

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS 

Less Than Significant Impact. The Hollywood Bowl Design Option, like the alignment alternatives, 

would create a new transit connection, increasing mobility to communities in the region and providing 

an additional station at the Hollywood Bowl. As shown in Table B‐1 in Appendix B, the design option 

would not conflict with any regional or local jurisdictions’ policies; therefore, would have a less than 

significant impact related to consistency with transportation policies. 

6.1.3.5 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY  

Table B‐2 in Appendix B summarizes the regional and local transportation policies by jurisdiction near 

the MSF and evaluates the consistency of the MSF with these plans and policies. 

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. The MSF would be located adjacent to the existing Metro Division 16. 

Construction of the MSF would involve temporary partial street closures, possible relocation of bus 

stops, and temporary restriction of access to bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The KNE Construction 

Approach Report (Metro 2023) prepared for this Project identifies the truck haul routes that would be 

used to transport excavated material from the construction zone to disposal sites. The proposed haul 

routes would access the regional freeway system through the I‐405/Century Boulevard interchange. 

The proposed haul routes and truck freeway access locations would be finalized in coordination with 

Caltrans. The Los Angeles World Airports Automated People Mover will operate in the vicinity of the 

MSF; however, construction of the MSF is not anticipated to interfere with Automated People Mover 

operations.  

Per PM TRA‐2, a construction TMP would be developed by the contractor before initiating 

construction activity, and the TMP would be submitted to Metro and other reviewing agencies for 

approval. The TMP would identify alternate routes and safe access for all users. Therefore, 

construction of the MSF would not conflict with programs, plans, ordinances, or policies addressing 

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities, and the MSF would 

have a less than significant impact during construction.  

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS 

Less Than Significant Impact. As shown in Table B‐2 in Appendix B, operation of the MSF would not 

conflict with any regional or local jurisdictions’ policies. As set forth in PM TRA‐1, any driveway 

associated with the MSF would be designed according to applicable state, Metro, and city design 

criteria and standards. Operation of the MSF is not anticipated to interfere with the Los Angeles World 

Airports Automated People Mover operations. Based upon the analysis described above, operation of 

the MSF would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with transportation policies. 
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6.1.4 IMPACT TRA-2: CONSISTENCY WITH CEQA GUIDELINES  

Impact TRA‐2: Would the Project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section § 15064.3, 

subdivision (b)?  

CEQA Guidelines state that VMT should be used as a quantitative measure to determine significant impacts 

for transportation projects. The Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA published 

in December 2018 by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research states the following: 

Transit and active transportation projects generally reduce VMT and therefore are presumed 

to cause a less than significant impact on transportation. This presumption may apply to all 

passenger rail projects, bus and bus rapid transit projects, and bicycle and pedestrian 

infrastructure projects. Streamlining transit and active transportation projects aligns with 

each of the three statutory goals contained in SB 743 by reducing GHG emissions, increasing 

multimodal transportation networks, and facilitating mixed‐use development.  

6.1.4.1 ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 1: SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment Alternative 

would generate additional VMT related to construction activities. The additional employee trips 

associated with the construction activity would be temporary, and the additional VMT would be 

insignificant compared to the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, construction of the San 

Vicente–Fairfax Alignment Alternative would have a less than significant impact related to consistency 

with CEQA Guidelines Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. As described previously, per the Office of Planning and Research’s 

technical advisory, transit projects are presumed to cause a less than significant impact on 

transportation. A quantitative VMT analysis was conducted using the Metro travel demand model to 

evaluate the potential impact of the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment Alternative. A comparison of total 

daily VMT between the 2045 without Project condition and the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment 

Alternative in year 2045 is summarized in Table 6‐11. As shown in the table, the San Vicente–Fairfax 

Alignment Alternative would result in reduced VMT when compared to the 2045 without Project 

condition. Therefore, operation of the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment Alternative would have a less 

than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

TABLE 6-11. SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE – DAILY VMT REDUCTION 

REGION 2045 WITHOUT PROJECT 
2045 SAN VICENTE–

FAIRFAX ALTERNATIVE DIFFERENCE 

Los Angeles County 263,676,685 263,541,206 -135,479 

SCAG Region 586,683,502 586,548,027 -135,475 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 
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6.1.4.2 ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 2: FAIRFAX  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, the Fairfax Alignment Alternative would generate 

additional VMT related to construction activities. The additional employee trips associated with the 

construction activity would be temporary, and the additional VMT would be insignificant compared to 

the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, construction of the Fairfax Alignment Alternative 

would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section 

§15064.3, subdivision (b). 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. As described previously, per the Office of Planning and Research’s 

technical advisory, transit projects are presumed to cause a less than significant impact on 

transportation. A quantitative VMT analysis was conducted using the Metro model to evaluate the 

potential impact of the Fairfax Alignment Alternative. A comparison of total daily VMT between the 

2045 without Project condition and Fairfax Alignment Alternative in year 2045 is summarized in 

Table 6‐12. As shown in the table, the Fairfax Alignment Alternative would result in reduced VMT 

when compared to the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, operation of the Fairfax Alignment 

Alternative would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines 

Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

TABLE 6-12. FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE – DAILY VMT REDUCTION 

REGION 2045 WITHOUT PROJECT 
2045 FAIRFAX 
ALTERNATIVE DIFFERENCE 

Los Angeles County 263,676,685 263,549,218 -127,467 

SCAG Region 586,683,502 586,556,053 -127,449 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

6.1.4.3 ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 3: LA BREA  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would generate 

additional VMT related to construction activities. The additional employee trips associated with the 

construction activity would be temporary, and the additional VMT would be insignificant compared to 

the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, construction of the La Brea Alignment Alternative 

would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section 

§15064.3, subdivision (b). 
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OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. As described previously, per the Office of Planning and Research’s 

technical advisory, transit projects are presumed to cause a less than significant impact on 

transportation. A quantitative VMT analysis was conducted using the Metro model to evaluate the 

potential impact of the La Brea Alignment Alternative. A comparison of total daily VMT between the 

2045 without Project condition and the La Brea Alignment Alternative in year 2045 is summarized in 

Table 6‐13. As shown in the table, the La Brea Alignment Alternative would result in reduced VMT 

when compared to the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, operation of the La Brea Alignment 

Alternative would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines 

Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

TABLE 6-13. LA BREA ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE – DAILY VMT REDUCTION 

REGION 2045 WITHOUT PROJECT 
2045 LA BREA 
ALTERNATIVE DIFFERENCE 

Los Angeles County 263,676,685 263,541,193 -135,492 

SCAG Region 586,683,502 586,548,004 -135,498 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

6.1.4.4 HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the Hollywood Bowl Design Option would involve 

construction of an additional station compared to the alignment alternatives and would generate 

additional VMT related to construction activities. However, as discussed previously, this additional 

VMT would be temporary and considered insignificant compared to the 2045 without Project 

condition. Therefore, construction of the Hollywood Bowl Design Option would have a less than 

significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. The Hollywood Bowl Design Option would extend the alignment to the 

north by approximately 1.0 mile. A comparison of total daily VMT between the 2045 without Project 

condition and the Fairfax Alignment Alternative with the Hollywood Bowl Design Option in year 2045 is 

summarized in Table 6‐14. As shown in the table, the design option would result in reduced VMT 

when compared to the 2045 without Project condition. Therefore, operation of the Hollywood Bowl 

Design Option would have a less than significant impact related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines 

Section §15064.3, subdivision (b).  
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TABLE 6-14. HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION – DAILY VMT REDUCTION 

REGION 2045 WITHOUT PROJECT 

2045 FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT 
ALTERNATIVE WITH 

DESIGN OPTION DIFFERENCE 

Los Angeles County 263,676,685 263,549,091 -127,594 

SCAG Region 586,683,502 586,555,925 -127,577 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2023 

6.1.4.5 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY  

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the MSF would involve construction of trackwork, 

buildings, and fences, which would generate additional VMT related to construction activities. This 

additional VMT would be temporary and considered insignificant compared to the 2045 without 

Project condition. Therefore, construction of the MSF would have a less than significant impact related 

to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section §15064.3, subdivision (b). 

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS  

Less Than Significant Impact. The MSF would provide equipment and facilities to accommodate daily 

servicing and cleaning, inspection and repairs, and storage of light rail vehicles that are not in service. 

The MSF would be the primary physical employment center for rail operation employees, including 

train operators, maintenance workers, supervisors, administrators, security personnel, and other 

roles. The employee trips generated by the MSF would result in additional VMT. However, the MSF 

would be considered a part of the proposed transit extension project and not a standalone project. As 

discussed previously, transit projects are presumed to cause a less than significant impact on 

transportation per the Office of Planning and Research’s technical advisory. In addition, the VMT 

reductions resulting from any of the alignment alternatives would offset the operational VMT 

associated with the MSF. Therefore, operation of the MSF would have a less than significant impact 

related to consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section §15064.3, subdivision (b).  

6.1.5 IMPACT TRA-3: GEOMETRIC DESIGN HAZARDS AND INCOMPATIBLE USES 

Impact TRA‐3: Would the Project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature 

(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?  

This impact threshold refers to the potential increase of hazards caused by either the construction or 

operation of the Project. In general, the potential hazards relate to safety concerns for pedestrians, 

bicycles, and vehicles.  
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APPENDIX B: TRANSPORTATION POLICY EVALUATION 

Section B1 below provides the transportation policy evaluation for the alignment alternatives and design option; Section B2 provides it for the 

Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF). 

B.1 ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES AND DESIGN OPTION 
Table B‐1 summarizes the regional and local transportation policies by jurisdiction and evaluates the consistency of the proposed alignment 

alternatives and the design option with the relevant plans and policies.  

TABLE B-1. TRANSPORTATION POLICY ANALYSIS SUMMARY FOR ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES AND DESIGN OPTION 

SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

2020-2045 SCAG RTP/SCS 

Goal 2: Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives would create new connections and 
increase mobility to communities in the station RSAs, as well as in neighboring communities. The alignment 
alternatives are consistent with SCAG RTP/SCS Goal 2. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is consistent with this 
goal. The design option improves mobility for people 
because it includes an additional northernmost station at 
the Hollywood Bowl.  

Goal 3: Enhance the preservation, security, and resilience of the regional transportation system.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives, as well as the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, are consistent with this goal. The alignment 
alternatives and design option increase transit options, thereby decreasing the need for vehicular travel and enhancing the resilience of the regional transportation system.  

Goal 4: Increase person and goods movement and travel choices within the transportation system.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives, as well as the Hollywood Bowl Design Option are consistent with this goal. The alignment 
alternatives and design option support this goal by increasing personal travel choices within the transportation system. 

Goal 7: Adapt to a changing climate and support an integrated regional development pattern and transportation network  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives, as well as the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, are consistent with this goal. The alignment 
alternatives and design option support this goal by adding to the transportation network and creating a more sustainable mobility option.  
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

2021 CITY OF LOS ANGELES – GENERAL PLAN SAFETY ELEMENT 
Objective 2.1: Develop and implement comprehensive emergency response plans and programs that are integrated with each other and with the City’s 
comprehensive hazard mitigation and recovery plans and programs.  
Policy 2.1.5: Develop, implement, and continue to improve the City’s ability to respond to emergency events. Participate in regularly scheduled disaster exercises to 
better prepare Police, Fire, Public Works, and other City employees with disaster responsibilities.  

Based on the information in Section 5.2.5 of this report in regard to access to emergency facilities, the proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives 
as well as the Hollywood Bowl Design Option do not conflict with the City of Los Angeles’ ability to respond to emergency events and therefore are consistent with Objective 2.1 
and Policy 2.1.5.  

2020 HOLLYWOOD WALK OF FAME MASTER PLAN  
The Hollywood Walk of Fame Master Plan seeks to modernize the iconic Hollywood Walk of Fame corridor, respect its rich history, and establish a holistic and long-lasting 
vision. This plan has six project principles intended to modernize this iconic corridor and establish a long-lasting vision.  

Principle 2: Establish a forward-looking framework to address present-day challenges and to anticipate future needs. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with Principle 2 
because they would address challenges and needs and create a more modern boulevard.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is consistent with this 
principle. The design option includes a new station near 
Hollywood Boulevard that would help modernize the area.  

Principle 3: Provide an exemplary experience for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders, and enhance safety for all users.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with Principle 3 
because they would improve the transit experience and safety for all users.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is consistent with this 
principle. The design option includes a new station near 
Hollywood Boulevard that would improve the transit 
experience and safety for all users.  

Principle 4: Catalyze economic development throughout the Walk of Fame corridor.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with Principle 4 
because they would create easier access to the corridor. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is consistent with 
Principle 4. The design option includes a new station near 
Hollywood Boulevard that would boost economic 
development in the area. 
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

2010 LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING BICYCLE PLAN  
The Los Angeles Department of City Planning Bicycle Plan (Los Angeles City Bicycle Plan) outlines a plan to expand the existing 334 miles of bicycle lanes, paths, and routes 
into a 1,684-mile citywide bikeway system. 

Transit Objective 1.3: Expand bicyclists’ range and mobility options through the integration of bicycling into the region’s transit system. 
Policy 1.3.1: Incorporate bikeways into transit projects that include an exclusive right-of-way. 
Policy 1.3.2: Maximize Bicycle Amenities at Transit Stops and Stations. 

Refer to Figure 5-18 for a map of bicycle 
facilities in the RSA. Refer to Section 
5.2.3 for details on bicycle facilities near 
stations along the San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative.  
 
The San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative will not preclude expansion 
and improvement of bicycle facilities. 
The addition of transit stations would 
improve mobility options for bicyclists. 
This alignment alternative does not 
conflict with the city’s ability to expand 
the bicycle network and integrate 
bicycling into the region’s transit system.  

Refer to Figure 5-18 for a map of 
bicycle facilities in the RSA. Refer 
to Section 5.2.3 for details on 
bicycle facilities near the stations 
along the Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative.  
 
The Fairfax Alignment Alternative 
will not preclude expansion and 
improvement of bicycle facilities. 
The addition of transit stations 
would improve mobility options for 
bicyclists. This alignment 
alternative does not conflict with the 
city’s ability to expand the bicycle 
network and integrate bicycling into 
the region’s transit system. 

Refer to Figure 5-18 for a map of 
bicycle facilities in the RSA. Refer to 
Section 5.2.3 for details on bicycle 
facilities near the stations along the 
La Brea Alignment Alternative.  
 
The La Brea Alignment Alternative 
will not preclude expansion and 
improvement of bicycle facilities. The 
addition of transit stations would 
improve mobility options for 
bicyclists. This alignment alternative 
does not conflict with the city’s ability 
to expand the bicycle network and 
integrate bicycling into the region’s 
transit system. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option does not differ from 
the alignment alternatives and does not conflict with 
bikeway systems objectives and policies.  

2019 LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING EXPOSITION CORRIDOR TRANSIT NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN  
The Exposition Corridor Transit Neighborhood Plan establishes guidelines for future development around each station on the E Line transit corridor. 

A. Direct growth and accommodate new residential, mixed use, commercial, and industrial development near transit stations. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with this goal. They 
support the Exposition Corridor Transit Neighborhood Plan in providing more opportunity for future transit-oriented 
development. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

B. Retain existing industrial land around transit stations for job-generating uses to accommodate future demand for jobs. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative does not conflict 
with the ability to retain existing industrial 
land around Expo Line transit stations as 
no private properties along the Expo 
Line would be acquired as part of this 
Project.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative does not conflict with 
the ability to retain existing 
industrial land around Expo Line 
transit stations as no private 
properties along the Expo Line 
would be acquired as part of this 
Project.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative does not conflict with the 
ability to retain existing industrial land 
around Expo Line transit stations as 
no private properties along the Expo 
Line would be acquired as part of this 
Project.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in this 
neighborhood plan.  

J. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions by facilitating alternative modes of transportation and decreasing automobile dependence. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with this goal. The 
alignment alternatives support the Exposition Corridor Transit Neighborhood Plan in reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions by providing a transportation mode alternative to the automobile.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

2019 LOS ANGELES GREEN NEW DEAL 

Target: Reduce VMT per capita by at least 13% by 2025, 39% by 2035, and 45% by 2050. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative supports the Los 
Angeles Green New Deal target of 
reducing VMT per capita by providing an 
alternate form of transportation and 
reducing regional VMT, as documented 
in Table 6-8.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative supports the Los 
Angeles Green New Deal target of 
reducing VMT per capita by 
providing an alternate form of 
transportation and reducing 
regional VMT, as documented in 
Table 6-11.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative supports the Los Angeles 
Green New Deal target of reducing 
VMT per capita by providing an 
alternate form of transportation and 
reducing regional VMT, as 
documented in Table 6-9. 

 
The Hollywood Bowl Design Option does not differ from 
the Project in supporting this target.  

Target: Reduce municipal GHG emissions 55% by 2025 and 65% by 2035 from 2008 baseline levels, reaching carbon neutral by 2045.  

The San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives as well as the Hollywood Bowl Design Option consistent with this goal. The alignment alternatives and 
design option support the Los Angeles Green New Deal target of reducing GHG emissions by providing a more sustainable mode of transportation in the city. 
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

2016 CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD – GENERAL PLAN MOBILITY ELEMENT 
M- 1.1 Encourage the expansion of local and regional transit systems which serve or have alignments and stops within the city.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives would expand or add stations and 
transit options in the City of Hollywood, and therefore are consistent with the city’s goal to encourage expansion of 
local and regional transit systems. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

M- 1.2 Work with transit providers to improve the quality of transit stations, transit stops, and transfer points by enhancing the following passenger amenities, 
among others, as appropriate: way-finding and clear signage; bus shelters and shade structures; clean and comfortable waiting areas; attractive landscaping, art, 
and paving materials; user-friendly system and route maps; updated and current schedules; real-time arrival times via GPS updates (i.e., “NextBus”); adequate 
seating areas based on passenger volumes and typical wait times; adequate pedestrian walkways; convenient pay stations; bicycle storage; and public restrooms.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with this policy 
because they support the provision and improvement of transit by providing new, high-quality facilities that meet the 
criteria of the General Plan mobility policies. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

M- 1.4 As feasible, expand locally provided transit services and work with regional transit providers to increase frequency, including extending frequent bus service 
into the evenings and on weekends.  
M- 1.5 As appropriate, work with regional transit providers to improve access to local and regional transit services, particularly for the following populations: 
seniors and persons with disabilities; persons with low and moderate income; students; the temporarily disabled; and transit-dependent populations.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with these policies 
because they would improve transit access for seniors and persons with disabilities, persons with low and moderate 
income, and other transit-dependent populations. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

M- 5.2 Prioritize property access to promote transit, walking, and bicycling over auto access.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives would add transit options in the City 
of West Hollywood and are therefore consistent with the General Plan’s policy to prioritize access to transit. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD – GENERAL PLAN SAFETY ELEMENT 
SN-4.1 Require new development and/or modifications to existing development to include sound-reducing design measures, where needed, to maintain 
compatibility with adjacent and surrounding uses.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with this policy as the 
alignment alternative’s design includes noise-reduction features and it would contribute to the decrease of vehicles 
on surface roads. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

SN-1.7 Maintain the West Hollywood Emergency Plan (2009), including plans for police and fire services, vulnerable populations, and sensitive facilities, as well as 
plans for the continuity of the community and important networks following a significant disaster.  

Refer to Section 5.2.5 of this report for details on access to emergency facilities. Based on this information, the 
proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives do not conflict with the City of West 
Hollywood’s ability to respond or plan for emergency events and are therefore consistent with this policy. 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

2011 CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD CLIMATE ACTION PLAN 
CL-1.4: Reduce single-occupancy vehicle commuting by City employees.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignment Alternatives are consistent with this policy 
because they provide greater access to an alternate mode of transportation for city employees 

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not in the applicable 
area.  

1999 SANTA MONICA BOULEVARD MASTER PLAN  
The Santa Monica Boulevard Master Plan (1999) provides a comprehensive vision and long-range plan for the 2.7 miles of boulevard between Doheny Drive and La Brea 
Avenue in West Hollywood; the extent of Santa Monica Boulevard included in this Master Plan is fully contained in the RSA. 
A primary objective of redesigning Santa Monica Boulevard has been to improve how it functions as a street that serves both regional travel and local community 
use. This objective has led to the development of strategies that accommodate all modes of transportation: bicycling, walking, bus transit, in addition to autos and 
people with disabilities.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative supports this 
policy by providing additional 
transportation options with a new transit 
station at San Vicente/Santa Monica, 
Fairfax/Santa Monica, and La 
Brea/Santa Monica.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative supports this policy by 
providing additional transportation 
options with a new transit station at 
Fairfax/Santa Monica, and La 
Brea/Santa Monica.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative supports this policy by 
providing additional transportation 
options with a new transit station at 
La Brea/Santa Monica.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in the 
City of West Hollywood. 

Focus on pedestrian and transit improvements that will unify the four corners of the intersection.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative supports the 
provision of transit improvements and 
does not detract from the pedestrian 
experience.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative supports the provision of 
transit improvements and does not 
detract from the pedestrian 
experience.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative supports the provision of 
transit improvements and does not 
detract from the pedestrian 
experience.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in the 
City of West Hollywood. 
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SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTION  

Bus stop gardens are special places on the boulevard to be enjoyed by transit patrons and boulevard pedestrians.  

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment Alternative supports the 
provision of transit improvements and 
would not detract from the experience of 
pedestrians at the Bus Stop Gardens.  

The Fairfax Alignment Alternative 
supports the provision of transit 
improvements and would not 
detract from the experience of 
pedestrians at the Bus Stop 
Gardens.  

The La Brea Alignment Alternative 
supports the provision of transit 
improvements and would not detract 
from the experience of pedestrians at 
the Bus Stop Gardens.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in the 
City of West Hollywood. 

2017 CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MOBILITY PLAN  
The Plan provides a vision and set of prioritized strategies and tools to enhance the City of West Hollywood’s streets to be more comfortable, safe, and inviting to pedestrians 
and bicyclists of all ages and abilities. 

Objective: Support multimodal transportation options to reduce greenhouse gases, congestion, and pollution. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment supports multimodal 
transportation options that would reduce 
greenhouse gases, congestion, and 
pollution by reducing VMT, as 
documented in Table 6-8.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative supports multimodal 
transportation options that would 
reduce greenhouse gases, 
congestion, and pollution by 
reducing VMT, as documented in 
Table 6-11.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative supports multimodal 
transportation options that would 
reduce greenhouse gases, 
congestion, and pollution by reducing 
VMT, as documented in Table 6-9.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in the 
City of West Hollywood. 

Objective: Coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions to connect West Hollywood to regional destinations. 

The proposed San Vicente-Fairfax 
Alignment supports connecting West 
Hollywood to regional destinations by 
providing a high-quality transit line that 
would connect to the regional transit 
system.  

The proposed Fairfax Alignment 
Alternative supports connecting 
West Hollywood to regional 
destinations by providing a high-
quality transit line that would 
connect to the regional transit 
system.  

The proposed La Brea Alignment 
Alternative supports connecting West 
Hollywood to regional destinations by 
providing a high-quality transit line 
that would connect to the regional 
transit system.  

The Hollywood Bowl Design Option is not applicable in the 
City of West Hollywood. 
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B.2 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITIES 
Table B‐2 summarizes the regional and local transportation policies by jurisdiction within the RSA for the 

MSF and evaluates the consistency of the proposed MSF with these plans and policies. 

TABLE B-2. TRANSPORTATION POLICY ANALYSIS SUMMARY FOR MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY  

MSF  

2020-2045 SCAG RTP/SCS 

Goal 2: Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods. 

The proposed MSF supports this goal by creating the necessary infrastructure to support the operation for an accessible, 
reliable, and safe transit system. 

Goal 3: Enhance the preservation, security, and resilience of the regional transportation system.  

The proposed MSF supports this goal by ensuring there is the necessary maintenance and storage facilities to support the 
operation of the K Line. 

Goal 4: Increase person and goods movement and travel choices within the transportation system 

The proposed MSF supports this goal by creating the infrastructure that maintains and supports the movement of goods and 
people within the transportation system.  

Goal 7: Adapt to a changing climate and support an integrated regional development pattern and transportation 
network  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with this goal. The MSF is a necessary element to support an expanding transit network 
that supports the planned regional development.  

Goal 8: Leverage new transportation technologies and data-driven solutions that result in more efficient travel.  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with this goal. The MSF will use the latest technologies for maintaining vehicles.  

2016 CITY OF LOS ANGELES – GENERAL PLAN MOBILITY ELEMENT 

Policy 1.2 Complete Streets: Implement a balanced transportation system on all streets, tunnels, and bridges using 
complete streets principles to ensure the safety and mobility of all users.  

Policy 1.7 Regularly Maintained Streets: Enhance roadway safety by maintaining the street, alley, tunnel, and bridge 
system in good to excellent condition.  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the City of Los Angeles Mobility Element policies relating to safety. Per PM TRA-2, all 
vehicular driveways that would access the MSF would be designed in accordance with relevant design guidelines.  

Policy 2.3 Pedestrian Infrastructure: Recognize walking as a component of every trip, and ensure high quality 
pedestrian access in all site planning and public right-of-way modifications to provide a safe and comfortable walking 
environment.  

Policy 2.5 Transit Network: Improve the performance and reliability of existing and future bus service.  

Policy 2.9 Multiple Networks: Consider the role of each enhanced network when designing a street that includes 
multiple modes.  

Policy 2.11 Transit Right-of-Way Design: Set high standards in designing public transit rights-of-way that considers 
user experience and supports active transportation infrastructure.  

Policy 2.12 Walkway and Bikeway Accommodations: Design for pedestrian and bicycle travel when rehabilitating or 
installing a new bridge, tunnel, or exclusive transit right-of-way. 

The proposed MSF supports these policies. The MSF creates the necessary infrastructure to support the expansion of the transit 
network in Los Angeles.  
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MSF  

Policy 3.1 Access for All: Recognize all modes of travel, including pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and vehicular modes—
including goods movement—as integral components of the City’s transportation system.  

Policy 3.2 People with Disabilities: Accommodate the needs of people with disabilities when modifying or installing 
infrastructure in the public right-of-way. 

Policy 3.4 Transit Services: Provide all residents, workers and visitors with affordable, efficient, convenient, and 
attractive transit services.  

Policy 3.5 Multimodal Features: Support “first-mile, last-mile solutions” such as multimodal transportation services, 
organizations, and activities in the areas around transit stations and major bus stops (transit stops) to maximize 
multimodal connectivity and access for transit riders.  

Policy 3.6 Regional Transportation & Union Station: Continue to promote Union Station as the major regional 
transportation hub linking Amtrak, Metrolink, Metro Rail, and high-speed rail service.  

Policy 3.7 Regional Transit Connections: Improve transit access and service to major regional destinations, job 
centers, and inter-modal facilities. 

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the City of Los Angeles Mobility Element policies relating to access. The MSF supports 
the expansion of transit services in Los Angeles. 

Policy 5.1 Sustainable Transportation: Encourage the development of a sustainable transportation system that 
promotes environmental and public health.  

Policy 5.2 Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT): Support ways to reduce VMT per capita.  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the City of Los Angeles Mobility Element policies relating to clean environments and 
healthy communities. Expansion of the K Line would be supported by operational activities conducted at the MSF, and K Line 
operation would result in a decrease in regional VMT, as documented in Table 6-11 through Table 6-13. 

2021 CITY OF LOS ANGELES – GENERAL PLAN SAFETY ELEMENT. 

Objective 2.1: Develop and implement comprehensive emergency response plans and programs that are integrated 
with each other and with the City’s comprehensive hazard mitigation and recovery plans and programs.  

Policy 2.1.5: Develop, implement and continue to improve the City’s ability to respond to emergency events. Participate 
in regularly scheduled disaster exercises to better prepare Police, Fire, Public Works and other City employees with 
disaster responsibilities.  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the City’s ability to respond to emergency events as the MSF facility would operate 
outside of the public right-of-way.  

2015 CRENSHAW BOULEVARD STREETSCAPE PLAN  

Goal: Create an environment that encourages the use of transit and active transportation, in addition to the 
automobile.  
Goal: Position Crenshaw Boulevard as a “complete street” that provides a variety of mobility options.  

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the Crenshaw Boulevard Streetscape Plan goals. The MSF supports the expansion of 
transit.  

2019 LOS ANGELES GREEN NEW DEAL  

Target: Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled per capita by at least 13% by 2025, 39% by 2035, and 45% by 2050. 

The proposed MSF would help reach the Los Angeles Green New Deal target of reducing VMT per capita. The MSF would 
provide the infrastructure necessary to support transit options and reduce VMT, as documented in Table 6-11 through 
Table 6-13. 

Target: Reduce municipal GHG emissions 55% by 2025 and 65% by 2035 from 2008 baseline levels, reaching carbon 
neutral by 2045.  

The proposed MSF would help reach the Los Angeles Green New Deal target of reducing GHG emissions by supporting the 
expansion of transit that would reduce regional VMT, as documented in Table 6-11 through Table 6-13. 
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MSF  

2010 LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING BICYCLE PLAN  

Transit Objective 1.3: Expand bicyclists’ range and mobility options through the integration of bicycling into the 
region’s transit system. 
Policy 1.3.1: Incorporate bikeways into transit projects that include an exclusive right-of-way. 
Policy 1.3.2: Maximize Bicycle Amenities at Transit Stops and Stations. 

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the City of Los Angeles Bicycle Plan objectives and policies regarding transit.  

LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS (LAWA) - TRANSFORMING LAX  

Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) South 
Airfield & Terminal Modernization Project (ATMP) 
Northside Development 

The proposed MSF does not conflict with the upcoming LAWA Projects. The LAWA APM would be located on the southern edge 
of the MSF and the APM MSF would be located immediately to the west of the MSF.  
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